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I. INTRODUCTION

1. By resolution 42/42 L of 30 November 1987, the General Assembly requested
the Conference on Disarmament to submit a special report on the status of its
negotiations and its work to the General Assembly at its third special session
devoted to disarmament.

2. Pursuant to that request, the Conference on Disarmament submits its
special report to the third special session of the Genercl Assembly devoted to
disarmament. The annual Ez2ports of the Committee on Disarmament for 1982 and
1983 1/ and of the Conference on Disarmament for 1984, 1985, 1986 and 1987 2/
may be referred to for additional information concerning the work of this
single multilatecal negotiating forum.

3. In that connnction, pursuant to the decision taken by the Conference cn
‘Disarmament as recorded in paragraph 21 of its report to the '
thirty-eighth session of the General Assembly of the United Nations {Ch/s421),
the designation of the "Committee” ag "Conference on Disarmament" came into
effect on 7 February 1984, the date of the comencement of the 1984 annual
session,

II. ORGANIZATION OF WORK OF THE CONFERENCE

A, Work of tne Conference from August 1982 to April 1988

4, During this period, the Conference held 288 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 Conference. The Conference also held 268 informal meetings on its
agenda, programme of work, organization and procedures, as well as on items on
its agenda and other matters.

B, Participants in the work of the Conference

S. Representatives of the following member States participated in the work
of the Conference: Algeria; Argentina; Australia; Belgium; Brazil; Bulgariag
Burma; Canadajs China; Cuba; Czechoslovakiaj Egypt; Ethiopia; France; German
Democratic Republic; Germany, Federal Republic of; Hungary; India; Indonesia;
Islamic Republic of Irany Italy; Japan; Kenya; Mexico; Mongoliajg Morocco;
Netherlands; Nigeria; Pakistan; Peru; Poland; Romania; Sri Lanka; Sweden;
Union of Soviet Socialist Republicss United Kingdem of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland; United States of America; Venezuela; Yugoslavia and Zaire.

C. Rules of procedure

6. The work of the Conference continued to be conducted by the Rules of
Procedure adopted early at the 1979 session, with consequential changes
resulting from the new designation. 3

1/ Documents CD/335 and CD/421.
2/ Documents CD/540, CD/642," CD/73% and /787,

3/ Document CD/8/Rev.2.



D. Agenda of the Conference

7. In conformity with the provisions of Section VIII of its Rules of
Procedur=, the Conference has adopted its annual 2genda within the following
framework which was established in 1979:

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

“The Conference, taking into account, inter alia, the reievant
provisions of the documents of the first and second special sessions of
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, will deal with the cessation
of the arms race and disarmament ané other relevant measures in the
following areas:

I.

iI.

I11.

I vﬂ

v.

VI.

VII.

VIII.

IX.

x.

Nuclear weapons im all aspectsjy

Chemical weapons;

Other weapons of mass destructions

Conventional weapons;

Reduction of military budgets;

Reduction of armed forces;

Disarmament and development;

Disarmament and international security;

Collateral measures, confidence-building measures; effective

verification methods in relation to appropriate disarmament
measures, acceptable to all parties concerned;

‘Comprehensive programme of disarmament leading to general and

complete disarmament under effective international conmtrol.®

8. The following substantive agenda ijtems have been censidered by the
Conference during its annval sessions since 1982:

1. Nuclear test bar

2. Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament

3. Prevention of nuclear war, including all related matters

4. Chemical weapons

5. Prevention of an arms race in outer space

6. Effective international arrangements te assure non-nuclear-weapon
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons



Te New types of weapons of maas destructien and new systems of such
weaponss radiological weapuns

8. Comprehensive programme of disarmament.

3. Item 3 was first inscribed in the annual agenda in 1983, as part of
item 2 and, at the opening of the 1984 session of the Conference, became a
sepzrate agenda iten,

10. On the basis of its annual agenda, the Conferance establishes its
Pzogramme of work at the beginnig of each Exrt of its annual session. The
programme of work includes a schedule of the activities of the plenary of the
Conference in relation to the substantive items on its agenda. Whenever
necessary, organizational matters have bezn part of the programme of work.

E. Establishment of Subgsidiary bydies of the Conference

1ll. The Conference has established, at various stages of ita work, aubsidiary
bodies on the following substantive items on its annual agenda: Nuclear Test
Ban, Chemical Weapons, Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space, Effecctive
International Arrangements to Assure Non-Nuclear-Weapon States Against the Use
or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons, kKadiological Weapons and Comprehensive
Programme of Disarmament. The activities of those subsidiary bodies are
discussed in Chapter III, under the sections dealing with those substantive
items of the agenda.

12. Since the 1982 session, the Ad hoc Gzoup of Scientific Experts to
Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic
Events met regularly in two sessions every year in accordance with the
arrangemente made by tue multilateral negotiating forum early during its
1979 session. The Ad hoec group submitted, during that period, its third and
fourth reports to the Conference {((D/448 and CD /7205 .

F. Participation of States not members of the Conference

13. 1In addition to those States rot mewnbers of the Conference attending its
plenary meetings in conformity with Rule 32 of the Rules of Procedure, the
Conference invited the representatives of:

(a) Austria, Denmark, Finland, Greece, Ireland, Norway, Senegal, Spain,
Switzerland and Turkey to participate during 1982 in the discussiong on the
substantive items on the agenda at plenary and informal meetings of the
Conferences

{b} Austria, Burundi, Denmark, Finland, Greece, Ireland, Nocway,
Portugal, Sen=gal, Spain, Switzerland and Turkey to participste during 1983 in
the discussions on the substantive items on the agenda at plenary end informal
meetings of the Conferences Viet Nam to make a statement on Chenical Weapons
on 19 April 1983, and Austria, Denmark, Finland, Mew Zealand, Norway and
Switzerland to participate in the informai meeting heid alsoc in 1983 to
consider appropriate follow-up measures to the conclusicns of the First Review
Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Prohibition ef the Enplacement
of Nuclear Weapons and Other Weapons of Masa Destruction on the Seabed and the
Ocean Floor and in the Subsoil Thereof;



(c) Austria, Bangladesh, Cameroon, Colombia, Denmark, Democratic Yemen,
Ecuador, Finlang, Greece, Ireland, New Zealangd, Norway, Senegal, Spain,
Switzerland and Turkey to Participate during 1984 in the plenary meetings of
the Confezenca; Viet Nam to address the Plenary meetings on 27 March and
26 July 1984 on the items on the agenda dealing with Negative Security
Assurances and the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament; and tje Holy See to
address the Plenary meeting of the Conference on 15 March 1984;

(d) Austria, Bangladesh, Burundi, Cameroon, Denmark, Finland, Gremsce,
Ireland, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Senegal, Spain, Switzerland and Tur key

(e) Austria, Bangladesh, Denmark, Finland, Greece, Ireland, New Zealand,
Norway, Portugal, Spain, Switzerland and Turkey to participate during 1986 in
the plenary meetings of the Conference; Finland and Norway to parti~ipate
during the same year in the informal meetings on the substance of agenda
item 2; and viet Nam to address the Plenary during 1986 on the Comprehensive
Programme of Disarmament ;

(f) anstria, Bangladesh, Denmark, Finland, Greece, New Zealand, Norway,
Portugal, Senegal, Spain, Switzerland, Turkey and Zimbabwe to participate
during 1987 in the Plenary meetings of the Conference; Viet Nam to address the
Plenary during the same year on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament s
and Finland, New Zealand and Norway to participate, alsc during 1987, in the
informal meetings on the substance of agenda item 2;

{(9) Austria, Denmark, Finland, Greece, Ireland, Malaysia, New Zealand,
Norway, Portugal, Spain, Switzerland, Turkey and Zimbabwe to Participate
during 1988 in the Plenary meetings of the Conference; Viet Nam to address,
during the same Year, the plenary meetings on item 8 of the agenda; and
Bangladesh to participate, also in 1988, at pPlenary meetings of the Conference
in connection with item 8 of the agenda.

14. At its Plenary meeting on 28 April 1987, the Conference also considered a
request for participation from Iraq. The eXchange of views on that request is
reflected in the relevant records of the Conference (CD/PY. 409) .

15. During the period covered by this special report, invitations were also
extended to States not members which had requested to participate in the
discussions held in subsidiary bodies established under substantive items cn
the annual agenda. The list of those States not members so invited appears
under each section of Chapter IIY of this special report dealing with
substantive items of the agenda on which subsidiary bodies were establishaed.

G. Expansion of the membership of the Conference

1l6. The urgency attached to the question of the expansion of its membership
is duly recognized by the Conference.

17. Requests for membership have been received from the following non-member
Staces, in chronological order: Norway, Finland, Austria, Turkey, Senegal,
Bangladesh, Spain, Vviet Nam, Ireland, Tunisia, Ecuador, Cameroon, Greece,
Zimbabwe and New Zealand.



18. During its 1982 and 1983 sessions, the then Committee on Disarmament
considered the questicn of the modalities of the review of its memberghip.

The Federal Republic of Germany submitted document CD/404, dategd

4 August 1983, where it is arqued that the membarship problem would be golved
most effectively by several small enlargement steps over a periocd of time. In
examining the subject-matter, the Committee kept in mind the views expressed
in Chapter IV of the Final Document of the first special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, particularly that "... for maximum
effectiveness ... the negotiating body, for the sake of convenience, shouid
have a relatively small membership”, and that there is a "continuing
requirement for a single multilateral disarmament negotiating forum of 1limited
size taking decisions on the basis of consensus®. At the end of its

1983 session, the Committee accepted in principle a limited expansion in its
membership, subject to agresment by the Committee on the selection of new
members and taking into account the necessity of maintaining balance. The
Committee was of the opinion that its membership might increase by not more
than four States and entrusted its Chairman with the responsibility of
conducting appropriate consultations with the Members, individually and
collectively, according to established practice, in order to reach a decision
as to the selection of additional Members.

19. During the 1984 session, the Presidents of the Conference conducted those
consultations. A group of socialist countries presented working paper
CD/WP.132 regarding modalities ang guidelines for expansion. Other
delegations also stated their views on these questions. The Conference agreed
that candidates for membership should be nominated, two by the Group of 21,
one by the Socialist Group and one by the Western Group, so as to maintain
balance in the membership of the Cbnferencg.

20. During the 1985 and 1986 sessions, the Presidents of the Conference
conducted continuous consultations with the Members on the selection of
additional Members. Members of the Conference also engaged in consultations
on this important question. The Conference reaffirmed its 1984 decision on
expansion. During the 1986 session, the Socialist and the Western Groups
announced that their candidates for membership were Viet Nam (CD/PV. 345) and
Norway (CD/WP.351), respectively. The Group of 21 noted that it would select
its candidates when there was agreement on concrete ways and means for
implementing the above-mentioned decision.

21l. During the 1987 session, continuing consultations were conducted by the
Presidents of the Conference with the Members, who alsc engaged in
consultations among themselves. 1In its report to the forty-second session of
the General Assembly of the United Nations, the Conference stated that it
would further intensify its consultations with a view to taking a positive
decision at its 1988 session and would inform accordingly the next session of
the General Assembly (CD/787, paragraph 17). Those consultations are
continuing.

H. Improved and effective functioning of the Conference

22. During its 1982 segsion, the then Committee on Disarmament held a number
of informal meetings for the consideration of the question of its improved and
effective functioning. Proposals were discussed on a variety of matters,
mainly procedure, organization, duration of sessions, representation,
rationalization of work programmes, fuller participation of non-Member States
and strengthening of the Secretariat. While expressing its appreciation for
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the structure and functioning of the D as such, the Committee agreed on the
need to examine leriodically its work, procedures and organization, with a
view to improving its pPerformance as the sole multilateral negotiating body
for disarmament measures.

23, The question continued to be examined during the 1983 and 1984 sessions,
An informal group of secven Members actirng in their Personal capacities
submitted working paper CD/WP.100/Rev.l, dated 19 July 1984. The Conference
devoted three informal meetings to its consideration and, at its

282nd plenary meeting on 16 August 1984, took note with appreciation of that
working paper. Several Members made statements in connection with it and mada
Proposals concerning further work on the subject,

24. Since 1984, a number of the procedural and organizational suggestions
contained in working paper CD/WP.100/Rev.l ave been utilized by the
Conference.

25. Aas from 1985 onwards, the Conference has been dealing with the question
of its improved and effective functioning on a continuing basis. The
consideration of this item is reflected in the annual reports of the
Conference to the General Assembly for 1985 and 1986. At the 1987 session, it
was agreed to establish an informal group to congider and make suggestions on
the subject, composed of seven Members who would act on a personal basis.
Members of the informal group were Ambassadors J. Alan Beesley of Canada,
Richard Butler of Australia, Fan Guoxiang of China, Alfonso Garcia Robles of
Mexico, David Meiszter of Hungary, Youri Razarkin of the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics and Jaskaran Teja of India. Ambassador Fan Guoxiang was
appointed Chairman of the Group, which was requested to repoert on the Progress
of its work, approximately every six weeks, to an informal meeting of the
Conference.

26. Various views were expressed on the Priority and importance of ways of
improving the functioning of the Conference. Several ideas were advanced in
connection with the establishment of subsidiary bodies and their mandates. It
was swggested that subsidiary bodies ba established under each agenda item on
the basis of the general mandate of the Conference and that each subsidiary
body should then determine its programme of work. The view was also expressed
that subsidiary bodies be established for all agenda items either with

General Assembly devoted to disarmament. Another view was that decisions
concerning the establishment of subsidiary bodies and their mandates and the
orientation to be given to the work in accordance with the mandate should
continue to depend on the specific conditions of each item. Members also
discusged the scope of the rule of conserisus. It was proposed that the Rules
of Procedure be amended 80 that the rule of consensus would not apply in such
2 way as to prevent the establishment of subsidiary bodies. Another view was
that the Conference should continue to conduct its work and adopt all its
decisions by consensu.. The question of the preparation of the annual report
to the General Assembly was also addressed. Some delegations noted that it
had become an unnecessarily adversarial procedure which too often and
fruitlessly attempted to lay blame for lack of progress in the Conference and
consumed a disproportionate amount of time, when the report should be concise
ard factual and should not repeat or attempt to summarize statements already
contained in verbatim records. Other delegations stated that the
unnecessarily adversarial nature of report-writing often emerged when it had



not been possible to set up subsidiary bodies with suitable mandates. These
delegations opposed gubstantial modifications of the contents of the annual
repor: sud emphasized that, pursuant to the Rules of Procedure, reporta should
reflect the positions of delegations and should provide full and reliable
information on the reasons why progress, in their view, had not been made,
Various proposals were also advanced in connection with the participation of
non-members in the work of the Confererce, including automatic invitations to
States not members except in case of Sontgoversy over representation and
automatic participation of all States Memhers of the United Mations. The view
was also expressed that applications from non-members should continue to be
considered by the Conference on a case-by-case basis before decisions migh: be
taken.

27. The informal group of seven members reviewed all these issues and
considered that, in view of the limited time available during the 1987
session, it would be appropriate to concentrate on the questions of subsjidiary
bodies and the annual report to the General Assembly, with a view to making
recommendations thereson to the Conference. The report of the group on those
two issues was submitted to the Conference as document CD/WP. 286, containing
suggestions on hoth questions, and was given initial consideration by the
Conference at an informal meeting.

28. The informal group of seven members continued its work during the first
part of the 1988 session, Ambassador J. Alan Beesley of Canada being replaced
by Ambassador Robert van Schaik of the Netherlands. bDuring its deliberations,
the group focused its attention on six questions on which it intended to
report to the Conference: (a) Participation of non-member States in the work
of the Conference; (b) Participation of scientific and technical experts in
the work of the Conference; (c) Non-governmental organizations;

(@) Disarmament consultative councilsy (e) Time, Quration and organization of
the annual session; (f) Mambership of the Conference.

29. As a result of its deliberations, the Group submitted a second report to
the Conference, contained in document CD/WP.341. The Group agreed to transmit
to the Conference ideas and suggestions on the first three questions, while
the latter three contained options, the consideration of which could not be
concluded in view of the limited time available,

30. During 1988, statements were made at plenary meetinns on the question of
improved and effective functioning. The Conference also devoted two informal
meetings to the consideration of the reports of the Group of Seven, as well as
to the question in general.

31. The socialist States Proposed that the work of the Conference be put on a
more intensive footing by making it work throughout the year with two or three
breaks. They favoured a more active involvement of experts and scientific
centres and proposed the establishment of a consultative council at the
Conference with the participation of world-renowned scientists and public
officials. They also advanced the proposal of holding sessions at the level
of Ministers of Foreign Affairs in times of critical importance. It is their
opinion that the Conference might become, in the future, a permanent universal
organ of disarmament negotiations. Socialist countries supported the

work until their task had been accomplished. Some socialist countries further
expressed preference for the general debate at the opening of each annual
session to be confined to two or three weeks, after which work would continue



in subsidiary bodies. They expressed the view that non-member States should
have the right to make statements in the general debate and also participate
in the work of subsidiary bodies. The socialist States continued to support
the decision of the CD, taken in connection with the expansion of its
membership. They put forward the candidate of their Group. Noting growing
interest of the States in the membership of the Conference, they stressed the
necegsity to provide for the full Participation of all States willing to
contribute to the work of the Conference. The sccialist countries pointed out
that the negotiations on questions of security and disarmament which were
conducted on a multilateral as well as a‘'bilateral basis, should complement
one another.

32. Members of the Western Group contributed to the process of congidering
this question, both by reflecting on the views of other delegations ang by
offering views for the consideration of the Conference as a whole. Some
Western delegations emphasized the nead to balance alternative periods of
negotiation and recess during the annual session. The suggestion of holding

political balance unnecessary. A proposal was made that the candidate put
forward by that Group be admitted to the Conference as a first step to
implement this agreement. Members of the Group expressed the view that
participation of non-members could be facilitated by simplifying present
procedures. Delegations could also consider ways and means of increasing the
participation of scientists and technical experts, as appropriate, in the work
of the Conference. Some Western countries expressed preference for a

consensus. It was further noted that the agenda had been drawn up almost a
decade ago and suggested that the Conference review it in the light of new
developments. In that context, issues relating to conventional arms were
mentioned. While indicating preference for the automatic continuation of
subsidiary bodies from Year to year, some Western countries expressed seriocus
doubts with respect to the suggestion of establishing ad hcc committees for
each agenda item without specific mandates,

33. Members of the Group of 21 stressed the importance of maintaining the
political balance in the membership of the Conference. They favoured an
annual session lasting not less than seven months with two main working
periods. Plenary meetings would be held regularly throughout the annual
session., It was noted, in this connection, that delegations should be
encouraged to participate at the highest level during the general debate. fThe
Group supported the establishment of Ad Hoc Committees for each agenda item
under the general mandate of the Conference, as well as the suggestion that
they should continue with their work until their task had been accomplished.

only be interpreted in this context. Members of the Group stated again that
the rule of consensus should not be used to prevent the establishment of
subsidiary bodies. They expressed the view that the expertise of national
deleqgations should be strengthened, as well as that more use should be made of
Rules 22 and 23 of the Rules of Procedure for the establishment of groupsg of
experts on such subjects ag the Prevention of an arms race in outer space and



the emergence of new types of weapons of mass destruction. The suggestion of
extending invitations by the Conference to independent eminent scientists to
address it on technical issues was advanced. Tt was also noted that the
importance of organizational arrangements should not be over-emphasized, as
political conditions were determinant in achieving progress in the Conference.

34. One delegation, not belonging to any Group, believed that the Conference
on Disarmament had in the main worked in normal conditicns under the present
Rules of Procedure, and that it was useful to continue the consideration of
its improved and effective functioning. It noted that CD/WP.286 was a
consensus paper by the Group of Seven in 1987. It considered that the present
annual schedule and division of the Conference's annual session into two parts
should be maintained, with the possibility of ad hoc arrangements, as
necessary, for subsidiary bodies and keeping in mind that special sessions of
the Conference could be convened. It welcomed the fact that an increasing
number of States had requested memhership in the Conference. In this regard,
the rule of consensus should be applied with the acceptance of each candidate
on a case-by~-case basis. It appreciated the interest of many non-member
States in participating in the work of the Conference, and suggested that they
should be enabled to make statements in plenary meetings while their requests
to take part in the work of subsidiary bodies were subject to decisions by the
Conferences these decisions should remain in effect for as long as the
related subsidiary bodies were at work.

35. The Conference has not taken any decisions based on its considerations of
the subject in 1988. The Conference will continue during the second part of
the 1988 session the consideration of its improved and effective functioning,
including consideration of the two reports, submitted by the Group of Seven.

I. Measures relating to the financial situation of the United Nations
— oo oS SANuatlon of the united Nations

36. On 10 April 1986, the Personal Representative of the United Mations
Secretary~General and Secretary-General of the Conference advanced a number of
suggestions designed to meet the limitations resulting from the financial
situation of the United Nations. Those suggestions dealt with the effective
utilization of conference resources, reductions in the number and nature of
the official documents circulated in the Conference, the preparation of
official records, avoidance of duplication in documentation and the shortening
of reports of subsidiary bodies and of the annual report to the

Genecal Assembly of the United Nations. At an informal meeting on 22 April,
the Conference accepted the proposals of the Secretariat to proceed with the
technical measures suggested and to maintain the matter under review.

37. As from the beginning of the 1987 session, there was general agreement
among Members on the services to be provided to the Conference, as outlined by
the Secretary-General, in the implementation of the target reduction of

30 per cent in services allocated to it. Earlier, after informal
consultations in the Conference, the Secretsriat took measures in the
implementation of the target reduction as from the second part of the

1986 session.

J. Communications from non-governmental organizations

38. In accordance with Rule 42 of the Rules of Procedure, lists of all
communicaticns from non-governmental c~ganizations and persons have been
periodically circulated to the Confer. 2.



K. Documentation

39. The list of official documents of the Conference during the period
covered by this report is contained in the varicus annual reports of the
Conference from 1982 onwards, as well as in each section of Chapter 1II
dealing with the substantive work of the Conference, for those documents
iagued during the 1988 session.

III. SUBSTANTIVE WORK OF THE CONFERENCE

40. The substantive work of the Conference has been based on its agenda and
programme of work. At the beginning of each annual session, the Conference
had before it a letter from the Secretary~General of the United Nations
transnitting all the resolutions on disarmament adopted by the

General Agsembly at its previous regqular session, in particular those
entrusting specific responsibilities to the Conference. The Conference also
received, at the opening of each session, a nessage of the Secretary~General
conveyed by his Personal Representative and Secretary-General of the
Conference. At the 194th plenary meeting on 15 February 1983 and at the
271st plenary meeting on 10 July 1984, the Secretacry-General of the

United Nations addressed this single multilateral negotiating forum. 1In his
statements, he underlined its responsibilities as the sole multilateral body
for negotiating measures of disarmament, as well as the high priority he
attached to its work (CD/PV.194 and CV/PV,271).

4l. 1In addition to documents referred to under each agenda item, the
Conference received for the first part of its 1988 session the following:

(a) Document CD/788, dated 3 September 1967, submitted by the
delegations of Argentina, India, Mexico and Sweden, entitled "Message to the
International Conference on the Relationghip between Disarmament and
Development®.

(b) Document CD/797, dated 3 Lebruary 1988, submitted by the delegation
of the United States of America, entitled "Joint United States-Soviet Summit
Statenent®.

(c) Document CD/798, dated 5 February 1988, submitted by the delegation
of the United States of America, entitled *Text of the Treaty between tne
United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the
elimination of their intermediate~range and shorter-range missiles, together
with the Protocol on Procedures governing the elimination of the missile
systems subject to the Treaty, the Protocol regarding inspections relating to
the Treaty and its Annex on Provisions on privileges and immunities of
ingpectore and aircrew members, and the Memorandum of Understanding regarding
the establishment of the data base for this Treaty, signed at Washington on
8 December 1987".

(d) Document CD/799, dated 5 February 1988, submitted by the
delegation of the Unicn of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Joint
Soviet-United States Summit Statement®.

{e) Document CD/800, dated 5 February 1988, submitted by the delegation
of the Unior of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Text of thne Treaty
between the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of
America on the elimination of their intermediate-range and shorter~-range
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missiles, the Protocol on Procedures governing the elmination of the misasile
systems subject to the Treaty between the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
and the United States of america on the elimination of their
intermediate-range and shorter-range missiles, the Protocol regarding
ingpections relating to the Treaty between the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics and the United States of America on the elimination of their
intermediate~range and shorter-range missiles, together with its Annex on
Provisions on privileges and immunities of inspectors and aircrew members, and
the Memorandum of Understanding regarding the establishment of the data base
for the Treaty between the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the

United States of America on the elimination of their intermediate-range and
shorter-range missiles, signed at Washington on 8 December 1987". '

(f) Document CD/807, dated 19 February 1988, submitted by the
delegations of Argentina, India, Mexico and Sweden, entitled "The Stockholm
Declaration®.

(g) Document CD/81l, dated 3 March 1988, submitted by the delegation of
Argentina, entitled "Declaration by the Ministers for Foreign Affairs of
Argentina, Brazil, Colombia, Mexico, Peru, Uruguay and Venezuela signed at the
first session of the third ordinary meeting of the Permanent Mechanism of
Political Consultation and Concertation®. (Cartagena de Indias, Colombia,

25 February 1988.)

(h) Document CD/813, dated 7 March 1988, submitted by Norway, entitled
"Contributions by Norway tc the Conference on Disarmament 1982-1987".

(i) Document CD/824, dated 6 April 1988, submitted by the delegation of
Bulgaria, entitled "Text of the Communiqué on the Session of the Committee of
Ministers for Foreign Affairs of the States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty
Member States held in Sofia on 29 and 3¢ March 1988, and of the Appeal to NATO
Member States, and to all States participating in the CSCE, issued at that
Session®.

A. Nuclear Test Ban

42. The Committee on Disarmament and since 1984 the Conference on Disarmament
has continued, after the second special session of the United Nations

General Assembly devoted toc disarmament, to consiier "Nuclear Test Ban® as
item 1 of the agenda of its annual sessions.

43. FPollowing the decision taken ir /7ril 1982, the Committee established a
subsidiary body on that item with the following mandate (CD/291):

"In the exercise of its responsibilities as the multilateral
disarmament negotiating forum in accordance with paragraph 120 of the
Final Document of the first special session of the General Assenmbly
devoted to disarmament, the Committee on Disarmament decides toc establis™
an ad hoc worting group under item 1 of its agenda entitled ‘Nuclear Test
Ban'.

Considering that discussion of specific issues in the first
instance may facilitate progress toward negotiation of a nuclear test
ban, the Committee requests the ad _hoc working group to discuss and
define, through substantive examinatiocn, issues relating to verification
and compliance with a view to making further progress toward a nuclear
test bhan.
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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 gession. The
Committee will thereafter take a decision on subsequent courses of action
with a view to fulfilling its responsibilities in this regard, ®

The subsidiary body on item I of the agenda was re-established in 1983 with
the same mandate (CD/358). During the course of the 1983 gession a number of
proposals were made with a view to revising the mandate of the subsidiary
body, but no consensus could be reached.

44. During the second part of the 1982 session, the subsgidiary body was
chaired by Mubassador Curt Lidgard of Sweden and, in his absence, by

Mr. Carl-Magnus Hyltenius of Sweden. In 1983, it was chaired by

Ambassador Gerhard Herder of the German Democratic Republic, who was succeeded
by Ambassador Harald Rose, 2lso from the German Democratic Republic. During
its 1982 and 1983 sessions, the subsidiary body held a total of 27 meetings,
The delegations of two nuclear-weapon States did not participate in its
Proceedings. At various stages of its work, the following States not members
of the Committee on Disarmament participated in the meetings of the subgidiary
body: Austria, Burundi, Denmark, Finland, Greece, Ireland, Norway, Senegal,
Spain and Turkey. The account of the work undertaken by the subsidiary body
during the above period as well as its conclusions and recommendations can be
found in its respective reports which form an integral part of the reports of
the Committee on Disarmament (CD/335 and CD/4§21). During this period,
pursuant to its programme of work, the A3 Boc Working Group held a structured
discussion to define issues relating to verification and compliance with a
view to making further progress toward a nuclear test ban. A large number of
delegations considered that the Ad Hoc Working Group had fulfilled its mandate
by discussing and defining all the issues relating to verification and
compliance of a nuclear test ban during its 1982 and 1983 sessions, and held
that the mandate of the Working Group should be changed in order to enable it
to proceed without further delay to negotiations on a nuclear test-ban

treaty. Some delegations, however, maintained that the subject was not
exhausted and that during the discussions a number of views were expressed
which required further examination.

45. Since its 1984 session, the Conference has continued to consider item 1l
of its agenda in plenary meetings. Informal meetings to consider proposals
for a mandate of a subsidiary body on the item have also been held. Relevant
documents and proposals were submitted by delegations. 1/ There has been no
opposition to the re-estabiishment of the subgidiary body on a nuclear test
ban. However, the Conference has been unable to agree on that body's
mandate. During this period, a number of proposals for a mandate for a
subsidiary body have been submitted both by individual delegations and by
groups of delegations, including the followings

- CD/492 by the Group of 21 for the establishment of an ad hoc
subsidiary body to initiate immediately the multilateral negotiation
of a treaty for the prohibition of all nuclear weapon tests.

1/ The list of documents on the item can be found in the 1984-1987
annual reports of the Conference on Disarmament to the United Nations
General Assembly (CD/540, CD/642, CD/732 and CD/787).
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- CD/520 and Rev.l and 2 by the Group of 21 for the establishment of
an ad hoc committee to initiate the multilateral negotiation of a
treaty for the prohibition of all nuclear weapon tests.

- CD/521 by a group of Western countries for the re-establishment of
an ad _hoc committee to resume its substantive examination of specific
issues relating to a comprehensive test ban, including the issue of
scope as well as those of verification and compliance with a view to
negotiation of a treaty on the subject and to examine the
institutional and administrative arrangements necessary for
establishing, testing and operating an international seismic
monitoring network as part of an effective verification system.

- CD/522 arnd Rev.l by a group of sccialist States for the establishment
of an ad hoc committee to carry out practical negotiations with a
view to elaborating a treaty prohibiting all nuclear weapon tests,

- CD/602 by Brazil for the establishment by the Conference, in the
exercise of its responsibilities as the multilateral disarmament
forum, in accordance with paragraph 120 of the Final Document of the
First Special Session of the General Assembly of the United Nations
devoted to disarmament, and taking into account the need to achieve
the full implementation of the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests
in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and Under Water, of 1963, of an
ad hoc committee in order teo fulfil that purpose,

- CD/772 by eight members of the Group of 21 for the establishment of
an ad hoc committee with the objective of carrying cut the
multilateral negotiation of a comprehensive nuclear test-ban treaty
and for the setting up by the ad hoc committee of two working groups
which would deal, respectively, with the following interrelated
questions:

{(a) Working Group I - Contents and scope of the treaty;
(b) Working Group II - Compliance and verification.

- CD/829 by the CGroup of 21, which reproduces CD/772 above, with the
following footnote: “"This draft mandate is put forward in a spirit
of co-operation and constitutes a clear proof of the flexible
approach adopted by the Group of 21. If a similar flexibility is
reciprocated by the other groups, this could replace the draft
mandate contained in document CD/520/Rev.2 of 21 March 1986."

In addition, several proposals have been submitted concerning the possible
structure and programme of work of a subsidiary body on the item (CD/621,
CD/629 and CD/701). At various stages of its work, the Conference has also
discussed a number of informal proposals for a mandate for a subsidiary body
on item 1, including those advanced by its Pr»+-idents.
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46. The Conference considered the above-mentioned mandate proposals in its
Plenary meetings. At the request of their spensors some of these proposals
were submitted to the Conference for decision. No consensus could be reached
on any of the proposals. The detailed account of their consideration by

the Ccnference can be found in paragraphs 34 and 35 of its report on the

1984 session, paragraphs 30 to 32 of its report on the 1985 session,
paragraphs 34 to 37 of its report on the 1986 session and paragraphs 33 to 38
of its report on the 1987 session.

47. The substantive positions held by various delegations on the issue since
the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament are
summarized as follows. 1/

48. Members of the Group of 21 have consistently reaffirmed both collectively
and individually throughout the pericd the utmost importance they attach to
the urgent conclusion of a comprehensive treaty on the complete prohibition of
testing of all types of nuclear weapons in all environments by all States - an
objective which has been pursued for more than 30 years and which continues to
remain a matter of the highest priority for them - as a significant
contribution to the aim of ending the qualitative improvement of nuclear
w2apons and the development of new types of such weapons as well as of
preventing their proliferation. Some members of the group reiterated their
view that such a treaty must provide for the complete cessation of all nuclear
testing. Members of the group have also consistently callied for a moratorium
on nuclear testing as a provisional measure pending the conclusion of such a
treaty. Several delegations have drawn attention to the repeated appeals of
the Six Nations Initiative for the cessation of all nuclear testing and their
offer to assist in the verification of a moratorium. Many delegations
referred to the Declaration adopted by the Eighth Conference of Heads of State
or Government of Non-Aligned Countries held in Harare in September 1986, in
which they emphasized the pressing need to negotiate and conclude a
comprehensive multilateral nuclear test=-ban treaty prohititing all nuclear
weapon tests by all States in all environments for all time. Some members of
the group recalled that the Organization of the Islamic Conference

has repeatedly called for serious negotiations under the aeqis of the
Conference on Disarmament on a comprehensive test ban treaty. Some other
delegations drew attention to the Declarations made by the South Asian
Association for Regional Co-operation calling for the early conclusion of a
comprehensive test-ban treaty. Some members of the group have further
advocated the convening of a conference of States Parties to the 1963 Partial
Test Ban Treaty to consider possible amendments aimed at converting it into

a CTB. Members of the Group of 21 have consistently underlined that the
Conference on Disarmament as the single multilateral negotiating body has the
primary role in negotiations to achieve a comprehensive nuclear test ban.
Having agreed in 1982 and 1983 to participate in a consensus on the setting up
of a subsidiary body on the item with a mandate that they considered

1/ Full account of the delegations' positions can be found in the
official records of the Conference on Disarmament.
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inadequate, members of the group considered also that that mandate was
exheusted and they thetefore maintained that the Conference should initiai
the multilateral negotiation of a CTB treaty and get up a subsidiary body
that purpose. In 1987, several members of the group proposed the
establishment of such a body with the objective of carrying cut the
multilateral negotiation of a CTB and the setting up by it of two working
groupa dealing, respectively, with contents and scope of the treaty and its
complience and verification. Members of the Group of 21 have consistently
deplored the fact that no consensus has been reached gsince 1983 on a
negotiating mandate for the renewal of the work of the subsidiary body on that
priority item, despite a display of flexibility on their part as to the terms
of zeference and possible structure of such a body. Membezrs of the group
continued to maintain that the mandate contained in CD/521, which had been
tabled in 1964 and was already then considered@ to be inadequate by members of
the Group of 21, without any attempts at developing a generally acceptable
compromise, could not be interpreted as a sign of either serious intent or
flexibility. Several members of the group noted that the inability of the CD
to establish a subsidiary body on the complete cessation of all nucliear
_tnting can only lead to undermining confidence in the multilateral
disarmament process and that therefore the CD without further delay must
initiate substantive work on all aspects of the test ban issue. In their
view, 21l Member States have a responsibility effectively to contribute to
that goal. Several members of the group have submitted during the period a
number of proposals on the substance of the issue, including, inter alia, a
docunent submitted by one delegation entitled "Draft treaty banning any
nuclear weapon test explosion in any environmen:® (CD/381). In an effort to
£ind 2 possible common denominator the 21 members of the group reintroduced in
doccument CD/829 the text which had been submitted one year before by eight of
its members in document (D/772 through which the Conference on Disarmament
would decide "to establish an ad hoc committee on item 1 of its agenda with
the ocbjective of carrying out the mi.ltilateral negotiation of a compreheasive
nuclear test-ban treaty®. It was stated that sach delegatir:y would be
entitled to make an interpretative declaration of the meaning and scope it
attributes to the terms "with the objective of". It would thus be possible to
approve by consensus a mandate to which the members of the Conference gave a
different meaning, since the proposed mandate would permit delegations to
interpret it az referring to an "immediate™ or a “"long-term” objective and
thus to accept it without abandoning their poscitions. The proposal of the
Gzoup of 21 also includes a footnote which indicates that it constitutes a
¢lear proof of the flexible approach adopted by the group, adding that if a
similar fiexibility is reciprocated by the other groups the new drafé mandate
could réplace the one contained im decument CD/520/Rev.2 of 21 March 1986.
Some delegations, noting the commencement of negotiations between the two
major nuclear-weapon States on nuclear testing on a stage-by-stage basis,
reiterated their view that the existing bilateral thresholds did not preciude
the modernization of nuclear weaporns and thus failed to contribute to the
cass. ‘on of the qualitative development of nuclear weapons. Rather than
verifying these thresholds, what was required was that all nuclear tests be
ccapletely prohibited. Intermediate agreements to limit testing will serve a
useful purpose only if they serve to curd the gqualitative development of
nuclesr weapons and constitute steps towards the conclusion of a comprehensive
test ban treaty at an early and specified date. These delegations have urged
the two major nuclear-weapon States to inform the Conference reqularly cn
progre2s in their negotiations,
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49. During this period, members of the group of socialist countries have
consistently regarded the earliest elaboration of a treaty on the compiete and
general prohibition of nuclear weapon tasts and, until the conclueion of such
a treaty, the proclamation of a moratorium on all nuclear @xplosions, among
the most urgent and significant measures for halting the nuclear arms race and
preventing the proliferation of nuclear weapons. They have accorsdingly
advocated the establishment of a subgidiary body of the Conference to carry
out practical negotiations on such a treaty (CD/522 and Rev.l). At the same
time, they have consistently supported the proposals to that effect siimiited
by the Group of 21. In particular they stressed their support for the
proposal of the Group of 21, contained in document CD/829 "tc establ..n an

24 hoc committee on item 1l of its agenda with the objective of carrying ut
the multilateral negotiation of a comprehensive nuclear test~ban trealy",
which const’? 1tes a good basis for starting practical work on the issue.
Members of ...z group further believed that all avenues should ba uged o
achieve progress on that priority issue, including, inter alia, bilateral,
trilateral or multilateral negotiations, appropriate interim weasures and th:.
<onvening of a conference of States Parties to the 1963 Partial Test Ban
Treaty to consider possible amendments aimed at converting it into & CTB.
During the period, they have both collectively and individually suxaitted a
rumber of substantive proposals on the issue, in particular a dotument
entitled "Basic provisions of a treaty on the complete and general prohibition
of nuclear-weapon tests® (CD/756). ~n putting forward this initiative, the
sponsors stressed that they were q ' .4 by a desire to stimulate an sarly
start of substantive full-scale nego:iations at the Conference for which the
document submitted conld form a basis.

50. A nuclear-weapon State, member of that group, has repeatedly stressed
throughout the period its commitment to an early achievement of a CTB and its
readiness to use all possibilities leading to the fulfilment of that obijective.,
Thus, it has consistently called for moratoria on nuclear explosions and

has itself observed a unilateral moratorium during an l8-month period in
1955-1286. Having agreed to Proceed with another major nuclear-weaporn State
in the context of full-scale negotiations on a step-by-step basis leading

to a complete ban on nuclear testing, it has maintained, however, that the
search for agreement at the bilateral level and the preparation of a
comprehensive treaty within the Conferance on Disarmament should be undertaken
concurrently. To that end, it has introduced a number of substantive
Proposals in the Conference, in particular two drafts of a treaty on the issue
in 1983 (CD/346) and again in 1987 (CD/756) together with other socialist
States. It also proposed in 1987 the setting up of a special group of
scientific experts who would submit recommendations on the structure and
functions of a system of verification for any possible agreement not to
conduct nuclear-weapon tests as well as the establishment of an international
system of global radiation safety monitoring involving the use of space
communication links. These Proposals were supported by the other members of
that group.

51. & group of Western countries has repeatedly reaflirmed during the period
its commitment to a ban on all nuclear tegts by all States in all environments
for all time as well as its readiness to contribute to that objective by
actively participating in practical work within a subsidiary bhody of the
Conference on Disarmament on that issue. Having considered the work done by
the subsidiary body in 1982 and 1983 as useful but inceonclusive, members of the
group, in what they regarded as a spirit of flexibility, proposed, in 1984, a
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revised mandate for such a body (CD/521) which would enable the Conference to
continue its substantive examination of specific issues relating to a nuclear
test ban, including the issue of scope as well as those of verification and
compliance, with a view to the negotiation of a treaty on the subject.
Subsequently, the same group of Western countries and one non~-Member State
proposed a programme of work for a subsidiary body (CD/621). Members of the
group have repeatedly stressed that the draft mandate contained in CD/521 as
well as the draft programme of work contained in CD/621 continued to provide a
viable framework in which to commence and carry out the substantive examination
of many issues relating to a CTB. Several delegations of that group have
submitted during the perind a number of substantive proposals dealing with
various aspects of a nuclear test ban and regretted the Conference's inability
to consider those proposals in a serious manner. One member of the group
submitted a related proposal (CD/717) calling for the immediate establishment
of a Global Seismic Monitoring Network. At the same time, the group stood
ready to consider positively any initiative to solve the mandate question 'in
order to start practical work on the subject. 1Ir that spirit, members of the
group expressed their readiness to consider an informal proposal made by the
President of the Conference for the month of April 1987, as a basis for
developing a consensus. They felt, however, that the draft mandate contained
in document CD/772 did not involve a new approach. Members of that group have
further maintained that the stage-by-stage approach to the subject offered the
best chance for early progress and have welcomed in that connection the
bilateral talks between the two major nuclear-weapon States. 1In response to
the tabling of the draft mandate contained in CD/829 a group of Western States
indicated that: the text was the same as that given in CD/772 on which its
position had already been made clear; the statements of the Group of 21 with
regard to their new flexibility had not been’ substantiated by any alteration
in the text of the mandate; and the suggestion that CD/829 could be adopted
through the enunciation of overtly different interpretations of its terms
would lead to confusion in the purpose of any work which might be conducted
under such conditions. The same group expressed its deep regret that an

ad hoc committee on item 1 of the agenda had not been re-established since
1983. It reiterated that such action could be taken under the draft mandate
given in CD/521 and that unlike CD/829 this mandate offered the possibility of
all necessary and relevant practical multilateral work on a nuclear test ban
being undertaken in the Conference. The same group said it hoped that an
ad_hoc committee would be able to be established in the summer part of the
1988 session of the Conference, on the basis of the participation of all
Member States willing to take part in work cn a nuclear test baa in the
Conference, and was willing to continue consultations to this end.

52. A nuclear-weapon State, member of the Western group of delegations, has,
since 1982, consistently stressed that a CTB remains its long-term objective
to be achieved in the context of significant reductions in the existing
arsenals of nuclear weapons, the development of substantially improved
verification measures, expanded confidence-building measures and a greater
balance in conventional forces. 1t has repeatedly voiced its objections to
moratoria on nuclear testing. Since 1986, it has been seeking with another
major nuclear-weapon State agreements on nuclear testing on a stage-by-stage
bzsis leading - in association with reduction and vltimate elimination of all
nuclear weapons - to limitations and the ultimate ending of nuclear testing.
With regard to the role of the Conference on Disarmament, it has expressed its
readiness to support the establishment of a subsidiary body on the item with
an appropriate non-negotiating mandate.

-17~



53. Another nuclear-weapon State from the same group said that it remained
committed to the ultimate objective of a comprehensive nuclear test ban. It
was ready to take part in substantive work in a subsidiary body of the
Conference on issues such as scope and verification, on which it had tabled
working papers. In its view, as well as “he need for effective verification,
political realities had to be taken intc account. It considered that the
stage-by-stage approach, being pursued in the bilateral negotiations on the
subject, offered the best hope of progress.

54. Another Western nuclear-weapon State has repeatedly reiterated its view
that international commitments in the field of nuclear testing can be
considered only in the overall context of nuclear disarmament, and has
maintained that the cessation of nuclear-weapon testing was not a
pre-condition for progress towards nuclear disarmament but, on the contrary,
could become significant at the end of a long-term process resulting in real
and effective nuclear disarmament. It has stressed that it could not agree to
the obsolescence of its limited nuclear deterrent and that it had conducted
only the nuclear explosions necessary to maintain its credibility. It has
also stressed that, in the context of deep reductions of nuclear weapons, the
problem of reliability of the remaining weapons could, in its view, only
become more important. It has therefore not been in a position to participate
in work whose objective is the negotiation of an agreement to which it cannot
subsgcribe.

55. Yet another nuclear-weapon State, not belonging to any group, has
consistently reiterated that it will be prepared, once the two States with the
largest nuclear arsenals have taken the lead in halting the testing,
production and deployment of nuclear weapons and drastically reducing their
nuclear arsenals, to take corresponding measures. It has announced that it
will no longer conduct nuclear tests in the atmosphere. Since 1985 it has
expressed its willingness to participate in a subsidiary body of the
Conference on Disarmament on item 1l of its agenda in the case of its
re-establishment and has stated ite flexible approach with regard to that
body's terms of reference.

56. The Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider International
Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seisnic Events has continued its
work on measures which might be established in the future for the
international exchange of seismological data under a treaty prohibiting
nuclear weapon tests covering nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes in a
protocol which would be an integral part of the treaty, in accordance with the
terms of reference given to it by the Committee on Disarmament in 1979
(CD/PV.48). 1/ Since the second special session on disarmament, the Ad Hoc
Group has prepared two substantive reports on its work. 1In 1984, the Ad Hoc
Group presented its third report containing detailed, preliminary instructions
for the comprehensive experimental testing of the glebal system which might be

1/ In the period under review, the following States, Members and
Non-Members of the Conference, participated in various sessions of the 23 Hoc
Group: Algeria, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, Canada,
China, Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Egypt, Finland, German Democratic Republic,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Islamic Republic of
Iran, Italy, Japan, Renya, Mexico, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Peru,
Poland, Romania, Spain, Sweden, Turkey, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of aAmerica.
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established for the international exchange of seismological data under a
future treaty (CD/448). The Conference on Disarmament took note of that
report at its 259th plenary meeting on 17 Apri) 1984, In 1986, the A3 Hoc
Group presented its fourth report (CD/720) which contained a detailed
description of the results of and experience gained from the large~-scale
technical test conducted by the Group during 1984. 1/ That test, which had
been termed the Group of Scientific Experts' Technical Test (GSETT), had
comprised exchange and analysis of parameter (Level I) data using the Global
Telecommunications System of the World Meteorological Organization (WMO) on
the regular use basis authorized by the WMO in 1983. The Conference on
Disarmament took note of that report at its 382nd Plenary meeting on

26 August 1986 as well as of a summary of that report {CD/681/Rev.l). The
Group is currently conducting discussions on the overall concept of a modern
international seismic data exchange system based on the expeditious exchange
of waveform (Level II) and parameter (Level I) data and the processing of such
data at International Data Centres (IDCs). The Ad Boc Group has considered
various preliminary specifications for modern prototype "CD-stations®, able to
collect and exchange high quality waveform daza from seismic events at all
distances, as well as various technical options for establishing high-speed
communication links to interconnect the International Data Centres. The

A4 Hoc Group has also discussed a preliminary plan for a large-scale global
experiment on the exchange of Level II data, using accessible channels of
communication, including WMO/Global Telecommunications System (GTS) and
satellite transmission where possible.

B. Cessation of the Nuclear Arms Race and Muclear Disarmament

57. Since the second special session of the United Nations General Assembly
devoted to disarmament, the Conference has continued the consideration of
item 2 of its annual agenda in plenary and informal meetings. Documents
pertaining to this item have also been submitted by delegations. 2/

1/ According to the original plan for the technical test submitted to
the Conference on Disarmament on 13 August 1984 (CD/534), 27 countries hag
agreed to take part. These were: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria,
Canada, Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Egypt, Finland, German Democratic Republic,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Islamic Republic of
Iran, Italy, Japan, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Peru, Romania, Sweden,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of America, Zambia. Following the appeal for
wider participation in the test, contained in the Group's progress report on
its eighteenth session (CD/535), 10 additional countries indicated their
interest in participating: Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, Colombia, France,
Ireland, Kenya, Pakistan, Thailand, Zimbabwe. In addition, a total of
75 seismograph stations in 37 countries contributed ILevel I data during the
technical test.

2/ The list of documents on the item can be found in the 1982-1987
annual reports of the Committee on Disarmament and the Conference on
Disarmament to the United Nations General Assembly (CD/335, CD/421, CD/540,
CD/642, CD/732 and CD/787).
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58. During the period. the Conference considered a number of proposals
submitted by various delegations and groups of delegations for a decision by
the Conference with a view to setting up a subsidiary body on the igsue,
including those by the Group of 21 (CD/180) and the German Democratic Republic
(CD/259) in 1982 and 1983, and by a group of socialist States (CD/523) and the
Group of 21 (CD/526) in 1984 and 1985. 1In addition, in the course of its
1982-1983 sessions, the Conference considered, in the context of its agenda
item 2, proposals concerning the establishment of a subsidiary body on the
prohibition of the nuclear neutron weapon (CD/219 and CD/344). No consensus,
however, could be reached on any of the above-mentioned proposals. The
detailed account of their consideration by the Conference can be found in
paragraphs 47 and 48 of its report on the 1982 session, paragraphs 36 and 37
of its report on the 1983 gession, paragraph 57 of its report on the

1984 session and paragraph 57 of its report on the 1985 session.

59. During its 1965 session, the Conference decided@ to hold informal meetings
on the substance of the agenda item. Some delegations stated that their
agreement with that decision should not be construed as representing a change
in their position of principle, namely, that an ad hoc committee should be
established for the congideration of the item.

60. During its 1987 session, the Conference again decided to hold informal
meetings on the substance of the agenda item. It alsc decided that
discussions at those informal meetings be duly reflected in the annual report
of the Conference to the General Assembly. To facilitate a structured
discussion, the President took the initiative of preparing a list of topics as
follows:

- *Interrelation between bilateral and multilateral consideration of
the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament;
participation in negotiations for the cessation of the nuclear arms
race and nuclear disarmament; role of the Conference on Disarmament;

- Security concepts relating to nuclear weapons;
- Implementation of paragraph 50 of the Final Document;

- Interrelation betwzen measures for the cessation of the nuclear arms
race and disarmament measures in other areas;

- Verification in relation to the purposes, scope and nature of
agreemnentss

- Existing proposals.”

In that connection, a delegation made a statement on behalf of the group of
Western countries noting that the members of the group were ready to play a
full part in the informal meetings and noted that, as pointed out by the
President, the list of topics as submitted was binding upon no delegation. It
also pointed out that this group of delegations did not see, in the
presidential statement, any precedent whatsoever for decisions relating to the
activities of the Conference. During 1986 and 1987, a total of 15 informal
meetings was held. The following States not members of the Conference
participated in those meetings at their request: Finland, New Zealand and
Norway.
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61. At the 45ist plenary meeting, on 24 March 1988, after receiving a request
from the Group of 21, the President put bafore the Conference for decision a
Proposal of that group, contained in document CD/819, on a draft mandate for
an ad hoc committee on item 2 of the agenda. In accordance with that
proposal, the Conference would establish an ad hoc committee under item 2 of
its agenda and would request it, as a first step, to elaborate on paragraph S0
of the Final Document of SSOD I and to identify substantive issues for
multilateral negotiations. On behalf of the Group of Western countries, it
was stated that although Western delegations were prepared to participate in
informal plenary meetings on the subject matter of item 2, they had not been
convinced that creation of a subsidiary body would contribute tc the cause of
nuclear disarmament and, therefore, were not in a position to join in a
consensus with regard to the proposed mandate. The President of the
Conference noted that there was no consensus at that time on the draft mandate
contained in document CD/819. The delegation of the nuclear-weapon State pot
belonging to any group stated that it could go along, in principle, with the
draft mandate submitted by the Group of 21. At the same time, it expressed
its willingness to consider other ways and means to enable the Conference to
play its role on item 2 and hoped that consultations to that effect would
continue. Speaking on behalf of the Group of Socialist States, a delegation
expressed the support of that group for the draft mandate proposed by the
Group of 21. While further expressing its regret that a consensus had not
been reached, it advocated, in view of the forthecoming SSOD III, the
continuation of consultations in order to find an organizational framework
acceptable to all which would allow a substantive discussion on item 2 of the
Conference's agenda. The Group of 21 expressed regret that despite the
preliminary work carried out on the subject during 1986 and 1987, it had still
not been possible to set up a subsidiary body on item 2. It was further
stated that the Group of 21 remained firmly commeitted to the implementation of
paragraph 50 of the Final Document of SSOD I and that the establishment by the
Conference of a subsidiary body on item 2 of its agenda provided the best
means to achieve that objective.

62. During the firgt part of the 1988 session, the documents relating to the
Treaty on the elimination of their intermediate-range and shorter-range
missiles were submitted to the Conference by the two major nuclear-weapon
States (CD/797, CD/798, CD/799 and CD/800). They were generally welcomed by
the members of the Conference. The hope was further expressed for an early
conclusion by those States of a treaty on 50 per cent reductions in their
strategic offensive arms within the framework of the Geneva Ruclear and Space
Taiks.

63. 1In addition to the documents mentioned above, other documents submitted
to the Conference during the first part of its 1988 session in connection with
the agenda item include the following:

(a) Document CD/806, dated 16 February 1988, submitted by the
delegations of Argentina, India, Mexico and Sweden, entitled “Joint
message addressed on 6 December 1987 to President Reagan and
General Secretary Gorbachev by the six leaders authors of the Injitiative
for peace and disarmament.®

(b) Document CD/807, dated 19 February 1388, submitted by the

delegations of Argentina, India, Mexico and Sweden, entitled “The Stockholm
Declaration®,
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{(c) Document CD/810, dated 3 March 1988, submitted by the delegation of
the tnion of Soviet Socialiat Republics, entitled "Message from A. A. Gromyko,
Chairman of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the Soviet Union to the
heads of the States Members of the South Pacific Forum in connection with the
ratification by the Soviet Union of Protocols 2 and 3 to the South Pacific
Muclear Free Zone Treaty (The Treaty of Rarotonga) ".

(@) CD/824, dAa%ed 6 April 1988, submitted by the delegation of Bulgaria,
entitled "Text of the Communiqué on the gsession of the Committee of Ministers
for Foreign Affairs of the States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty Member States
held in Sofia on 29 and 30 March 1988, and of the Appeal to NATO Member
Statez, and to all States participating in the CSCE, issued at that session”.

64. The substantive positions held by various delegations on the item since
the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament are
summarized as follows. 1/

65. The Group of 21 has consistently reaffirmed its conviction of the
paramount need for urgent multilateral negotiations on the cessation of the
nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament through adoption of concrete
measures leading to complete elimination of nuclear weapons. In the opinion
of the Group of 21, multilateral negotiations on nuclear disarmament have been
long overdue. While welcoming the developments of the bilateral negotiations,
the group reiterated that because of their limited scope and the number of
parties involved, these could never replace the genuinely multilateral search
for nuclear disarmament measures. The Group of 21 fully shared the view
stated in the Final Document of the first special session of the

General Assembly devoted to disarmament that the nuclear arms race, far from
contributing to the strengthening of security of all States, on the contrary,
weakened it, and increased the danger of the outbreak of nuclear war. The
Group of 21 reaffirmed its position that all nations had a vital interest in
negotiations on nuclear disarmament, because the existence of nuclear weapons
in the arsenals of a handful of States and their quantitative and qualitative
development directly jeopardized the security of both nuclear and
non-nuclear-weapon States. Further, effective cessation of the nuclear arms
race requires participation of all nuclear -weapon States in multilateral
negotiations. The disparity that may exist between the nuclear arsenals of
the two wajor nuclear-weapon States, on the one hand, and the nuclear arsenals
of the other nuclear-weapon States, on the other hand, is a matter that should
be dealt with in the process of multilateral negotiations and should not
constitute an obstacle to the initiation of a process for the elimination of a
fundamental disparity existing between nuclear ~weapon States and
non~nuclear-weapon States. Consequently, the Group of 21 has repeatedly
stressed its belief that the Conference on Disarmament, whose members include
all the nuclear-weapon States ag well as non-nuclear-~weapon States, should be
allowed to fulfil its designated task in the sphere of nuclear disarmament,
which has been entrusted to it by the United Nations General Assembly, in
particular, by the Final Document of the first special session devoted to
disarmament. The Group of 21 considered that the doctrines of nuclear
deterrence which in the ultimate analysis were predicated upon the willingness

1/ Full account of the delegations' positions can be found in the
official records of the Conference on Disarmament.
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to use nuclear weapons, far from being responsible for the maintenance of
international peace and security, lay at the root of the continuing escalation
of the quantitative and qualitative development of nuclear armaments and led
to greater insecurity and instability in international relations. Military
doctrines based on the possession of nuclear weapons, and thus explicitly or
implicitly admitting the possibility of the use of nuclear weapons, were
indefensible for it was unacceptable that the prospects of annihilation of
human civilization be used by some States to promote their gecurity. The
future of mankind could not be made hostage to the perceived security
requirements of a few nuclear-weapon States. The droup reiterated that
Article 51 of the United@ Nstions Charter could not be invoked to justify the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons in the exercise of the right of
self-defence in the case of conventional armed attack. Por the above reasons,
the Group of 21 has, throughout the periocd, reiterated its pProposal regarding
the setting up by the Conference of a subsidiary body entrusted to elaborate
on paragraph 50 of that document and to identify substantive issues for
multilateral neqotiation of agreements, with adequate measures of verifieation
and in appropriate stages, for the cessation of the qualitative improvement
and development of nuclear weapons systems; cessation of the production of
all types of nuclear weapons and their means of delivery and the production of
fissionable material for weapons purposesy and the substantial reductioen in
existing nuclear weapons with a view to their ultimate elimination. They have
maintained in this regard that in the nuclear age, the only valid doctrine is
the achievement of collective security through nuclear disarmament. Both
individually and collectively they have submitted a nuiber of proposals
dealing with the substance of the agenda item. The Graup of 21 recalled the
declaration of the 8th Conference of Heads of State or Government of
Non-Aligned Countries at Harare, in particular stressing that bilateral and
multilateral negotiations on disarmament should mutually facilitate and
conplement and not hinder or preclude, each other. The Conference on
Disarmament should therefore be kept informed of all steps in bilateral
negotiations and it should be enabled to fulfil its mandate as the sole
multilateral negotiating body in the field of disarmament and to adopt
concrete measures of disarmament, in particular, measures for nuclear
disarmament. Many members of the group supported the successive
pronouncements of the Six Nations® Initiative in Delhi, Mexico and Stockholn,
which contain concrete proposals for dealing with the substance of this agenda
item. Some members of the group supported the views expressed by the Beads of
State or Government of the South Asian Association for Regional Co-operation
at Dhaka, Bangalore and Kathmandu on the subject of nuclear disarmament.

66. Members of the Group of Socialist States have consistently reiterated the
primary importance they attach to the cessation of the nuclear arms race and
nuclear disarmament. While stressing the crucial importance of the bilateral
efforts to this end, members of the group have at the same time repeatedly
pointed out that the total elimination of nuclear weapons they have been
8eeking can only be achieved through multilateral negotiations with the
pacticipation of 211 nuclear-weapon States and that the Conference on
Disarmament, owing to its composition, is particularly well suited for this
Purpoge. Consequently, they have themselves proposed and supported proposals
by the Group of 21 to establish a subsidiary body of the Conference,

inter alia, to elaborate on paragraph 50 of the Final Document of SSOD I. In
connecticn with the participation of the five nuclear -weapon States in the
Process of nuclear disarmament, they suggested the setting up of a
sub-committee composed of these five States, hzving a negotiating mandate,
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with a view to contributing to a multilateral consideration of item 2 by the
"Conference on Disarmament itself. They have also called for an elaboration of
a multilateral convention on the prohibition of the nuclear neutron weapon.
Members of the Socialist Group supported the stage-by-stage programme for the
achievement of nuclear disarmament by the year 2000 put forward in 1986 by the
nuclear-weapon State belonging to the Group. They further stressed a
discrepancy between substantial progress, achieved recently in the
Soviet-American bilateral negotiations, embodied by the INF Treaty and lack of
pProgress in the field of nuclear disarmament on the multilateral level.
Menbers of the group deem it necessary for all countries to concentrate their
efforts on the following priorities: to ensure the entry into force and the
implementation of the Treaty between the USSR and the United States on the
Elimination of Their Intermediate-range and Shor ter-range Missiles; the
conclusion of a treaty in the first half of 1988 between the USSR and the
United States on a 50 per cent reduction in strategic cffensive arms, and an
agreement on strict compliance with the ABM Treaty, as signed in 1972, and on
non-withdrawal from that Treaty for an agreed period. 1In the framework of the
CSCE process, they proposed to commence separate negotiations on reductions of
tactical nuclear weapons in Europe, including the nuclear components of dual
purpose systems, and the ensuing elimination of such weapons. The weapons
eliminated in the process of disarmament and arms reductions should not be
replaced by others. They have consistently criticized the doctrine of nuclear
deterrence and advocated the establishment of a comprehensive system of
international peace and security. Throughout the period, members of the group
have submittad a number of proposals on various substantive aspects of the
item, inter alia, on the creation of zones free of nuclear weapons in the
Balkans, central Europe and in northern Europe, the reduction of armaments and
the enhancement of confidence in central Europe, the establishment of a
nuclear-free corridor and of a zone of confidence and a reduced level of
armaments along the line of contact between the Warsaw Treaty and NATO, the
commencement of the process of restricting military activities and lowering
the level of military confrontation in Zurope, both north anld south, and the
turning of the Mediterranean into a zone of peace and co-operation,

67. The nuclear-weapon State belonging to the Group of Socialist States drew
attention to the programme for the progressive elimination of nuclear weapons
throughout the world by the year 2000, contained in the statement of

15 January 1986 of the General Secretary of the Central Committee of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union, M. S. Gorbachev, (CD/649). The
delegation of this State pointed out that after the signing of the Treaty on
the Elimination of Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles a prospect
had opened up for reaching agreement on a more difficult question: 50 per cent
reductions in strategic offensive arms in conditions of compliance with the
ABM Treaty, as signed in 1972, and non-~withdrawal from it for a specified
period of time. The same delegation also stressed that bilateral efforts,
undertaken through bilateral negotiations, should be complemented by efforts
on a multilateral level. Combined efforts should lead to a world free of
nuclear weapons. While it realized the need for prior reduction of the
arsenals of the two leading nuclear-weapon States, it was still necessary to
know when and under what conditions the other nuclear-veapon States would join
the process of nuclear disarmament. In the view of the delegation of this
State, the real prospect of reducing by half strategic offensive arms of the
Soviet Union and the United States opened up the possibility to start already
now the discussion at the Confecence on Disarmament of concrete directions for
multilateral efforts in the domain of nuclear disarmament. For that reason,
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it suggested starting to identify in practice the substance of possible
multilateral measures in this field. The delegation concerned also proposed a
series of points for the activities of the Conference: establishment of a
conprehensive, phased programme with an agreed timetable for the complete
elimination of nuclear weapongsy preparation of principles to serve as a basis
for implemerting nuclear disarmament; examination of the relationship between
nuclear disarmament measures and measures for reducing conventional weapons,
of the order in which nuclear arms would be eliminated, of control and
verification as well as the cessation of the production of fissiocnable
materials for weapons purposes by propesing to this end to create in the
framework of the Conference a group of experts or any other mechanism to study
this problem with the participation of all nuclear powers at the stage of
complete elimination of their nuclear weapons. On the question of security
concepts relating to nuclear arms, the same delegation compared the critericn
of a "reasonably sufficient level®™ with the concept of deterrence based on the
threat of use of nuclear weapons, a concept which, in its view, aimed at
military superiority, constituted the basis for continuation of the arms race
and was dangerous also because it doomed all States to live in constant fear,
making them nuclear hostages. It advocated the establishment of a
comprehensive system of international peace and security to replace the
deterrent role played by nuclear weapons.

68. Members of the Group of Western countries have repeatedly stressed the
importance they attach to the subject matter addressed under this agenda item
and the importance they attach in particular to substantial and verifiable
reductions of nuclear weapons. In this context, they welcomed the bilateral
negotiations in progress between the two major nuclear-weapon States and
stated that those negotiations played a vital role in any process for the
cesgsation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. They welcomed the
successful outcome of the negotiations by the two main Powers for the
elimination of their intermediate~range nuclear forces. They also hoped that
an agreement could be concluded in the near future for the 50 per cent
reduction of the same two States' strategic arsenals and welcomed their
compitment to the ultimate elimination of nuclear weapons. Delegations of the
group considered that the establishment of a subsidiary organ was
inappropriate at the present stage and that, under current circumstances,
informal and plenary meetings constituted the most suitable framework for the
continuation of work on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmament. Members of the group also emphasized that nuclear arms
reductions could not be divorced from other disarmament measures and should be
pursued so as to enhance international stability and security. 1In this
regard, it was noted that deterrence could not be assigned a purely nuclear
status and that there were instances of competition in arms at regional rather
than global level, typically in conventional arms, which often were the
product of mutual suspicion and military and foreign policies. Furthermore,
the continuing importance of nuclear deterrence for security was underscored.
A delegation noted that nuclear disarmament, through the negotiation of
halanced and verifiable agreements, would reduce and should ultimately remove
the necessity for countries to rely on nuclear deterrents.

69. One nuclear-weapon State belonging to the Western Group observed that it
did not believe that an arms race could be successfully addrassed without
taking into account the tensions between States or groups of States that
generated an arms race. It stressed that States acquired nuclear weapons for
the same reason that they acquired conventional ones, to enhance their
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security, and that the destructive power of such weapons, however regrettable,
formed an integral part of the military forces of some States, a sitmation
that would continue for the forseeable future. Nuclear weapons, it
reiterated, were an essential component of the strategy of deterrence, which,
in its opinion, contributed to preserving peace between the super-Powers and
their allies. It stressed that security is paramount, and that preoccupation
with the complete elimination of nuclear weapons should not divert attention
from the critical steps that must precede this ultimate goal - effective,
verifiable arms control agreements that resulted in broad, deep, and equitable
reductions in offensive nuclear arms of the super~-Powers and correction of
imbalances in conventional armaments, especially in Europe. It drew attention
to positive trends in the bilateral negotiations between the super-Powers that
might result in deep reductions in the number of their nuclear weapons, but
noted the slow pace of negotiations on reductions in conventional forces.

This State considered that for obvious reasons deriving from the large size of
the nuclear arsenals of the two major Fowers, the responsibility to hold as a
matter of priority negotiations on the limitation or reduction of their
nuclear weapons rested with them. It drew attention, furthermore, to the
achievements and potential achievements of these bilateral negotiations: the
elimination of an entire class of nuclear weapcns by means of the Treaty on
Intermediate Nuclear Forces; the agreement establishing Nuclear Risk
Reduction Centres, which had a role in reducing conflict of any kindj
full-scale, stage~by-stage negotiations on nuclear testing; and intensive
negotiations to conclude a treaty that would reduce the strategic arms of both
sides by 50 per cent. It also noted i*s participation in other multilateral
forums in Europe regarding reductions of forces and armaments, conventional
stability, and confidence building measures. This State concluded that the
establishment of an ad hoc committee on agenda item 2 would not contribute to
the process of disarmament.

70. Another nuclear-weapon State belonging to the Western Group stressed that
in view of the scale of the threat facing it, its security would depend for
the foreseeable future on nuclear deterrence. Meanwhile, its aim was to
maintain continuing security and peace at lower levels of nucicar forces,
Efiforts in this direction should be combined with complete elimirnation of
chemical weapons and progress towards conventional stability at lower levels
of forces taking into account current imbalances. In view of the overwhelming
preponderance (95 per cent) of nuclear weapons held by the two major military
Powers, the most realistic way te make progress was throuyh bilateral
negotiations between these two countries. It believed that this should be
achieved step-by-step through mutual, balanced and effectively verifiable
agreements. It welcomed progress in this direction, particularly the complete
elimination of INF and the prospect of a 50 per cent cut in strategic arms.
Given the minimum nature of its deterrent (less than 3 per cent of the nuclear
forces available to the two major nuclear -weapon States), it did not see any
scope for making a contribution to any reductions in present circumstances,
and would maintain the credibility of its dete~rent. It welcomed recognition
by both sides that this is legitimate. It pointed out, however, that if there
were very substantial reductions in the strategic arsenals of the two major
nuclear-weapon States and there were no significant “hanges in defensive
capabilities, it would be ready to review its posit. n and consider how best
to contribute tc arms control in the light of the -~ iced threat.
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71. 2another nuclear-weapon State belonging to the Western Group observed that
nuclear deterrence was a reality and not an ideology or a theory and that it
could not be replaced by declarations of intent or political initiatives. It
referred in that connection to its experience over the past centurys the
attempts to institute a new security system had failed to prevent a
devastating conflict, and it could not be denied that since then nuclear
deterrence had played a decisive role in international security arrangenents.
Nuclear deterrence should, however, do hand in hand with steadily greater arms
control. From that point of view, it could not but condemn the absurd logice
of the redundancy of the two main Powers' systems, whereby the number of
weapons far exceeded the number of potential targets; that was a serious
factor of imbalance and tension and it was up to the two participants in the
incessant race to remedy the situation. While recognizing the importance of
the Treaty of Washington on the elimination of American and Soviet
intermediate-range missiles, it stressed that nothing should divert now from
the priority cbjective of a 50 per cent reduction of offensive strategic
weapons of the two main nuclear-weapon States. It stressed that the

INF Treaty stood alone and should not be expected to lead to the
denvclearization of Europe, and that the priority in this region was the
establishment of conventional stability. While it saw things as they were,
that State did not intend to stand aloof from nuclear disarmaments it had
already said that it would be willing to take part in the process as soon as
three conditions, which were closely linked to the present or future
negotiations, were met: a very substantial reduction in the disparity between
the two main Powers' and its own nuclear arsenals, the non-deployment of
defensive systems, and a return to a balance of conventional forces together
with the elimination of chemical weapons.

72. One nuclear-weapon State, not belonging to any group, has repeated'y
stated that it opposes and will never take part in an arms race. It has
consistently called for the complete prohibition and thorough destruction of
nuclear weapons. It has reiterated that its limited nuclear force solely
serves defence purposes. It has undertaken, since the first day of its
possession of nuclear weapons, not to be the first to use nuclear weapons
under any circumstances and unconditionally pledged not to use or ihreaten to
use nuclear weapons igainst non-nuclear-weapon States or nuclear-wzapon-free
zones, It has signed Protocols to the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapons in latin America (Treaty of Tlatelolco) and to the South Pacific
Nuclear Free Zone Treaty (Treaty of Rarotonga). This State has held that the
two States possessing the largest and most advanced nuclear arsenals in the
world have a special responsibility for curbing the nuclear arms race and
carrying out nuclear disarmament. It is of the view that the INF Treaty
signed by them, a first positive sted towards nuclear disarr ment, should be
followed, inter alia, by an agreement. on the 50 per cent reduction of their
strategic nuclear weapons. It has mi:intained that to promote nuclear
disarmament, great importance should be accorded to the issues of conventional
disarmament and curbing the arms race in outer space. The sawm2 State has
reiterated that the two major nuclear States should take the lezd in halting
the testing, production and deployment of all types of nuclear weapons and
drastically reduce them, so as to create favourable conditiong for the
convocatioii of a broadly representative international conference with the
participation of all the nuclear-weapon States to discuss measures for further
nuclear disarmament and thorough destruction of nuclear weapons. It is of the
view that the nuclear arms race should stop, both quantitatively and
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qualitatively. Ik %i8 also agreed that bilateral and multilatersl
negotiations should complement each ot-er and conaistently reiterated its
support for the eatablighment by the Conference on Disarmament of a subsidiary
body under item 2 of its agenda.

73. Some delegations noted that the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapons in Latin America (The Treaty of Tlatelolco) which enterad into force
ir: 1267 and its two Protoculs constituted an important disarmament measure
designed to contribute to the objective of achieving a world entirely free o
nuclear weapons.

74. Scme delegations stated that the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone Treaty,
(The Treaty of Rarotonga, contained in CD/633) which entered into force on
11 December 1986 constitutes an important contzibution to the maintenance of
peace and security in the region it covers and that it is a significant
nuclear arms limitation and arms control agreament. They 2180 noted that
there were three Protocsls attached to the treaty which were opuned for
signature on 1 December 1986 (annexed to CD/633) and szpressed the hope that
all nuclear-weapon States and States which had tecritories in the regivn
covered by that zone would adhere to those Protocols without reservation,

75. The delegation of the Union of Soviet Sccialist Republics drew attention
to the fact that the Presidium of the USSR Supreme Soviet has ratified
Protoccols 2 and 3 to the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone Treaty (The Treaty of
Rarotonga), thereby declaring the intention of the USSR to discharge fully its
obligations under those Protocols.

76. Several members of the Group of 21 recalled paragraphs 33 and 60 of the
Final Document of the first spacial session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament stating that the establishment of nuclear ~-weapon~£ree zones on the
basis of arrangements freely arrived at among the States of the region
concerned constitutes an important disarmament measure and drew attentior
the propos2i3 for the establishment of such zones i the Middle EBast and

South Asia and for the denuclearization of Africa.

C. Prevention of nuclear war, including ali
related matters

77. This question was first included in the agenda of the Committee on
Digarmsment in 1983 as the second part of agenda item 3 as followss
"Cessation oi the nuclcar arms race and nuclear dis-smasenty prevention of
nuclear war, including all related matters®. It hecame a saparate item -
item 3 - in 1984. During the period covered by this ssport a number of
documents were submitted dealing with procedural as well as substantive
aspects of the question. 1In addition to the documents of orevious
sessions, 1/ at the 1988 session the Conference had beforo it the following
documents s

i/ The list of relevant documents may be found in the 1983-1987 Annual
Repcrts of the Committee on Disarmoment and the Conference on Disarmament to
the General Assembly of the United Nazione (CT /7421, CD/540, CD/642, CD/732 and
CD/787 respectivelyj.
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- Document CD/51%5/Rev.4, dated 7 April 1988, submitted by the Group
of 21, entitled "Draft Mandate for an AG Hoc Committee on item 3 of
tie agenda of the Conference on Disarmament®;

- Document CD/814, dated 8 March 1988, submitted by the delegation of
the Union of Soviet Souialist Republics, transmitting the texts of
the Agreemeant between the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and
the Uniced States of America on the Establishment of Nuclear Risk
Reduction (enters and of Protocol I and Protacol II to that
Agreemen%, signed at Washington on 15 September 1987;

- Document CD/81S5, dated 8 March 1538, submitted by the delegation of
the United States of America, transmitting the text of the Agreement
between the United States of America and the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics on the Establishment ¢f Nuclear Risk Reductien
Centers, together with its two Protocols, signed at Washington on
15 September 1987.

78. At the 1984, 1985, 1986 and 1987 sessions, consultations were held under
the guidance of the President of the Conference to consider an appropriate
organizational arrangement to deal with item 3, including proposals for the
establishment of a2 subsidiary body, but no agreement could be reached. At
each session, following those consultations the Group of 21 put before the
Conference for decision a draft mandate for an Ad Boc Committee (CD/515 and
Rev.l, Rev. 2 and Rev.3) under which the Committee would, as a first step,
consider all proposals relevant to agenda item 3 including appropriate and
practical measures for the prevention of nuclear war. The group of Western
countries could not join a consensus thereon. The draft mandate was again put
to a decision at the 1988 session (CD/515/Rev.4). As on previous occasions,
the group of Western countries could not associate itself with a consensus on
the proposed mandate. The group was disappointed that such a mandate was once
again put before the Conference for decision since it did not facilitate work
on the subject. The group alsc stressed the significance it attached to an
in-depth consideration of item 3 since the time it had been inscribed on the
agenda of the Conference and thus regretted that it had not been possible to
reach agreement on an appropriate format for such consideration. It expressed
the hope that it would still prove possible during the 1988 sessicn to have a
substantive discussion of all the aspects invoived in agenda item 3. It
stated its continued willingness tc jointly search for and define an
appropriate framework for dealing with the agenda item. The Group of 21
regretted the inability of the Conference to set up an Ad Boc Committee under
agenda item 3. It noted that, in deference to the pogition of other
delegations, it had put forward a non-negotiating mandate that would permit a
thorough consideration of all aspects - legal, political, technical,

military - of all the proposals before the Conference. It believed that such
congideration would not ~nly contribute to a better understanding of the
subject but also pave the way for negotiations for an agreement on the
prevention of nuclear war, an objective which could not be achieved through
discussiens in plenary or informal meetings. The group expressed the hope
that the importance of the matter would lead to a re-thinking on the part of
those who had expressed reservations on the proposed mandate. The group of
socialict countries expressed its full support for the draft mandate proposed
by the Group of 21 and regretted that the Conference was not in a position to
adopt it. It noted that the proposed mandate was goal-oriented, flexible and
comprehensive and dealt equally with all the elements of the agenda item, thus
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allowing for the consideration of both the prevention of nuclesr war and of
all related matters. While the group believed that a subgidiary body would be
the most zppropriate format to deal with agenda item 3, it stated that it was
open to other procedural arrangements that would allow the Conference to
commence concrete work on the item. One nucisar-weapon State, not belorging
to any group, could accept the draft mandate contained in document
Cb/515/Rav.4 and agreed that, meanvhile, the Conference could also carry out
its work on item 3 in other forms.

79. 1In the absance of consencua on an appropriate format to deal with item 3,
issues concerning the prevention of nuclear war, inclvding all related matters
were addressed at plenary meetings of the Conference.

80. The Group of 21 reiterated its conviction that the greatest peril facing
mankind was the threat to survival posed by nuclear weapons and that,
consequently, the prevention of a nuclear var was a matter of the highest
pricrity. It, therefore, noted with concern that no progress had been made in
the Conference on itas 3 since its inclusion in the Conference's agenda as a
Separate item. The Group of 21 consistently expressed the belief that the
surest way to remove the danger of nuclear war lay in che elimination of
nuclear weapons and that, pending the achievement of nuclear disarmament, the
uge or threat of use of nuclear weapons should be prohibited. The Group of 21
considered that while nuclear-weapon States had the primary responsibility for
avo! iing a nuclear war, given the catastrophic consequences that such a war
could bave for mankind as a whole, including the danger of a awuclear winter,
all nations had a vital interest in the negotiation of measures for the
prevention of nuclear war. I- this regard, the Group recalled the repeated
requests addressed to the Cont.zence by the General Assembly to undertake, as
a matter of the highest priority, negotiations with a view to achieving
agreement on appropriate and practical measures for the prevention of nuclear
war and to establish for that purpose an Ad Hoc Committee, The Group
reaffirmed that it was unacceptable that the security of all States and the
very survival of mankind should be held hostage to the threat of a nucl ear )
holocaust. The Group welcomed the declnruation of the leaders of the Union of
Soviet Socizlist Republics and the Unitel >ates of America that a nuclsar war
cannot be won aad must never be fought an¢ stated that it was time to
translate it iuto a binding commitment. Members of the group considered that
the belief in the maintenance of world peace through nuclear deterrence was
the most dangerous fallacy that existed. Members of the Group also considered
that nuclear weapons posed a unique threat to human survival and, therefore,
could not accept the view that the question of the prevention of nuclear war
should be dealt with in the context of the prevention of all armed conflicts.
Beyond that, they were of the view that, nuclear weapons being weapons of maas
destruction, the Charcer of the United Nations could not be invoked to justify
their use in the exercise of the right of self-defence against armed attack
not involving the use of nuclear weapons. Many members of the Group
reaffirmed the conclusion of the Seventh Conference of Heads of State or
Government of non-aligned countries that nuclear weapons were more than
weapons of war, they were instruments of mass annihilation. They also
recalled that the Harare Declaration, adopted at the Eighth Conference of
Heads of State or Government of non-aligned countries, stated that: “Use of
nucleaz weapons, besides being a violation of the Charter of the

United Nations, would aloo be a crime against humanity. 1In this regard, we
urge the nuclear-weapon States to agree, pending the achievement of nuclear
diszrmament, to the conclusion of an international treaty on the prohibition
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of the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.® 1In this connection, many
membera of the Group endorsed the statement in the Stockholm Declaration
adopted by the Heads of State or Government of Argentina, Greece, India,
Mexico and Sweden and the Pirst President of Tanzania (C(D/S07), that no nation
has the right to use nucliar weapons and that their use should be explicitly
prohibited by internaticnal law through a binding international agreement.
Other measures wers alse proposed, such as a moratorium on nuclear-weapon
teats with effective verification arrangements and non-extension of the arms
race to cuter space. In addition, certain confidence-building measures were
suggested, including immediate negotiations for the peaceful solution of
disputes involving nuclear-izeapon States; extension or broadening of existing
agreements to establish direct communication among ali the nucl ear ~weapon
States and the establishment of a system of crisis control centres, including
the five nuclear-weapon States and non-nuclear-weapon States.

8l. The socialist countries reaffirmed that the prevention of nuclear war was
the most urgent task at present. They believed that changes in international
relations, the increasing inter-dependence of States, and the existence of
weapons of unprecedented deatructive power called for a new approach to the
issues of war and peace, dizarmament and other complex global and regional
problems, and for the abandonment of the concept of nuclear deterrence which,
in their view, was a constant threat to strategic stability and a permanent
source of fuelling the arms race in pursuit of military superiority and
perpetual international tensions. They shared@ the view that article S1 of the
United Nations Charter coculd not be invoked to justify the use or threat of
use of nuclear weapons in the exercise of the right of self-defence in the
case of armed attack not involving the use of .nuclear weapons, since nuclear
war wld threaten the very survival of mankind. They affirmed that in a
nuclear war there could be no winners and underlined the importance of the
statement at the summit meeting in Genova between General Secretary Gorbachev
and President Reagan that a nuclear war cunnot be won and must never be
fought, that any war between the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the
United States of Mmerica, whether nuclear or conventional must be prevented
and@ that the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 2nd the United States of
America will not seek to achieve r: "itary superjority. Socialist countries
called for the creation of a compl - aensive system of international security
embracing measures in the military, political, econocmic and humanitarian
spheres and leading to a nuclear-free and non-viclent world. They emphasized
that, under present-day conditions, recourse to rilitary means to resolve any
disputes was inadmisgible. They pointed to the defensive nature of the
military doctrine of the Statesz parties %o the Warsaw Treaty, which was
underlined by their determination never under any circumstances to initiate
military action unless they were themselves the target of an armed attack, by
their firm intention not to be the first to use nuclear weapons, by the
absence of territorial claims on their part to any other States, and by the
fact that they did not view any State or any people as their enemy. They
neted the proposals of the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty to the aember
States of the North Atlantic Alliance to enter into consultations in order to
compare the military doctrines of the two Alliances, S0 as to guarantee that
the military concepts and doctrinez of the two military blocs and their
members would be based on defensive principles. Other possible subjects for
consultation included imbalances and assymetrical levels in certain categories
of armaments and armed forces. They noted that in conformity with the
defensive nature of their military doctrine, they were pursuing the following
objectives: first, general and complete prehibition of nuclear testing, the
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gradual reduction and final elimination of nuclear waapons and the prevention
of an arms race in outer space; second, prohibition and elimination of
chemical weapons and other categories of weapons of mags Qestruction; third,
reduction of the armed forces and conventional armaments in Burope to a level
where neither side would have the means to stage a surprise attack or
offensive operations in general;s fourth, strict verification of all
disarmament measures through a combination of national technical means and
international procedures, including the establishment of appropriate
intecnational bodies, the exchange of military information, and on-gite
inspectionsy fifth, establishment of nuclear-weapon=free and
chemical-weapon-free zones in various areas of Europe and in other regions, as
well as zones of thinned-out arms concentration and increased mutual trust,
introduction of military confidence-building measures on a reciprocal basis in
Europe and agreements on such measures in other regions of the world,
including seas and oceans; sixth, they regarded the division of Burope as
unnatural and favoured the simultaneous dissolution of the North Atlantic
Alliance and the Warsaw Treaty with a view to the final establishment of a
comprehensive system of international security. They emphasized the
sionificance of the programre proposed by the nuclear-wespon State belonging
to the Group for the complete elimination of nuclear weapons and other weapons
of mass destruction by the end of the year 2000 and the prohibition of
space-gtrike weapons. They also reiterated the importance of commitments on
non-first-use of nuclear weapons and reiterated their support for the proposal
for the conclusion of a convention to Prohibit the use of nuclear weapons and
their zeadiness to consider confidence-building measures, such as measures for
the prevention of accidental or unuuthorized use of nuclear weapons and the
avoidance of the possibility of surprise attacks. In this context, attention
was drawn to the agreement concluded by the two major nuclear-weapon States on
the establishment of nuclear risk reduction centres and its two protocols
(CD/814-815).

82. Western delegations, including three nuclear -weapon States, while
reaffirming that they attached the utmost importance to agenda item 3,
underlined that its title “Prevention of nuclear war, including all related
matters" reflected the comprehensive nature of the subject matter. They
reiterated that the question of preventing nuclear war could not be isolated
from the problem of preventing war and that the question at issue was how to
maintain peace and international security in the nuclear age. They stressed
that this comprehensive approach to the prevention of war was in no way
designed to belittle the catastrophic consequences and the inadmissibility of
a nuclear war. They underlined the effectiveness of nuclear deterrence in
preventing war and preserving peace in Europe since 1945, while noting that
millions of casualties have been inflicted around the world in non-nucliear
conflicts during the same period. They noted that large numbers of human
beings continued to be killed in conventional wars. They also observed that
deterrence was not a Western phenomenons rather, it was a fact of life and a
key element in the military doctrine of the other side. Western delegations
further considered that deterrence had made a significant contribution

to East-I’»st stability. They shared the views expreased by General

Secretary 3orbachev and President Reagan in their joint communiqué of
November 1985 about the importance of avoiding any war between them, whethep
nuclear or conventional, and welcomed their commitment to the ultimate
elimination of nuclear weapons. They emphasized that that statement reflected
the comprehensive nature of the problem and the need to address the question
of war prevention in all its aspects. They held that, in the present
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circumstances, nuclear weapons continued to be a basic element in the balance
needed to maintain peace and security. They pointed to the existence of
serious imbalances in the conventional, chemical and nuclear fields and
reaffirmed that at present there was no alternative to the Western concept for
the prevention of war - the astrategy of deterrence hased Oon an appropriate mix
of adequate and effective nuclear and conventional forces, each element being
indispensable. At the same time, Western countries reiterated that none of
their weapons would ever be used, except in response to armed attack. They
again emphasized that strict compliance by all States with the Charter of the
United Nations, in particular the obligation to refrain from the threat or use
of force and to settle all disputes by peaceful means, was a key element in
the prevention of nuclear war. They also stressed the impoyx cance of deep and
verifiable reductions of nuclear weapons, but considered that reductions in
cne class of weapons must not make the use of other types of weapons more
Probable and that, therefore, in order to maintain stability and security, it
wag necessary to take into account the threat posed by conventional and
chemical weapons. Western countries highlighted the significant contribution
of cenfidence=building measures to leasening the danger of war, including
nuclear war. Beyond that, they noted the value of measures to reduce the risk
of the accidental use of nuclear weapons and reference was made to the
activation of a third direct-communications system between the two major
nuclear-weapon States and to their agreement on the establishment of
nuclear-risk reduction zentres.

83. One nuclear-weapon State, not belonging to any group, believed that the
effective prevention of nuclear war called for a stable international
environment. It believed that to safeguard peace and security it was
imperative to ocppose hegemonism and power politics, check aggression and
expansicn and eliminate regional trouble “pots. It was of the view that all
countries should honour the principles of mutual respect for sovereignty and
territorial integrity, mutual non-aggression, non-interference in each other's
internal affairs, equality and mutual benefit, and peaceful co-existence. It
underlined that all countries should respect and observe the United Nations
Charter and rencunce the use or threat of force in international relations and
settle disputes by peaceful means. It recalled that it had always held that
the fundamental way to the elimination of the nuclear threat and the
prevention of nuclear war lay in the complete prohibition and total
destruction of all nuclear weapons. It held that the two major nuclear povers
bear a special responsibility towards the prevention of nuclear war. In its
view, to reduce the danger of a nuclear war and create conditions for its
complete elimination, all nuclear -weapon States, should undertake not to be
the first to use nuclear weapons in any circumstances and should
unconditionally pledge not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons againsat
non-nuclear-weapon States or nuclear-weapon-free zones and, on this basis, an
international convention prohibiting the use of nuclear weapons should be
concluded, with the participation of all nuclear-weapon States. It further
considered that, along with the prevention of nuclear war, conventional wars
shculd also be prevented. It noted, in particular, that the cutbreak of a
conventional war in areas with a high concentration of nuclear and
conventional weapons, involved the danger of escalation into a nuclear war.
Therefore, it considered that the two military blocs should reach agreesent on
the drastic reduction of their conventional armed forces and armaments.
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D. Chemical weapons

84. The item on the agenda entitled "Chemical weapons® has been considered
since 1982 mainly in a subsidiary body of the Conference. The report of the
M Hoc Committee raferred to in Paragraph 87 contains a description of the
work of that subsidiary body.

85. A number of States have made declarations regarding chemical weapons and
related issues and informed the Conference on visits to military facilities
for the destruction of chemical weapons as well as to civil chemical
facilities. Other States have reported varicus syaposia and semin:..
Further exchanges of data and experiments to test verification proceduie. . .ce
under consideration. These measures are intended to promote confidence among
the negotiating States, to assist in the drafting of the Convention, and to
facilitate its early efficient functioning.

86. Many delegations in the plenary expressed concern over the repeated and
verified use of chemical weapons and called for the speedy conclusion of the
Convention.

87. At its 462nd plenary meeting on 29 April 1988, the Conference adopted the
report of the Ad Hoc Committee re-eagtablished by the Conference under the
agenda item at its 438th plenary meeting. Thit report (CD/831), which was
submitted in view of the third special session of the General Assemnbly devoted
to disarmament, is an integral part of this special report and reads as
follows:

*I. INTRODUCTION

"l. Taking into consideratien paragraph 75 of the Final Document of the First
Special Session of the General Assembly of the United Nations devoted to
disarmament which, while noting that negotiations had been proceeding for
several years, stated that the conclusion of a convention on chemical weapons
was one of the most urgent taaks of nultilateral negotiations, and the
reaffirmation of this objective by the General Assenbly of the United Nations
in 1982 and on subsequent occasions, the Conference on Disarmament continued
the elaboration of a convention to ban chemical weapons during the second part
of its 1982 session as well as during its sessions in 1983, 1984, 1985, 1986,
1987 and in the first part of the 1988 session.

"II. MANDATES AND SUBSTANTIVE WORK OF THE AD HOC COMMITTERE
DURING THE PERIOD 1982-1987

*2. During the 1982 and 1983 sessions, the then-Committee on Disarmament
re-established the then-Ad Boc Working Group on Chemical Weapons with the
following mandate:

‘ess 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 destruction, the Conmittee
on Disarmament decides to establish, for the duration of its

1982 sesaion, an ad hee working group of the Committee to elaborate such
a convention, taking into account all existing proposals and future
initiatives with a view to enabling the Committee to achieve agreement at
the ezrliest date.'
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The A Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons was chaired by
Ambassador B. Sujka of Poland during the second part of 1882 and by
Ambassador D.S. McPhail of Canada during the 1983 gession.

"3. Since the 1984 session of the Conference on Disarmament, the Ad Hoc
Committee on Chemical Weapons was re-established each year with the following

mandates

'.o+ In discharging its responsibility to conduct as a priority task the
negotiations on a multilateral convention on the complete and effective
prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of chemical
weapons and on their destruction, and to ensure the preparation of the
convention, the Conference on Disarmament decides to re-establish, in
accordance with its rules of procedure, the Al Hoc Committee to start the
full and complete process of negotiations, developing and working cut the
convention, except for its final drafting, taking into account all
existing proposals and drafts as well as future initiatives with a view
to giving the Conference a possiblity to achieve an agreement as goon as
possible, "'

In 1984, the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons was chaired by

Ambassador Rolf Ekéus of Sweden, in 1985 by Ambassador Stanislaw Turbanski of
Poland, in 1986 by Ambassador Ian Cromartie of the United Kingdom and in 1987,
again, by Ambassador Rolf Ekéus of Sweden.

"4. B&s of 1983, the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons has held, on a
regular basis, resumed sessions of limited duration during periocds in which
the Conference on Disarmament is not in session.

®S. Throughout the period, a number of official documents and working papers
relating to chemical weapons were presented by delegations. These are listed
in successive annual reports of the Conference on Disarmament to the
General Assembly (CD/335, CD/421, CD/540, CD/642, /732 and CD/787).

“6. An account of the work undertaken by the Ad Hoc Committee and the
progress achieved in the elaboration of the Convention during this period are
registered in each of the annual reports of the Conference on Disarmament to
the General Assembly (CD/335, CD/421, /540, /642, CD/?732 and CD/787).

®7. At various stages of the work of the 2ad Hoc Oommittee, the following
States not members of the Conference on Disarmament participated in its works
Austria, Denmark, Greece, Finland, Ireland, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal,
Spain, Switzerland, Viet Nam and Zimbabwe.

"III. MANDATE AND SUBSTANTIVE WORK OF TEE AD BOC COMMITTERE
DURING THE FIRST PART OF THE 1988 SESSION

"A. Organization of work and documentation

®8. At ite 438th plenary meeting on 9 February 1988, the Conference on
Disarmanent adopted the following decision on the re-establishmen® of the
Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons (CD/805) s
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‘The Conference on Disarmament, keeping in mind that the negotiation
of a Convention should proceed with a view to its final elaboration at
the earliest possible date, in accordance with United Nations
General Assembly resolution 42/37 A, and in discharging its
responsibility to conduct as a priority task the negotiations on a
mualtilateral convention on the complete and effective prohibition of the
development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their
destruction, and to ensure the preparation of the convention, decides to
re~-establish, in accordance with its rules of procedure, for the duration
of its 1988 session, the AQ Hoc Committee to continue the full and
complete process of negotiations, developing and working out the
convention, except for its final drafting, taking into account all
existing proposals and drafts as well as future initiatives with a view
to giving the Conference a possibility to achieve an agreement as soon as
possible. This agreement, if pos-ible, or a report on the progress of
the negotiations, should be recorded in the report which this 24 Hoc
Committee will submit to the Conference at the end of the second part of
its 1988 session.

The Conference further decides that the AQ Hoc Committee will report
to the Conference on the progress of its work before the conclusion of
the first part of its 1988 session, in view of the convening of the Third
Special Session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament.'

9. At its 438th plenary meeting on 9 Pebruary 1988, the Conference on
Disarmament appointed Ambassador Bogumil Sujka of Poland as Chairman of the
M Boc Committee. Mr. Abdelkader Bensmail, Senior Political Affairs Officer
of the Department for Disarmament Affairs, continued to serve as Secretary of
the A3 Hoc Committee.

®10. The Ad BHoc Committee held 10 meetings from 12 February to
20 April 1988. In addition, the Chairman held a number of informal
consultations with delegations.

*"11. At their request, the representatives of the following States not
members of the Conference participated in the work of the AQ Boc Committee:
Austria, Denmark, Greece, Finland, Ireland, New Zzaland, Norway, Portugal,
Spain, Switzerland and Zimbabwe.

"12. 1In addition to the papers of the previous sesgions listed in the
documents mentioned in paragraph 5, the A Boc Committee had the following
documents before its

- Document CD/789, dated 16 December 1987, entitled ‘Ieatter dated
16 December 1987 from the Representative of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics addressed to the President of the Conference on Disarmament,
transmitting a Working Paper entitled, "Information on the presentation at the
Shikhany Military Facility of standard chemical munitiony and of technology
for the destruction of chemical weapons at a mobile uait"’,

=~ Document CD/790, dated 13 January 1988, entitled °‘letter Adated
12 January 1988 from the Representative of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, addressed to the President of the Conference on Disarmament,
transmitting the text of the Statement by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of
the Uhion of Soviet Socialist Republics of 26 December 19&67°.
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- Document CD/7%1 (also issued as CD/CWAP.183), dated 25 January 1988,
submi tted by the delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany, entitled
'verification of non-productions the case for ad hoc checks'.

- Document CD/792 (also issued as CD/Ci/MWP.184), dated 25 January 1988,
submitted by the delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany, entitled
'Super -toxic lethal chemicals (S8TILCs)'.

- Document CD/795, dated 29 January 1988, entitled ‘Report of the Ad Boc
Committee on Chemical Weapons to the Conference on Disarmament on its work
during the period 12-29 January 1988°.

- Document CD/802 (also issued as CD/OW/WP.186), dated 5 February 1988,
submitted by the delegation of the United States of America, entitled
'Threshold for monitoring chemical activities not prohibited by a convention'.

- Document CD/805, dated 9 February 1988, entitled ‘°Decision on the
Re-establishment of the 24 Boc;:gqmittee on Chemical Weapons'.

- Document CD/808 (also ispued as CD/CW/WP.188), dated 19 February 1988,
entitled, ‘Letter dated 18 February 1988 from the Representative of the Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics, addressed te the President of the Conference on
Disarmament, transmitting a document entitled “"Memorandum on multilateral data
exchange in connection with the elaboration of a convention on the complete
and general prohibition and destruction of chemical weapons (proposal by the
USSR) "°.

- Document CD/809 (also issued as CD/GWMP.189), dated 26 February 1$68,
submitted by the delegaticn of Argentina, entitled 'Assistance for protection
against chemical weapons®.

- Document CD/812, dated 4 March 1988, submitted by the delegation of
the German Democratic Republic, entitled °Chemical Weapons Convention: The
Executive Council: composition, size, decision-making and other proccdural
matters’.

- Document CD/821 (also issued as CD/CON/WP.196), dated 29 March 1988,
submitted by the delegation of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
entitled ‘Letter dated 28 March 1988 from the representative of the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics to the President of the Conference on Disarmament
transmitting a text of the Statement of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the
USSR on 16 March 1988°'.

= Document CD/822 (also issued as CD/GH/MP.197), dated 29 March 1988,
submitted by the delegations of the Federal Republic of Germany and Italy,
entitled 'The order of destruction of chemical weapons"'.

- Document CD/823, dated 31 March 1988, submitted by the delegation of
Canada, entitled ‘Chemical Weapens Convention: Factors involved in
determining verification inspectorate personnel and resource requirements’.

= Document CD/826, dated 11 April 1988, submitted by the delegation of
the Federal Republic of Germany, entitled °Note from the Government of the
Pederal Republic of Germany evoked by the recent reports about the use of
chemical weapons in the war between iraq and Iran’.
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= Document CD/527, dated 12 April 1988, entitled 'Ietter dated
11 April 1988 from the Permanent Representative of the Zslamic Republic of
Iran addressed to the President of the Conference on Dissrmament, containing
the list of occasions of use of chemical weapons by Iraq against Iran from
January 1981 to March 1988°.

~ Document (D/828, dated 12 April 1988, submitted by the delegation of
the Federal Republic of Germany, entitled 'Provisions of data relevant to the
chemicsl weapons conventica',

-~ Document CD/830 (alsw issued as CD/GW/WP. 201), dated 19 April 1988,
entitled °Letter dated 18 April 1988 from the Representative of the
United States of Zmerica addressed to the President of the Conference on
Disarmament transmitting the text of a document entitled "Information
presz ted to the visiting Soviet delegation at the Tooele Army Depot,
18-21 November 1987%'.

"L3. In addition, the following Working Papers were presented to the Ad Hoc
Comunittees

- CD/Qi/WP.182, dated 15 January 1988, submitted by the delegation of
Mongolia, entitled "Order of destruction of chemical weapons stocks',

~ CD/GW/MP.183, (also issued as (/791), dated 25 January 1938,
submitted by the delegation of the Fede.ul Republic of Germany, entitled
'Verification of non-production: the case for ad hoc checks'.

- CD/CGW/WP.184 (also issued as CD/792), dated 25 January 1988, submitted
by the delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany, entitled *Super-toxic
lethal chemicals (STLCs)'.

- CD/OW/MP.185, dated 27 January 1988, entitled 'Draft Report of the
Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons to the Conference on Disarmament on its
work during the period 12-19 January 1988'.

- CD/Ci/MP.186 (also issued as (D/802), dated 5 February 1988, submitted
by the delegation of the United States of America, entitled 'Thresholds for
monitoring chemical activities not prohibited by a convention®.

- CD/Gi/fMP.187, dated 12 February 1988 entitled, ‘Working Paper
presented by the Chairman: outline for the organization and programme of work
of the Al Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons for the first part of the 1988
seasion’.

- CD/CH/MP.188 (also issued as CD/808), dated 19 February 1988,
entitled, ‘Letter dated 18 February 1988 from the Representative of the Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics, addressed to the President of the Conference on
Disarmament, tr-asmitting a document entitled “Memorandum on multilateral data
exchange in comnection with the elabcration of a convention on the complete
and general prohibition and destruction of chemical weapons (proposal by the
USSR) "',

- CD/CGA/WP.189 (also issued as CD/809), dated 26 February 1988,
subaitted by the delegation of Argentina, entit;ed ‘Assistance for protection
against chemical weapons'.
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- CD/CW/MP.190, dated 8 March 1988, submitteq by the delegation of
Italy, entitled 'Convention on Chemical Weapons: some remarks on the toxicity
index (LD 50) chosen as parameter to identify chemicals not listed in
Schedules [1], 2} or (3]'.

- CD/OM/MP.191, dated 11 March 1988, submitted by the delegation of the
Federal Republic of Germany, entitled 'Some aspects of a challenge inspection
régime®.

- CD/O4/WP.192, dated 11 March 1988, submitted by the delegation of the
Fedgral Republic of Germany, entitled 'Non-procduction: Annex to
aArticle VI [1]'.

- CD/CH/WP.193, dated 18 Marcn 1988, submitted by the delegation of
Austria, entitled 'Article VI'.

- CD/Ci/MP.194, dated 18 March 1988, submitted by the delegation of the
German Democratic Republic, entitled 'Chemical weapons convention: provisions
to ensure the confidentiality of information provided in connection with
verification activities’

- CD/70H/WP.195, dated 22 March 1588, submitted by the delegation of the
Germar Democratic Republic, entitled 'Article VI: Régime for chemicals in
Scheudle {1]'.

- CD/OW/MP.196 (also issued as CD/B21), Gated 29 March 1988, entitled
'letter dated 28 March 1988 from the representative of the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics to the President of the Conference on Disarmament
transmitting a text of the Statement of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the
USSR on 16 March 1988'.

- CD/CGW/MP.197 (also issued ag CD/822), dated 29 March 1987, submitted
by the delegations of the Federal Republic of Germany and Italy, entitled *The
order of destruction of chemical weapons'.

~ CD/CW/MP.198, dated 5 April 1988, submitted by the delegation of the
German Democratic Republic, entitled 'Chemical Weapons Convention: on-site
inspection on c¢hallenge - guidelines on the International Inspectorate'.

- CDh/Gi/#P.199, dated 7 April 1988, submitted by the delegation of
France, entitled ‘Security stocks: proposed amendments',

- CD/GW/WP.200, dated 15 April 1988, entitled 'Draft Special Report of
the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons to the Conference on Disarmament’.

- CD/CH/WP.201 (also issued as CD/830), dated 19 April 1988, entitled
'letter dated 18 April 1988 from the Representative of the United States of
America addressed to the President of the Conference on Disarmament
transmitting the text of a document entitled "Information presented to the
visiting Soviet delegation at the Tooele Army Depot, 18-21 November 1987™°.
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*B. Substantive work during the firset part of thy 1388 sesaion

“14. In accordance with its mandate, th? 33 Hoc Committee continued the
nagotiation and further elaboration ¢f the convention. 1In so doing, it
utlised Appendices I, II and III of CN/795 (Report of the Ad Hoc Committee on
Chemical Weapons on its work during the paricd 12-29 Jenuary 1988), ar well as
other proposals presented by the Chairmsan of the CQurmittee and by delegations.

"15. ‘The Committec agreed to deal with all the Artlcles of the draft
convention as follows:

Cluster It

Genaral provisiona on scope
Definitions and criteria

= Article 12
- Azticle Iis

Clugter IIs

- Ar+~icle IIls
- &r icle IV:
- Article Vv:
- Article X:

Clugter IIls

= Article VI

Declarations

Chewmical weapons

Chemical weapons production facilities
Assistance

dotivities not prohibited by the convention
Economic and technolegical development

- Article ZIs
Cluster IVs
Natjonal implemantation measures

The Organization
Consultations, co-operation and fact-finding

- Article vile
- BArticle ViIis
= Azticle IXs

Clugter Vi

Relation to cther international agreerments
Anendments

Duration, withdrawal

Signature, ratification, entry into force
Languages

- Article XII:
= Article XIII:
- Article XIV:
- Article Xv:
- Zrticle XVI:
~ Preanmble

It was further decided to focus the efforts of the Committee in the first
instance on Ciusters II, III, IV and V. T this end, it was agreed that
Group A, under the Chairmanship of Mr. Andre) Cima of Cszechoslovakia, would
deal with Articles VI and XIs that Group B, under the Chaizmanghip of

Mz. Pablc Macedo of Mexico, would deal with Articles ITI, IV, V and Xy and
that Sroup C, under the Chairmanship of Mr. Sadaaki Numata of Japan, would
deal w’th Articles VII, VIII and IX. 1In addition, the Chairman of the

A3 Hot Jommittee conducted open-ended consultations aimed at the elaboration
of Articles XIZI, X:IZ, %IV, XV, XVI and thy Preamble. The Committee agreed
that Cluster I will also be dealt with when it resumes its work im July 1988.
All proposals, without exceptien, will be Taken into acecount.
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*IV. CURRENT STAGE OF THE NEGQTIATIONS ON THE
CHEMICAL WEAPONS CORVERTION

"}5. The results achieved to date in the negotiations on the draft convention
on chemical weaponeg are contained in the attached Appendices:

- Appendix I represents the present stage of elaberation of the
provigions of the draft convention.

-~ Appendix II containg papars rerlecting the results of work undertaken
go far on issues under the convention. Ihey are enclosed as a basis for

future work.
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I.
II.

II1.

v.
vi.
VII.
VIII.
IX.

X,

XI.
X1I.
X111,

XIv.

Xvi.

"APPENDIX I

"Preliminary structure of a Convention on chemical weapons

"Preamble

General provisions on scope

Definitions and Criteria

Declarations

Chemical weaponsg

Chenical weapons production facilities
Activities not prohibited by the Convention
National implementation measures

The Organiszation

Consultations, co-operation and fact finding
Assistance

Economic and technological dsvelopment
Relation to other international agreements
Apendments

Duration, withdravwal

Signature, ratification, entry irto force
Languages

Annexes and other cdocuments
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"preamble 1/

The States Parties to this Convention,

Determined to act with a view to achieving effective progress towards
general and complete disarmament under strict and effective international
control, including the prohibition and elimination of all types of weapons of
mass destruction,

Desiring to contribute to the realization of the purposes and principles
of the Charter of the United Nations,

Recalling that the General Assembly of the United Nations Crganization
has repeatedly condemned all actions contrary ¢o the principles and objectives
of the Protocol for Prohibition of the Use in War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous
or Other Gases, and of Bacteriological Metbods of Warfare, signed at Geneva on
17 June 1925,

Recognizing that the Convention reaffirms principles and objectives of
and obligations assumed under the Geneva Protocol of 17 Jure 1925, and the
Convention on the Prohilition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling
of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on their Destructic..
signed at London, Moscow and Washington on 10 April 1972,

Bearing in mind the objective contained in Article IL of the Cenvzntion
on the Prohibition of the Development, Product:iou and Stockpiling of
Bacteriological (Biclogical) and Toxin Weapons, and w. #heir Destruction,

De~ermined for the sake of all mankind, to completely exclude the
possibility of the use of chemical weapons, through the implementation of the
provisions of this Convention, thereby complementing the obligations assumed
under the Geneva Protocol of June 1925,

Considering that the achievements in the field of chemistry should be
ugsed exclusively for the benefit of manking,

Oonvinced that the complete and effective prohibition of the development,

production and stockpiling of chemical weapons, and their destruction,
represents a necessary step towards the achievement of these common objectives.

Have agreed as follows:

"l/ Some delegations consider that the texts contained in the Preamble
require further consideration.
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"I. GENERAL PROVISIONS ON SCOPFE )/ 2/
*l. Each State Party undertakes not to:

- develop, produce, otherwise acquire, stockpile or retain chemical
weapons, or transfer, directly or indirectly, chemical weapons to
anyone.

*2. Bach State Party undertakes not to:

- assist, encoucage or induce, in any way, anyone to engage in
activities prohibited to Parties under this Convention.

*1/ One delegation pointed out, in CD/OW/WP.199 of 7 April 1988, the
preoccupying effects, in its view, on the security of States deriving from the
very large disproportion, Quring the transitional period, between existing
chemical weapons capabilities. 1In this context, it recalled its opinion that
it is necessary to provide for the possibility, for the States which wish to
do so, to establish, upon entry into force of the Convention and until the end
of the l0-year pericd, a transitory régime orgenizing a limited security stock
which would be destroyed during the last two years. The building up and the
maintenance in good condition of this stock would be ensured by one single
production facility attached to it, placed under international control, and
destroyed during the ninth year.

®2/ Other delegations stressed that, in their view, the continuation of
the preducticn of chem.-al weapons after the entry into force of the
Convention would have preoccupying effacts from the point of view both of the
spread of chemical weapons and of the distortion of the very objective of the
Convention. As to the disproportion between existing chemical weapons
capabilities, the solution would be, in their view, the strict implementation
of the Convention's provisions concerning the declarations, verification,
continuous monitoring of stocks, their subsequent destruction and the
cessation of the production of cherical w:apans from the beginning.
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*3, Bach State Party undertakes not tc use chemical weapons. 1/ 2/

%4. [Bach State Party undertakes not to [conduct other activities in
preparation for use of chemical weapons] {engage in any military preparations
for ugse of chemical weapons].]

®5. Bach State Party undertakes to destroy chemical weapons which are in its
possession or under ite [jurisdicticn or] control. 3/

%6. Bach State Party undertakes to [destroy] (destroy or dismantie] chemical
weapons production facilities which are in its possaession or under its
{jurisdiction or} control.

"1/ It is understood that this provision is closely linked to the
definition of chemical weapons in another part of the Convention, the final
forrulation of which is yet to be agreed npon., It is also understood that
this provision does not apply to the use of toxic chemicals and their
precursors for permitted purposes still to be defined and to be provided for
in the Convention. This provision is alsc clesely linked to a provision in
the Convention to be agreed upon relating to reservations.

®*2/ The question of herbicides is subject to ongoing consultations.
The 1986 Chairman of these open-ended consultations has suggested the
following formulation for a provision on herbicidess ‘Each State Party
undertakes not to use herbicides as a method of warfares; such a pirohibition
should not preclude any other use of herbicides'.

*3/ The view was expressed that the application of this provision to the
destruction of discovered old chemical weapons needs to be further discussed.
Another view was expressed that the application of this provision does not
allow for any esxceptions.
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»11. DEFINITIONS AND CRITERIA
"For the purposes of this Conventions

"1.1/ The term ‘chemical weapons® shall apply to the follewing, together
or separatelys 2%/

=(i) toxic chemicals, including gsuper-toxic lethal chemicals, other
lethal chemicals, other harmful chemicals and thelr precursors,
including key precursors {and key components of binary and/or
multicuaponent chemical systems for chemical weapons), 3/ except
such chemicals intended for purposes not prohibited by the
Convention as long as the types and quantities involved are
consistent with such pucposes;

*(ii) munitions and devices, specifically designed to cause death or other
harm through the toxic properties of those toxic chemicals, as
referred tc above, which would be released as a result of the
employment of such munitions and devicess

"1/ %he definitions of chemical weapons are presented on the
understanding that problems related to irritants used for law enforcement and
riot control, and also to chemicals intended to enbhance the effect of the use
of chemical weapons if their inclusion in the Convention is agreed could be
handled outside the definitions of chemicali weapons if this will result in a
more clear and understandable definition. Preliminecy suggestions to solve
these probleus gre given below and consultations on them will be continued.

*2/ One delegation expressed its reservation on the present formulation
of the Gefinitics £ ~hemical weapons and on the terminology used in (i) that
failed to refiect *™: : weral purpose criterion.

"3/ Some delegations consider that further deliberation im reguired iw
order to clarify at a later stage of the negotiations the implications of this
definition for other parts of the Convention. This applies to other relevant
parts of the Appendix. Other delegations consider that key component of
binary and/or multicomponent chemical systew for chemical weapons mesznsg a
component which poses a apecial risk to the objectives of the Convention as it
can be an integral part in a chemical weapons munition or device and can fofm
toxic chemicals at tt» moment of their empluyment and possenses the following
characteristicss (a) reacts (interacts) rapidly with other corgonent{s) of
binary and/or multicomponent chemical sysiten during the munition's flight to
the target and gives a high yield of final toxic chemical; (b} playe an
important role in determining the toxic properties of the final productj
(c) may not be used, or be used only in mininal guantities, for permitted
purposes; (d) pcssesgses the atability necessary for long-term atorage.
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"(iii) &zny equipment specifically designed for use directly in connection
with the employment of such munitions or devices)

- {The term 'chemical weapons' shall not apply to those chemicals
which are not super-~toxic lethal, or other lethal chemicals and
which are approved by the Consultative Committca for use by a Party
for domestic law enforcement and domestic riot contrel purposes. )

- {States Parties agree not to [develop, produce, stockpile or]
utilize for chemical weapons chemicals intended to enhance the
effect of the use of such weapons.)

*f{2, 'Toxic chemicals' means:

chemicals [however or wherever they are produced), [whether produced in .
plants, munitions or elsewhere) [regardless of the method and pattern of
production] whose toxic properties can be ctilized to cause death or temporary
or permanent harm, to man or animals invelvings)

*{2, "Toxic chemicals' means:

any chemical, regardiess of its origin or method of production which
through its chemical action on life processes can cause death, temporary
incapacitation, or permanent harm to man or animals

*Toxic chemicals are divided into the following categories:]

®(a) ‘super-toxic lethal chemicals®’, which have a median lathal dose
which is less than or equal to 0.5 mg/kg ({(subcutaneous administration) or
2,000 mg-min/m3 (by inhalation) when measured by an agreed method 1/ set
forth in ... 2/

"(b) ‘'other lethal chemicals', which have a median lethal dose which is
greater than 0.5 mg/kg (subcutaneous administration) or 2,000 mg-min/h3 (by
inhalation) and less than or equal to 10 mg/kg (subcutancous administration)
ar 20,000 mg-min/m3 (by inhalation) when measured by an agreed method set
forth in ... 2/

®[(c) ‘other harmful chemicals', being any (toxic] chemicals not covered
by (@) or {b) above, [including toxic chemicals which normally cause temporary
incapacitation rather than death)] [at similar doses to those at which
supeg~toxic lethal chemicals cause death].)

*fand °‘other harmful chemicals' has a mediar lethal dose which is greater
than 10 mg/kg (subcutanecus adeinisteation) or 20,000 ma-min/m3 (by
inhalation}. )

®"1/ It wasz noted that after guch aeasurements had actually been
per formed, the figures nentioned in this and the following section micht be
gubject to slight changes in order to cover gulphur mustard gas under the
first category.

"2/ Rerommended procedures for toxicity determinations are containsd im
pages 131-135 of this document.
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*3. Purposes not prohibited by the Convention meanss

"(a) induatrial, agricultural, research, medical or other psaceful
puzposes, domestic law enforcement purposes; and military purposes not
connected with the use of chemical weapons.

®(b) protective purposes, namely those purposes directly related to
protection against chemical weaponss 1/

®*4. ‘'Precursor' means:

a chenical reagent which takes part in the production of a toxic chemical.

®*{a) '"Key Precursor' meanss

a precursor which poses a significant zick to the cbjectives of the
Convention by virtue of its importance in the production of a toxic chemical.

It may possess [posseases] the following characteristics:

®(i) It may play [plays] an important role in determining the toxic
properties of a [toxic chemicals prohibited by the Convention)
[super~toxic lethal chemicalj.

®(ii) It may be used in one of the chemical reactions at the f‘nal stage
of formation of the [toxic chemicals prohibited by the 'nvention)
[super -toxic lethal chemicall.

*[(iii) it may [is) not be used, or [is) used only in minimal gquantities,
for permitted purposes.] 2/

Key precursors are listed in ...

For the purpose of the relevant provisions in a Chemical Weapons
Convention key precursors should be listed and subject to revisions zccezding
to [characteristics] [gu . lelines].

Chemicals which are not key precursors but are deemed to pose a [threat)
[particulay risk] with regard to a Chemical Weapons Convention should be

included in a list.

"1/ The suggestion that such permitted proteciive purposes should relate
only to ‘an adversary's use of' chemical weapons was removed pending a
decision on whether in the Convention the questiocn of prohibiting other
military preparations for use of chemical weagons than these mentioned under
scope should be dealt with.

“2/ The position of this paragraph should be decided in relation to how
some chemicals, for instance, isopropylalcohcl, are dealt with in the
Convention.
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" [(b) Key component of binary and/or multicrmponent chemical systems for
chenical weapons meanss)

*{a key presurscr which forms a toxic chemical in the binary or
multiconponent weapons munition or device and which has the following
additionzl characteristics (to be elaborated):)

"S5. ‘Chemical weapons production facility' means: 1/

*1/ Consultations on this issue are under way. A paper that could serve
as a basis for further work is included in Appendix II.
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®*III. DECLARATIONS 1/

*l. BEach State Party shall submit to the Consultative Committee, not later
than 30 days after the Convention enters into force for it, the following
declarations:

"(a)

*{i)

"(i1)

“(1ii)

*(b)

"(i)

"(ii)

"(iii)

Il/
reviewed,

.2/

Chemical Weapons

whether it has any chemical weapons under its jurisdiction or
control 2/ anywhere;

whether it has on its territory any chemical weapons under the
Jurisdiction or contrel of others, including a State not Party to
the Conventions

whether it has transferred or received any chemical weapons and
whether it has transferred to or received from ai.yone the control
over such weapons since [1 January 1946) [26 March 1975].

Chemical Weapons Production Facilities

whether it has any chemical weapons production facilities under its
juriséiction or contrcl anywhere or has had such facilitles at any
time gince [1.1.1946}

whether it has any chemical weapons production facilities on its
territory under the jurisd@iction or control of others, including a
State not Party to this Convention, or has had such facilities at
any time since [1.1.1946}s

whether it has transferred or received any equipment for the
production of chemical weapons [a2nd documentation relevant to the
production of chemical weapons] since [1.1.1946), and whether it has
transferred ©c, or received from, anyone the control of such
equipment [and documentation).

The view wae expressed that the ' nex to this Article neads to be

It is agreed that the concept of ‘jurisdiction or control' requires

additional discussion and elaboration. To facilitate work on the issue an
informal discussion-paper dated 20 March 1987 was prepared, on the reguest of
the Chairman of the Committee, by Dr. Bolewski (Federal Rapublic of Germany),
Dr. Széndsi (Hungary) and Mr. BEffendi (Indonesia).
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»(c) Other declarations L/

"mhe precise location, nature and general scope of activities of any
facility and establiishment 2/ on its territory or under its juriszdiction or
under its control anywhere 3/ designed, constructed or used since [1.1.46) for
development of chemical weapons, inter alia, laboratories and test and

evaluation sites.

s2. Bach State Party making affirmative statements in regard to any of the
provisions under subparagraphs la and 1b of this Article shall carry out all
relevant measures envisaged in any or all of .gticles IV and V.

"1/ One delegation held the view that these provisions do not apply to
the production facility attached to the security stockpile as defined in
document CD/CH/WP.199.

"2/ The scope of the phrase ‘any facility and establishment' is to be
clarified and an appropriate formulation found.

"3/ It is agreed that the concepr; of 'on its tverritory or under its

jurisdiction or under its control anywhere® requires additional discussion and
elaboration.
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"IV. CHBMICAL WEAPONS 1/

*l. The provisions of this article and its Annex shall apply to any and all
chemical weapons under the Jurisdiction or cortrol of a State Party,
regardleas of location, including those on the territory of another State.

"2. BEach State Pacty, within 30 days after the Convention enters into force
for it, ahall submit a declaration which:

"(a) specifies the [precisc location,] 2/ aggregate quantity and detailed
inventory of any chemical weapons under its jurisdiction or controls

"(b) reports any chemical weapons on its territory under the Jurisdiction
or control of others, including a State not Party to this Convention;

"(c) specifies any transfer or réceipt by the State Party of any chemical
weapons since {1 January 1946] [26 March 1875] or any transfer of control by
that State Party of such weaponss and

"(d) provides its general plan for destruction of its chemical weapons,

*3. [Bach State Party shali, inRediately after the declaration under
paragraph 2 of this Articie has been submitted, provide access to its chomical
weapons for the purpose of systematic international on-site verification of
the declaration thzough on-gite inspection. Thereafter, each State Perty shall
ensure, through access to ite chemical weapons for the purpose of systematic
internationzl on-gite verification and through on-site inspection and
continuous monitoring withk on-site instruments, that the chemical weapons are
not removed except to a destruction facility.) 2/

"4. Each State Party shall submit detailed plang for the destruction of
chemical weapons not later than six months before each destruction period

detailed composition of the Chemical weapons which are subject to destruction
during that period,

*S. PBach State Party shall:

"(a) destroy all chemical weéapons pursuant to the Order specified in the
Annex to Article IV, beginning not later than 12 months and finishing not
later than 10 years after the Convention enters into force for it

" (b) provide information annuvally regarding the implementation of its
pPians for destruction of chemical weapons; and

"(c) certify, not later than 30 day= after the destruction process has
been completed, that all chemical weapons have been destroyed.

"1/ One delegation held the view that the provisions of thie Article and
its Annex shall apply without exception other than the rules relating to the
security stock as defined in document CD/CIMP.199.

"2/ One delegation reserved its poasitionm on this question.

~52--



"6. Each State Party shall provide access to any cheamical weapons destruction
facilities and the facilities® storace for the purpose of systamatic
international on-site verification of destruction through the continuous
Prezence of inspectors and continuous monitoring with on-aite instruments, in
accordance with the Annex to Article iIv.

°7. Any chemical weapons discovered by a State Party after the initial
declaration of chemical waapons shall be reported, secured and destroyed, as
Provided in the Annex to Article IV. 1/ 2/

*8. All locations where chemical weapons are [stored or] 3/ destroyed shall
be subject to systematic international on-site verification, through on-site
inspsction and monitoring with on-site inatruments in accordance with the
Annex to Article IV.

"9, Any State Farty which has on its territory chemical weapons which are
under the control of a State that is not a Party to thic Convention shall
ensure that such weapons are removed from its territory not later than

[30 days] after the date on which the Convention entered into force for it.

"10. The declaration, plans and information submitted by each State party
under this article shall be made in accordance with the Annex to Article III
and the Annex to Article IV. .

"1/ Consultations were .cried out on this issue. The results are
reflected in CD/CWMP.177/R .l. Different views were expressed, inter alia
on the gquesticn of the responsibility for the destruction of these weapons,
Purther work is nesded.

"2/ For some delegations, the question of the applicability of this
Annex to obsolete chemical weapona (ordnances) retrieved from the combat zones
of World War I will have to be resolved later.

"3/ One delegation reserved its position on this question.
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*V. CHEMICAL WEAPONS PRODUCTION FACILITIBS 1/

"l. The provisions of thic article shall 2pply te any and all chemical
weapons production facilities under the jurisdiction or control of a State
Party, regardless of location. 2/

"2. Each State Party with eny chemical weapons production facility shall
cease immediately ail activity at each chemical weapons production facility
except that required for closure.

"3. No State Ferty shall construct any new faciiity or modify any existing
facility for the purpose of chemical vesapons production or for any other
purpose prohibited by the Convention, Yy

®4. Bach State Party, within 30 days after the Convention enters into force
for it, shall submit a declaration whichs

"{a) specifies any chemical weapons production facilities under its
Jurisdiction er control, or on its torritory under the control of others, &/
including a State not party to this Convention, at any time gsince
[l January 1946] [at the tfme of entry into force of the Cenvention);

*(b) specifies any tranafer cr any receipt by tho State Party of any
equipment for the production of chemical w2apons (and documentation relevant
to the production of chemical weapons] since [1.1.1946) or any transfer of
control by that Party of such equipment {and documentation);

"(c) specifies actions to be taken for closure of aach chemical weapons
production facility,

®(d) outiines its general plan for destruction for reconstruction for
peaceful purposes) for each chemical weapons production facility, and

"{e) outlines its general plan for any temporary conversion of any
chemical wsapons production facility inco a facility for destruction of
chemical weapons.

"S. Each State Party shall, imeediately after the declaration, under
paragraph 4, has been submitted, provide access to each chemical wsapens
Production facility for the purpose of [systematic] international on-gite
verification of the declaration through on-gsite inspection.

"L/ One delegation held the view that the provisions of this Article
shall apply to any and all chemical vweapons production facilities, except the
prcduction facility assigned to the security stock as dealt with in
document CD/CW/WP.199.

"2/ It is underatood that the above Provisions aiso apply to any
facility on the territory of another State [regardless of ownership and form
of contract, on the basis of which they have been set up and functioned for
the purpogses of production of chemical weapong].

"3/ Some delegations consider this paragraph redundant.

"4/ GScme delegations expressed doubts as to the applicability of this
phrase.
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"§. 2sch State Party ¢ g

"(a) close within .nree months after the Convention enters into force for
it, each chemical weapons production facility in a manner that will render
sach facility inoperables and

®(b) provide access to 2ach chemical weapons production facility,
subsequent to closurs, for the purpose of systematic international on-site
verification through psricdic on-site inspsction and contincous menitor ing
vith on-gite instruments in order to ensure that the facility remains closed
&md is subsequently (dismantled and] destroyed, or [dismantled] [and
reconstructed for peaceful purposes].

“7. Each State Party shall submit detailed plans for (dsstruction]
{elimination] of each facility not later than [2 months) before the
[destruction) (elimination) [conversion} of the facility begins. 1/

*8. Each State Party shall:

"(a) [destroy) [eliminate] all chemical weapons producticn facilities
pursuant to [the [order] ([schedule) specified in) the Annex to Article V
beginning not later than 12 months, amd finishing not later than 10 years,
a#fter the Convention enters into force for itj 2/

?(b) provide informaticn annually regarding the implementation of its
plans for the [destruction] [elimination]) of its chemical veaponz production
facilities, and :

*{c) certify, not later than 30 days after the destruction process has
been completed, that its chemical weapons production facilities have been
([destroyed] [eliminated].

“¢. A chemical weapons production facility may be temporarily converted for
destruction of chemical weapons. Such a converted facility must be
(destroyed] [eliminated] as soon as it is no longer in use for destruction of
chemical veapons and, in any case, not later than 10 yeara zfter the
Convention enters into force for the State Party.

“10. [Bach State Party shall submit all chemical weapons production
facilities] (All chemical weapons Production facilities shall be subject] to
systematic international on-site verification through on-site inspection and
monitoring with on-site instruments in accordance with the Annex to Article V.

®11. The declaration, plans and information submitted by each State Party
under this article shall be made in accordance with the Annex to Article v,

“l/ One delegation held the view that the detailed plans in question
should be submitted by each State Party within 12 months of the entry into
force of the Comvention for it.

“2/ Some delegations expressed the desire to see the elimination of
chemical weapons production facilities at the earliest opportunity.
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"VI. ACTIVITIES NOT PROHIBITED BY THE CONVENTION i/ 2/

*l. Bach State Party:

®{a) has the right, subject to the provisions of this Convention, to
develop, produce, otherwise acquire, retain, transfer aznd use toxic chemicals
and their precursors for purposes not prohibited by the Convention,

"(b} shall ensure that toxic chemicals and their precursers arg not
developed, produced, otherwise acquired, retained, transferred, or 'sed within
its territory or anywhere under its Jurisdiction or control for purposes
prohibited by the Convention.

"2. Toxic Chemicals znd their Precursors:

"(a) Toxic chemicals and their precursors considered in the annexzs o
Acticle VI (1), [2], [3) and [...], 3/ which could be used for purposes
prohibited by the Convention, as well as facilities which produce, process or
consume these toxic chemicals or precursors, shall be subject to international
monitoring as provided in those annexess

Annex to Article VI [1} Schedule [1l}: Super~-Toxic Lethal Chemicais and
(ezpecially dangerous key Precursgors)
(key components of chamicals weapons
systemg],

Annex to Article VI (2] Schedule [2)s Rey Precursors.

Annex to Article VI [3] Schedule [3}s Chemicals produczd in large commercial
quantities and which could be used for
chemical weapons purposes.

Annex to Article VI [...])s Production of super-toxic lethal
chemiczls not listed in Schedules [1].

"1/ One delegation considers that the terminolegy used in this article
and its annexes should be consistent with the final definition of chemical
weapons to be agreed upon.

"2/ One delegation expressed the view that the question of collection
and forwarding of data and other information to verify non-production requires
further consideration. This delegatiocn made reference to the Working
Paper CD/CEMP.159 of 19 March 1987, which includes draft elements for
inclusion in the rolling text.

"3/ Some delegations consider that these chemicals should be dealt with
in the Annex to Article VI [2] Schedule f2]., Other delegations consider that
a separate annex [4) is required. Until this issue is resolved, the
designation Annex to Article VI [...] is used.
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*{b) The schedules of chemicals contained in the annexes may be revisad.
Modalities for revision are contained in the Annex to Article [VI} [0.]. 1/

"3. Within 30 days of the entry into force of it, each State Party shall
declace data on relevant chemicals and the Zfacilities which prcduce them, in
accordance with the Annex to Articie VI (1], [2]), [3) a8 [...].

"4. Each State Party shall make an annual declaration regarding the relavant
chemicals in accordanc: with the Annex to Article VI {1), [2], (3] and [...].

"S. Bach State Party undertakeg to subject the chemicals and [facility]
[facilities] under the Annex to Article VI [1] to the measures contained in
that Annex. .

®6. Each State Party undertakes to subject the chemicals and facilities under
the Annex to Artiele VI [2] and [...] to monitoring by data reporting and
routine systematic internaticnal on-site veritication, thzough on-gite
inspection and use of on-site instruments as long as production and processing
are not impaired.

"7. Bach State Party undertakes to subject the chemiczls and facilities under
the Annei to Article VI (3] to monitoring by data reporting.

”8. The provisions of this article shall be implemented in a manner designed
in so far as possible to avoid hampering the economic or technological
development of parties %o the Convention and international co-operation in the
field of peaceful chemical activities ircluding the international exchange of
scientific and technical information and chemicals and equiprment for the
preoduction, processing or use of chemicals for peaceful purposes in accordance
with the provisions of the Convention. 2/ 3/

*9. In conducting verification activities, the (Consultative Committee) shall:

"(a) aveid undue interference in the State Party's peaceful chemical
activities;

“(b) take every precaution to protect confidential information coming to
its knowledge in the implementation of the Conventions 2/ and

"{c) require only the minimum amount of informaticn and data necessary
for the carrying out of itg responsibilities under the Conventien.

*10. For the purpose of on-gite verification, each State Party shall grant to
the (Consultative Committee) access to facilities as required in the Annex to
Article VI {11, {2], (3] and [...].

"1/ Furthermore, work was carried out on guidelines for considering
inclusion of chemicals in Schedule {l1l. The result of this work is encloased
in dppendix II to serve as a basis for future work,

*2/ It was agreed that provisions to ensure the confidentiality of the
information provided should be elaborated.

"3/ The inclusion of this paragraph in this Article is to be considered
further.
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®*VII. NATIONAL IMPLEMENTATION MEASURES

*Each State Party to thie Convéention shall adopt any meagures it
conaiders necassary in accordance with its congtitutional processes to
implement this Convention and, in particular, to prohibit and prevent anywhere
under its jurisdiction or control any activity that a State Party to this
Convention is prohibited from conducting by this Convention,

®In order to implement these obligations, each State Party shall,
according to its needs and specific conditions, designate or establish a
national authority. 1/

“Bach State Party undertakea to inform the Consultative Committee
concerning the national authority and other legislative and adninistrative
measures taken to implement the Convention.

"Each State Party undertakes to co-operate with the Cenaultative
Committee in the exercise of all its functions and in particular to provide
agssistance to the Consultative Committee including data reporting, assistance
for international on-gite inspections, provided for in this Convention, and a
response to all its regqrests for the provision of expertise, information and
laboratory support.

*National Technical Means 2/

"1/ 1t was suggested that guidelines for the functioning of the aational
authority for the implementation of the Convention be elaborated,

“2/ It was suggested that no reference to Hational Technical Means is
needed in a future Convention.
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*VIII., THZ ORGANIZATION 1/

*A. General Provisions

"l. The States Parties to the Convention hereby establish the Organization
for the Prchibition of Chemical Weapons, to achieve the objectives of the
Conventicn, to ensure the implementation of its provisions, including those
for international verification of compliance with it, and to provide a forum
for consultation and co-cperation among States Parties. 2/

"2, All States Parties to tue Convention shall be members of the Organization.
"3. The seat of the headquarters of %he Organization ehall be ...
"4, There. are hereby established as the organs of the Organization the )
{Consultative Committze] [General Conference}, the Executive Council and the
Technical Secretariat.

“B. [The Consultative Committee] [The General Conference]

"(2) Compogition, procedure and decieion-naking

"l. The [Consultative Committee) [General Conference} shall be conpogsed of
all the States Parties to this Convention. Each State Party to the Convention
shall have one representative in the {Consvltative Committee] [Seneral
Confersnce}, who may be accompanied by alternates and advisers.

®2. The firat session of the {[Consultative Committee] {[General Conferunce)
shall be convened by the Depository at (venue) not later than 30 days after
the entry into foice of the Convention,

"3, The [Consultative Committee] [General Conferenca) shall meet in regular
sessions which should pe helid annually urless it decides otherwise. It shall
meet in special sessionz, as the [Consultative Comnittee] {[General Conference)
may Cecide, at the request of the Executive Council or at the request of any
State Party supported by [8-10} 3/ lone third of] the Statrme Parties. When
necessary a special session shall be convened at short notice.

"l/ One delegation has expressed reservations with regard to the
approach being given to the concept of an Organization for the Prohibition of
Chemical Weapuzns, or any other similar solution for this purpose, and has
expressed the view that before proceeding further in the examination of this
question, there is a need to define the principles that will govern the
financing of such an Organization.

"2/ A view was expressed that the achievement of these objectives should
be socught in close co-operation with the United Nations.

"3/ A view was expressed that a smailer number of States Parties
supporting such a request could also be sufficient.
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“g, Sessions shell teke place at the headquarters of the Organization unless
the [Consultative Committee)] [Genaral Conference] decidea otherwise.

"S5, The [Consultativa Committee] ([General Conference) szhall adopt its rules
of procedure. At the bejinnl.ig of each regular seseica, it shall elect its
Chairman and such cther officers as may be required. They shall hold office
until a new Chairman and other officers are elected at the next regular
seasion.

"6. A majority of the members of the [Consultative Committes] [General
Conference] ghall constitute a quorum.

®»7. Bach member of the [Consultative Committee) [General Conference] shall
have one vote,

g, Decislons on questions of procedure, including decisions to convene
special sessions of the [Consultative Committee) [General Conference], shall
be taken by & simple majority of the members present and voting. Decisions on
questions of substance ghall be taken by a two-thirds majority of the members
present and voting unless otherwise specifically provided for in the
Convention. When the issue arises as to whether a question is one of
substance or not, that qrestion shall be treatsd as one of substance unless
otherwise decided by the [Consultative Committee]) {[General Conference)] by the
majority required for decisions on gueations of substance. 1/ 2/

*(b) Powers and functions

*"1. The [Consultative Committee) [Ganeral Conference] shall be the
I[principal} [supreme) organ of the Organization. It shall consider any
questions, matters or issues within the scope of the Convention, including
those relating to the powers and functions of the Executive Council and
Technical Secretariat. It may make recommendations and take decizions 2/ on
any questions, matters or issues relatad to the Convention raised by a State
Party or brought toc its attention by the Executive Council.

®"2, The [Coasultative Committee) [General Conference] shall oversee the
implementation of the Convention, and promote and [assess] review compliance
with it. It shall also oversee the activities of the Executive Council and
the technical Secretariat and may issue guidelines in accordance with the
Convention to either of them in the exercise of their functions.

*1/ It has also been proposed that decisions should be taken by
consensus, except as specified elsewhere and, if a consensus were not possible
within 24 hours, by a simple majority of the nembers present and voting. It
has also been pointed out that there should be no differentiation between
decisions on questions of procedure and those of substance.

®*2/ A view was expreassed that the report of a fact-finding inquiry

should not be put to a vote, nor should any decision be taken as to whether a
Party is complying with the provisions of the Convention.
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»3, In addition, the powers and functions of the [Consultztive Committee)
[Ganeral Conference] shall be:

"{i) To consider and adopt at lts regular sessions the report of the

Organization, consider other reports 1/ and consider and adopt the
programme and budget of the Organization, sulmitted by the Executive

Councils

®*(ii) to [encourage] [promote] international co-oparation for peaceful
purposes in the chemical fieldj;

"(1ii) to review acientific and technological developments which could
affect the operation of the Conventiong

®"(iv) to decide on the scale of financial contributions to be paid by
States Parties; 2/

"(v) to elect the members of the Bxecutive Councilj;
®"{vi) to appoint the Director of the Technical Secretariat; 3

"(vii) to approve the rules of procedure of the Executive Council submitted
by the latter;

"{viii) to establish such subsidiary organs as it finds necessary for the
exercise of its functions in accordance with this Convention. 4/ 5/

"(iX) ... 6/

*1/ It has been proposed that reports should be gsent to the
United Nations.

"2/ The entire problem of the costs of the Organization needs to be
congidered.

*3/ The option of candidates being proposed by the Executive Council and
by States Parties for appsintment should be discussed.

"4/ It has been proposed that a Scientific Advisory Council be
estabiished as a subsidiary body.

"S5/ It has been proposed that a Fact-finding Panel be established as a
subaidiary bedy.

"6/ The question of functions relating to the implementation of
Articles X and XI will be considered at a later stage, Other functions,
e.g. the action to be taken in the event of non-compliance by a State party,
could be included as well.
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"4. The [Consultative Committee] [General Conference] shall, after the expiry
of 5 and 10 years from the date of entry into force of this Convention and at
such other times within that time period as may be agreed on, meet in special
sessiona to undertake reviaws of the oparation of this Convention. Such
reviews shall take into account any relevant scientific and technological
developments. At intervals of five years thereafter, unless otherwise agreed
upon by a majority of the States Parties, further sessions of the
{Consultative Committee) [General Conference] shall be convened with the same

cbjective. 1/

"{5. The Chairman of the ([Consultative Committee] ([General Conference) shall
serve as non-voting Chairman of th« Executive Council.)

"C. The Executive Council

"{a) Composition, procedure and decision-making

(To be elaborated)

*({b) Powers and functions

*). The Executive Council shall be the executive organ of the [Consultative
Committee] [General Conference], to which it shall be responsible. It shall
carry out the powers and functions entrusted to it under the Convention and
its Annexes, as wel)l as such functions delegated *o it by the {[Consultative
Committee] [General Conference]l. 1In so doing, it shall act in conformity
with the recommendations, decisions and guidelines of the [Consultative
Committee] [General Conference] and assure their continuous and proper
implementation.

®2. In particular, the Executive Council shall:

®{a} promote the effective implementation of, and compliance with, the
Convention;

* (b} supervise the activities of the Technical Secretariat;
"{c) co-operate with the appropriate national authorities of States

Parties and facilitate consultations and co-operation among States Parties at
their request;

®*1/ The placement and wording of this provision as well as the possible
need for separate review conferences require further consideration.
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%{d) consider any issue or matter within its competence, affecting the
Convention and its implementation, iacluding concerns ragarding compliance,
and cases of non-compliance, 1/ and, as appropriate, inform States Parties and
bring the issue or matter to the attention of the [Consultative Committee]
[General Conferencel)

®(e) consider and submit to the [Consultative Committee) ([General
Conference] the draft programme and budget of the Organization;

*(£) consider and submit to the [Consultative Committee] [General
Conference} the draft report of the Organization on the implementation of the
Convention, the report on the performance of its own activities and such
special reports as it deems necessary or which the [Consultative Committee}
{General Conference] may request)

“{g) conclude agreements with States and international organizations on
behalf of ¢he Organization, subject to approval by the {Consultative
Committee) [General Conference}, and approve agreements relating to the
implementation of verification activities, concluded by the Director-General
of the Technical Secretariat with States Parties)

“(h) (i) weet for regular cessions. Between regular sessions, it shall
meet as often as may be required for the fulfilment of its
functions;

"{(ii) elect its Chairman;}

*{iii) elaborate and submit its rules of procedure to the
[Consultative Committee] {[General Conference] for approval;

®(iv) make arrangements for the sessions of the [Consultative
Committee} [General Conference] including the preparation of a
draft agenda.

"3. The Executive Council may request the convening of a special session of
the [Consultative Committee] [General Conference). 2/

"1/ A view was expressed that the report of a fact-finding inquiry
should not be put to a vote, nor should any decision be taken as to whether a
Party is complying with the provisions of the Convention.

"2/ It has been proposed that the Executive Council should request the
convening of a special session of the [Consultative Committee] {General
Conference] whenever obligations set forth in Article I of the Convention aze
violated.
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"D. Technical Secretariat

"l. A Technical Secretariat shall be established to assist the [Consultative
Committee) ([General Conference] and the Executive Council in the performance
of their functions. The Technical Secretariat shall carry out the functions
entrusted to it under the Convention and its Annexes, as well as such
functions asaigned to it by the [Consultative Committee) [General Conference]
and the Executive Council.

®*2. In particular, the Technical Secretariat shall:

“(a) address and receive communications on behalf of the Organizaticn to
and from States Parties on matters pertaining to the implementation of the
Convention;

"(b) negotiate the subsidiary agreements with States Parties relating to
systematic international on-site verification for approval by the Executive
Council;

"(c) execute international verification measure provided for in the
Convention; 1/

*(d) inform the Erecutiv:: Council of any problems which have arisen with
regard to the execution of its functions, and of [doubts, ambiguities or
uncertainties about compliance with the Convention) which have come to its
notice in the performance of its verification activities and/or which it has
been unable to resolve or clarify through its consultations with the State
Party concerned;

"(e) provide technical assistance and technical evaluation to States
Parties (in accordance with] [in the implementation of the provisions of] the
Convention; 2/

"(f) prepare and submit to the Executive Council the draft programme and
budget of the Organization;

*{g) prepare and submit to the Executive Council the draft report of the
Organization on the implementation of the Convention and such other reports as
the Executive Council and/or the [Consultative Committee] {[General Conference]
may requests

*{h) provide administrative and technical support 2/ to the [Consultative
Committee) [General Conference), the Executive Council and other subsidiary
bodies.

"1/ 1t has been suggested that the International Inspectorate may
request inspections for some insufficiently clear situations in the context of
their systematic verification activities.

*2/ The phrasing of this paragraph needs to be considered further in the
light of the elaboration of the relevant provision of the Convention. It has
been suggested that the technical assistance or evaluation may relate,
inter alia, to developing technical procedures, improving the effectiveness of
verification methods, :nd revising lists of chemicals.
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®*3, The International Inspectorate shall be a unit of the Technical
Secretariat and shall act under the supervision of the Director~General of the
Technical Secretariat. Guidelines on the International Inspectorate are

specified in ... 1/

"4. The Technical Secretariat shall comprise a Director-General, who shall be
its head and chief administrative officer, and inspectors and such scientific,
technical and other personnel as may be required.

"5. The Director-General of the Technical Secretariat shall be appointed by
the [Consultative Committee] [General Cocnference] [upon the recommendation of
the Executive Council] 2/ for (4] {5) years [renewable for one further term,
but not thereafterj. The Director-General shall be responsible to the
[Consultative Committee] [General Conference] and the Executive Council for
the appointment of the staf{ and the organization and functioning of the
Technical Secretariat. The paramount consideration in the employment of the
staff and in the determination of the conditions of services shall be the
necessity of securing the highest standards of efficiency, competence and
integrity. Only citizens of States Parties shall serve as international
inspectors or as other members of the professional and clerical staff. Due
regard shall be paid to the importance of recruiting the staff on as wide a
geographical basis as possible. Recruitment shall be guided by the principle
that the staff shall be kept to a minimum necessary for the proper execution
of its responsibilities.

*6. In the performance of their duties, the Director-General of the Technical
Secretariat, the inspectors and other members of the staff shall not seek or
receive instructions from any Government or from any other source external to
the Organization. They shall refrain from any action which might reflect on
their pogitions as international officers responsible only to the
[Consultative Committee) [General Conference] and the Executive Council. In
particular, subject to such responsibilities, they shall not disclose to any
unauthorized persons any confidential information coming to their knowledge in
the performance of their official duties., The Director-General shall
establish a régime governing the handling and protection of confidential data
by the Technical Secretariat.

"7. Each State Party shall undertake to respect the exclusively international
character of the responsibilities of the Director-General of the Technical
Secretariat, the inspectors and the other members of the staff and not seek to
influence them in the discharge of their responsibilities.

"1/ Because of considerations under way in some capitals, the questicn
of how to approach these guidelines will be decided later. For the
convenience of delegations Attachment (A) of the Report of the Co-ordimator
for Cluster IV (CD/CWMP.175) is included as Addendum I to this Appendix.

"2/ It has been propogsed “hat the Director-General of the Technical

Secretariat be appointed by thc¢ “onsultative Committee) [General Conferencel
upon the recommendation of the Secretary-General of the United Nations.
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*IX¥. CONSULTATIONS, CO-OPERATION AND FACT-FINDING 1/ 2/

"l. States Parties shall consult and co-operate, directly among themselves,
or through the Consultative Committee cr other appropriate international
procedures, including procedures within the framework of the United Nations
and in accordance with its Charter, on any matter which may be raised relating
to the objectives or the implementation of the provisions of this Convention.

"2. States Parties to the Convention shall make every possible effort to
clarify and resolve, through exchange of information and consultations among
tliem, any matter which may cause doubt about compliance with this Convention,
or which gives rise to concerns about a related matter which may be considered
ambiguous. [A Party which receives a request from another Party for
clarification of any matter which the requesting Party believes causes such
doubts or concerns shall provide the requesting Party, within ... days of the
request, with information sufficient to answer the doubts or concerns raised
along with an explanation on how the information provided resolves the
matter.] Nothing in this Convention affects the right of any two or more
States Parties to this Convention to arrange by mutual consent for inspections
or any other procedures among themaelves to clarify and resolve any matter
which may cause doubts about compliance or gives rise to concerns about a
related matter which may be considered ambiguous. Such arrangements shall not
affect the rights and obligations of any State Party under other provisions of
this Convention.

"Procedure for requesting clarification

"3. A State Party shall have the right to request the Executive Council to
assist in clarifying any situation which may be considered ambiguous or which
gives rise to doubts about the compliance of another State Party with the
Convention. The Executive Council shall provide appropriate information and
data in its possession relevant to the situation which can dispel such doubts,
whilst [taking every precaution in) protecting commercial and industrial
secrets and other confidential information coming to its knowledge in the
implementation of the Convention,

"4. A State Party shall have the right to request the Executive Council to
obtain clarification from another State Party on any situation which may be
considered ambiguous or which gives rise to doubts about its compliance with
the Convention. 1In such a case, the following shall apply:

"(a) The Executive Council shall forward the request for clarification to
the State Party concerned within [24 hours] of its receipt.

"({b) The requested State Party shall provide the clarification to the
Executive Council within [seven days) of the receipt of the request.

*l/ Some delegations expressed the view that the issue of verification
of alleged use of chemical weapons and procedures for conducting such
inspections had not yet been considered in-depth and should be discussed at a
later stage on the basis of the proposed Annex to Article IX (documents CD/766

and CD/QIMP.173).
"2/ One delegation held the view that the specific procedures of the

challenge inspecticn régime applicable to the security stock shall be those
defined in document CD/OWAP.199.
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% (c) The Executive Council shall forward the clarification to the
requesting State Party within [24 hours) of its receipt.

"(d) In the event that the requesting State Party deems the clarification
to be inadequate, it may request the Executive Council te obtain from the
requested State Party further clarification.

"(e) For the purpose of obtaining further clarification requested under
paragraph 2 (d), the Executive Council may set up a2 group of experts to
examine all available information and data relevant to the situation causing
the doubt. The group of experts shall submit a factual report to the
Executive Council on its findings.

“(£) Should the requesting State Party consider the clarification
obtained under paragraphs 2 (d) and 2 (e) to be unsatisfactory, it may request
a special meeting of the Executive Council in which States Parties involved
not members of the Executive Council shall be entitled to take part in
accordance with provisions in Article ... In such a special meeting, the
Executive Council shall consider the matter and may recommend any measure it
deems appropriate to cope with the situation.

%5, A State Party shall have the right to request the Executive Council to
clarify aay situation which has been considered ambiguous or has given rise to
doubts about its compliance with the Convention. The Executive Council shall
respond by providing such assistance as appropriate.

"6. The Executive Council shall inform the States Parties to this Convention
about any request for clarification provided in this Article.

*7. [If the doubts or concerns of a State Party about compliance have not
been resolved within [two months} after the submission of the request for
clarification to the Executive Council, or it believes its doubts warrant
urgent consideration, without necessarily exercising its right to the
challenge procedure, it may request a special session of the Consultative
Committee in accordance with Article ... In such a special session, the
Consultative Committee shall consider the matter and may recommend any measure
it deems appropriate to cope with the situation.}

"Procedure for requesting a fact-finding mission

"The further contents of Article IX remain to be elaborated. 1/

"1/ Consultations on this issue were carried out by the Chairman of the
2 Boc Committee for the 1987 session. The state of affairs, as seen by the
Chairman is presented in Appendix II with the aim of facilitating further
consideration of the issue. Further consultations are being carried out by
the Chairman of Group C.
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*X.  ASSISTANCE 1/
"XI.  ECONOMIC AND TECHNOLOGICAL DEVELOPMENT 1/
"XII. RELATION TO OTHER INTERNATIONAL AGREEMENTS 2/

"Nothing in this Convention will be interpreted as in any way impairing
the obligations assumed under the Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use in
War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods
of Warfare, signed at Geneva on 17 June 1925 and in the Convention on the
Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriologicail
(Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction, signed at London,
Moscow and Washington on 10 April 1972,

"XI1I, AMENDMENTS 2/
"XIV. DURATION, WITHDRAWAL 2/

"The withdrawal of a State Party frcm this Convention shall not in any
way affect the duty of States to continue fulfilling the obligations assumed
under any relevant rules of international law, particularly the Geneva
Protocol of 17 June 1925,

"Xv., SIGNATURE, RATIFICATION, ENTRY INTG FORCE 2/

"XVIi. LANGUAGES 2/

"l/ Work on this Article continued. With the aim of facilitating
further consideration of the issues involved, the text reflecting the current
stage of discussion is included in Appendix II.

"2/ Dburing the first part of the 1988 session, work on this Article was
undertaken. With the aim of facilitating further consideration of the issues
involved, the text reflecting the current stage of discussion is included in
Appendix II.
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"ANNEX TO ARTICLE III
"I, DECLARATIONS OF CHEMICAL WEARPONS
*A. Possession or non-possession
*1, Possession of chemical weapons on own territory
Y¥esS .ceee
NO seseeo
"2, DPossession, jurisdiction or control over chemical weapons elsewhere
Y¥es ceese
NO ceoves

"B, Existence on the territory of any chemical weapons under the jurisdiction
or control of anyone else

YesS coeca

m av oo

"C. Past transfers

YeS cecne
NGO ceeene
"1I. DECLARATIONS OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS PRODUCTION FACILITIES
"A. Possession or non-possession
"l. Possession of chemical weapons production facilities on own territory
Yes oo
NO cecooe

"2. Possession, jurisdiction or control over chemical weapons production
facilities elsewhere

Yes .eseo

NO cecesne



*B. Existence on the territory of any chemical wea ng production facilities
under_the Jurisdiction or Gontrol of anyond sioert-production facilities
Yes .....
. T
*C. Past transfers of equipment jor technical documentation] 1/
¥e8 soeoen
NO scenes

"{II1X. OTHER DECLARATIONS j

“l/ The view was expressed that technical documentation should not be
includea.
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"ANNEX TO ARTICLE IV
"I. DECLARATIONS OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS

*A., The declaration by a State Party of the aggregate quantity
{,location], 1/ and detailed compositiocn of chemical weapons under its
jurisdiction or controi shalli include the followings

"l. The aggregate guantity of each chemical declared.

"{2. The precise location of each declared storage site of chemical
weapons, expressed by:

- namej
- geographical co-ordinates.] 1/

*3. Detailed inventory for each storage facility:

"{1) Chemicals defined as chemical weapons in accordance with Article 1I:

"(a) Chemicals shall be declared within the schedules specified in tne
Annex to Article VI. 2/

*(b) For a chemical not listed in the Schedules in the Annex to
Article VI, 2/ the information required for possible assignment of the
chemical to one of the proper schedules shall be provided, including the
toxicity of the pure compound. Fnr a precursor chemical, the toxicity and
identity of the principal final reaction product (s) shall be provided.

"(c) Chemicals shall be identified by chemical name in accordance with
current IUPAC (International Union of Pure and Appried Chemistry)
nomenclature, structural formula and Chemical Abstracts Service registry
number, if assigned. For a precursor chemical, the toxicity and identity of
the principal final reaction product (s) shall be provided.

"(d) In cases involving mixtures of two or more chemicals, all such
components shall be identified and the percentage of each component shzll be
provided, and the mixture shall be declared under the category of the most
toxic chemical.

"(e) In cases involving multi-component munitions, devices, bulk
containers, and other containers, the quantity cf each chemical component
shall be provided, as well as the projected quantity of the final principal
reaction product obtained. Such items shall be declared under the category of
the [key precursor] [key component).

"1/ One delegation reserved its position on this questioa.
"2/ A view was expressed that in the context of Article IV,

consideration should be given to the development of schedules applicable to
chemical weapons declared under the Article.

-71-



"(£) For each chemical the form of storage, i.e. munitions,
sub-munitions, devices, equipment or bulk containers and other containers
shall be declared. For each form of storage the following shall be listed:

= type

- size or calibre

= number of items

- weight of chemical fil}l per item

In 3dition, for chemicals stored in bulk the percentage prrity shall he
dec.ared.

"(g) Por each chemical the total weight present at the turage zite shall
be declared.

"(2) Unfilled munitions and/or sub-munitions and/or devices and/or
equipment, defined as chemical weapons. For each type fhe information shall
include:

“(a) the number of i’ . :
"(b) the fill volume per item
"(c) the intended chemical fill, if known.

"(3) Equipment specifically designed for use directly in connection with
the employment of munitions, sub-munitions, devices or equipment under points
(1) and (2).

"(4) Chenicals specifically designed for use directly in connection with
the employment of munitions, sub-munitions, devices or equipment und. points
(1) and (2).

"B. Detailed information on any chemical weapons on the territory of a
State Party which are under the jurisdiction or control of others, including a
State not Party to the convention {to be developed).

"C. Past transfers and receipts.

"A State Party that has transferred or received chemical weapons shall
declare this (these) transfer(s) or receipt (s), [provided the amount
transferred or received exceeded one metric tonne [of chemicals) [per
chemical] per year in bulk and/or munition form]. This declaration shall be
made according to the inventory format in paragraph 3 above. This declaration
shall alsc indicate the supplier and recipient countries and, as precisely as
possible, timing and current location of the transferred items.
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"II. INTERNATIONAL VERIFICATION OF DECLARATIONS OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS,
INTERNATIONAL SYSTEMATIC MONITORING OF STORAGE FACILITIES, INTERNATIONAL
VERIFICATION OF REMOVAL OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS FOR DESTRUCTION 1/

"l. Storage facility description

"(a) Each site or location where, pending their destruction chemical
weapons, declared in accordance with Article IV, are stored on the territory
of a State Party or under its jurisdiction or control elsewhere, shall
hereafter be designzted as 'storage facility'.

"{b) At the time of the submission of its declaration of chemlcal
weapons, in accordance with Article IV, a State Party shall provide the
International Authority with the detailed description and location of its
storage facility(ies) containing:

~ boundary map:

- location of bunkers/storage areas, within the facility;

- the detailed inventory of the contents of each bunker/storage areaj

- relevant details of the construction of bunkers/storage areas;

- recommendations for the emplacement by the International Authority of
seals and monitoring instruments.

"2. Measures to secure the storage facility and storage facility preparation

"(a) Not later than when submitting its declaration of chemical weapons,
a State Party shall take such measures as it consiuers appropriate to secure
its storage facility(ies) and shall prevent any movement of its chemical
weapons, except their removal for destruction.

"{b) In order to prepare its storage facility(ies) for international
verification, a State Party shall ensure that its chemical weapons at its
storage facility(ies) are so configured that seals and menitor ing devices may
be effectively applied, and that such configuration allows ready access for
such verification. .

"(c) While the storage facility remains closed for any movenent of
chemical weapons other than their removal for destruction activities necessary
for maintenance and safety monitoring by national authorities may continue at
the facility.

"1/ One delegation expressed reservations on this whole sectjon in view
of its position on the issue of declaration of location of chemical weapons
stocks in Article 1Iv.
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"3. Agreements on subgidiary arrangements 1/

"(a) Within [6]) months after entry into force of the convention,
Stateg Parties shall conclude with the International Anthority agreements on
subsidiary arrangements for verification of their atorage facilities. Such
agreements shall be based on a Model Agrcenent and shall specify for each
storage facility the number, intensity, duration of inspections, detailed
inspection procedures znd the installation, operation and maintenance of the
seals and monitoring devices by tha International Authority. The Model
Agreement shall inciude provisions to take into account future technological
developments.

"(b) States Parties shall ensure that the verification of declarations of
chemical weapons and the initiation of the systematic monitoring of storage
facilities can be accomplished by the International Authority at all storage
facilities within the agreed time frames after the convention enters into
force. 2/

“4. International verification of declarations of chemical weapons
"(a) International verification by on-site inspections

"(i) The purpose of the international verification of declarations of
chemical weapons shall be to confirm through on-gite inspections the
accuracy of the declarations made in accordance with Articie IV. k74

®(ii) The International Inspectors shall conduct this verification
promptly after a declaration is submitted. They shall, inter alia
verify the quantity and identity of chemicals, types and number of
munitions, devices and other equipment.

"(iii) They shall employ, as appropriate, agreed seals, markers or other
inventory control procedures to facilitate an accurate inventory of
the chemical weapons at each storage facility.,

"(iv) As the inventory progresses, International Inspectors shall install
such agreed seals as may be necessary to clearly indicate if any
stocks are removed, and to ensure the securing of the storage
facility.

"1/ The coverage of the subsidiary arrangements is. to be discussed,

"2/ Procedures to ensure the implementaticn of the verification scheme
within designated time frames are to be developed.

"3/ The applicability of Article 1V, paragraph 2(b) is to be discussed.
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*(b) Co-ordination for international systematic monitoring of storage
facilities

*In conjunction with the on-gite inspections of verification of
declarations of chenical weapons, the International Inspectors shall undertake
necessary co-ordination for measures of systematic monitoring of storage
facilities.

5, International systematic monitor ing of storage facilijties

“(a) The purpose of the international systematic monitoring of storage
facilities shall be to ensure that no undetected removal of chemical weapons
takes place.

®(b) The international systematic monitoring shall be initiated as soon,
as possible after the declaration of chemical weapons is submitted and shall
continue until all chemical weapons have been removed from the storage
facility. It shall ke ensured, in accordance with the agreement on subsidiary
arrangements, through a combination of continuous monitoring with on-gite
instruments and systematic verification by internaticnal on-site inspections
or, where the continuous monitoring with on-gite instruments is not feasible,
by the presence of International Inspectors.

"(c) If the relevant agreement on subsidiary arrangements for the
systematic monitoring of a chemical weapons storage facility is concluded,
International Inspectors shail install for the purpose of this systematic
monitoring a monitoring system as referred to below under (e). If no such
agreement has been concluded, the International Inspectors will initiate the
systematic monitoring by their continuous presence on-site until the agreement
is concluded, and the monitoring system installed and activated.

®(d) In the period before the activation of the continuous monitoring
with on-gite instruments and at other times when this continuous monitoring is
not feasible, seals installed by International Inspectors may only be opened
in the presence of an International Inspector. If an extraordinary event
requires the opening of a seal when an inspector is not present, a State Party
shall immediately inform the Internatiocnal Authority and International
Inspectors will return as soon as possible to validate the inventory and
re-establish the seals.

*(e) Monitoring with instruments.

"(i) For the purpose of the systematic monitor ing of a chemical
weapons storage facility, International Inspectors will
install, in the presence of host country personnel and in
conformity with the relevant agreement on subsidiary
arrangements, a monitoring system consisting of, inter alia,
sensors, ancillary equipment and transmission systems. The
agreed types of these instruments shall be specified in the
Model Agreement. They shall incorporate, inter alia, seals and
other tamper-indicating and tamper-resistant devices as well as
data protection and data authentication features.
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"(i1)

"(iii)

"(iv)

"(v)

" (vi)

The wmonitoring system shall have such abilities and be
installed,; adjusted or directed in such a way as to correspond
strictly and efficiently to the sole purpose of detecting
prohibited or unauthorized activities within the chemical
weapons storage facility as referred to abeve under (a). The
coverage of the monitoring system shall be limited
accordingly. The monitoring system will signal the
Irternational Authority if any tampering with its components or
interference with its functioning occurs. Redundancy shall be
built into the monitoring system to ensure that failure of an
individual component will not jeopardise the monitoring
capability of the system.

When the monitoring system is activated, International
Inspectors will verify the accuracy of the inventory of
chemical weapons, as required.

Data will be transmitted from each storage facility to the
International Verification Headquarters by means (to be
determined). The transmission sys*eid will incorporate frequent
transmissions from the storage facility and a query and
response system between the storage facility and the
Interrational Verification Headquarters. International
Inspectors shall periodically check the proper functioning of
the monitoring system,

In the event that the monitoring system indicated any
irreqularity, the International Inspectors would immediately
determine whether this resulted from equipment malfunction or
activities at the storage facility. If, after this examination
the problem remained unresolved, the International Authority
would immediately ascertain the actual situation, including
through immediate on-site inspection or visit of the storage
facility if necessary. The International Authority shall
report any such problem immediately after its detection to the
State Party who should assist in its resolution.

The State Party shall immediately notify the International
Authority if an event at the storage facility occurs, or may
occur, which may have an impact on the monitoring system. The
State Party shall co-ordinate subsequent actions with the
International Authority with a view to restoring the operation
of. the monitoring system, and establishing interim measures, if
necessary, as soon as possible,

"(f) Systematic on-site inspections and visits.

"(i)

Visits to service the monitoring system may be required in
addition to systematic on-site inspections to perform any
necessary maintenance, replacement of equipment or to adjust
the coverage of the monitoring system, if required.
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“(ii) ({The guidelines for determining the frequency of systematic
on-site inspections are to be elaborated.) The particular
storage facility to be inspected shall be chosen by the
International Authority in such a way as to preclude the
prediction of precisely when the facility is to be inspected.
During each inspection, the International Inspectors will
verify that the monitoring system is functioning correctly and
verify the inventory in agreed percentage of bunkers and
storage areas.

"(g) When all chemical weapons have been removed from the storage
facility, the International Authority shall certify the declaration of the
National Authority to that effect. After this certification, the
International Authority shall terminate the international systematic
monitoring of the storage facility and will promptly remove all devices and
monitoring equipment installed by the International Inspectors.

"6, International verification of the removal of chemical weapons for
destruction

"(a) The State Party shall notify the International Authority {14) days
in advance of the exact timing of removal of chemical weapons from the storage
facility and of the planned arrival at the facility where they will be
destroyed. )

"(b) The State Party shall provide the Inspectors with the detailed
inventory of the chemical weapons to be moved. The International Inspectors
shall be present when chemical weapons are removed from the storage facility
and shall verify that the chemical weapons on the inventory are loaded on to
the transport vehicles. Upon completion of the loading operations, the
International Inspectors shall seal the cargo and/or means of transport, as
apprepriate.

"(c) If only a portion of the chemical weapons is removed, the
International Inspectors will verify the accuracy of the inventory of the
remaining chemical weapons and make any appropriate adjustments in the
monitoring system in accordance with the agreement on subsidiary arrangements.

"(d) The International Inspectors shall verify the arrival of the
chemical weapons at the destruction facility by checking the seals on the
cargo and/or the means of transport and shall verify the accuracy of the
inventory of the chemical weapons transported.

"7. Inspections and visits

"(a) The International Authority shall notify the State Party of its
decision to inspect or visit the storage facility 48 hours prior to the
planned arrival of the inspection team at the facility for systematic
inspections or visits, 1In the event of inspections or visits to resolve
urgent problems, this period may be shortened. The International Authority
shall specify the purpose (s) of the ingpection or visit.

=77~



"(b) A State Party shall make any necCessary preparations for the arrival
of the Inspectors and shall ensure their expeditious transportation from their
point of entry on the territory of the State Party to the storage facility.
The agreement on subsidiary arrangements will specify administrative
arrangements for Inspectors.

*(c) International Inspectors shall, in accordance with agreements on
subsidiary arrangementsa:

have unimpeded access to all parts of the storage facilities including
any munitions, devices, bulk containers, or other containers therein.
While eonducting their activity, Inspectors shall comply with the
safety regulaticnsg at the facility. The items to be inspected will be
chosen by the Inspectors;

bring with them and use such agreed instguments as may be necessary
for the completicn of their tasks;

receive samples taken at their request from any devices and bulk
containers and other containers at the facility. Such samples will be
taken by representatives of the State Party in the presence of the
Inspectorss

perform on-site analysis of sampless

transfer, if necessary, samples for analysis off-site at a laboratory
designated by the International Author:it + in accordance with agreed

procedures

afford the opportunity to the Host State Party to be present when
samples are analysed;

ensure, in accordance with agreed procedures that samples transported,
stored and processed are not tampered with;

communicate freely with the International Authority.

"(d) The State Party receiving the inspection shall, in accordance with
agreed procedures:

have the right to accompany the International Inspectors at all times
during the inspection and observe all their verification activities at
the storage facility;

have the right to retain duplicates of all samples taken and be
Present when samples are analysed;

have the right to inspect any instrument used or installed by the
International Inspectors and to have it tested in the presence of its
personnels

-78-



o R

- provide assistance to the International Inspectors, upon their
request, for the installation of the monitoring system and the
analysis of gsamples cn-sites

- receive copies of the reports on inspections of its storage
facility (ies);

- recelve copies, at its request, of the information and data gathered
about its storage facility(ies) by the Internatiomal Authority.

"(e} The International Inspectors may request clarification of any
ambiguities arising from the inspection. In the event that any ambiguities
arise which cannot be resolved in the course of the inspection, the Inspectors
shall inform the International Authority immediately.

"(f) After each inspection or visit to the storage facility,
International Inspectors shall submit a report with their findings to the
International Authority which will transmit a copy of this report to the
State Party having received the inspection or visit. Information (to be
designated) received during the inspection shall be treated as confidential
(procedures to be developed).

“III. PFRINCIPLES, METHODS AND ORGANIZATION OF THE DESTRUCTION
OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS

"l. Destruction of chemical weapons means a process by which chemicals are
converted in an essentially irreversible way to a form unsuitable for
production of chemical weapons, and which in an irreversible manner renders
munitions and other devices unusable as such.

"2. Each State Party possessing chemical weapons shall determine how it
shall destroy them, except that the following processes may not be used:
dumping in any body of water, land burial or open-pit burning. It shall
destroy chemical weapons only at specifically designated and appropriately
designed and equipped facility (ies).

"3, The State Party shall ensure that its chemical weapons destruction
facility (ies) are constructed and operated in a manner to ensure the
destruction of the chemical weaponss and that the destruction process can be
verified under the provisions of this convention.

"IV. PRINCIPLES AND ORDER OF DESTRUCTION 1/

"l. The elaboration of the Order of Destruction shall build on the
undiminished security for all States during the entire destruction stage;
confidence-building in the early part of the destruction stage; gradual
acquisition of experience in the course of destroying chemical weapons stocks
and applicability irrespective of the actual composition of the stockpiles and
the methods chosen for the destruction of the chemical weapens.

*1/ The further development of this entire section has been subject to
consultations by the Chairman of Group B, the result of which is included *a
Appendix II.
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“2. The destruction of chemical weapons stocks shall start for all States
Parties posseasing chemical weapons simultaneocusly. The whole destruction

stage shall be divided intc nine annual periods.

"3. Bach State Party shall destroy not leas than cne ninth of its stockpile

[in measure of stockpile equivalent and/or equivalent mustard weight] during

each destruction period. 1/ 2/ However, a State Party is not precluded from

destroying its stocks at a faster pace. = Each State Party shall determine its
detailed plans for each destruction periocd, as specified in part III of this

Annex and shall report annually on the implementation of each destruction

periocd. 3/

*1/ It is considered necessary to elaborate a method for compar ing
different categories of chemical weapons stocks. The comparison of lethal and
harmful chemicals remains unresolved and is subject to further consideration.

%2/ Some delegations expressed the view that the question of the
regulation of the destruction of stockpiles needs further and full discussion.

"3/ It has been recognized that the destruction of chemical weapons

stocks and the elimination of relevant production facilities should be
congidered together.
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"4. Order of Destruction (to be elaborated). 1/ 2/
"V. INTERNATIONAL VERIFICATION OF THE DESTRUCTION OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS
"i. The purpose of verification of destruction of chemical weapons shall be:

- to confirm the identity and quantity of the chemical weapons stocks
to be destroyed, and

- to confirm that these stocks for all practical purposes have been
destroyed.

®2. General plans for destruction of chemical weapons

"The general plan for destruction of chemical weapons, submitted pursuant
to Article IV shall specify:

"(a} a general schedule for destruction, giving types and quantities of
chemical weapons planned to be destroyed in each period;

"1/ Some delegations feel that it would be appropriate to introduce the
idea of security stockpile levels to meet the security concerns of countries
with small stockpiles of chemical weapons.

"2/ Some delegation drew attention to the proposal contained in Cch/822
of 29 March 1988. This proposal is aimed at ensuring the undiminished
security of all States during the destruction stage. To this end, it proceeds
from the basic undertaking that all CW production shall cease immediately upon
entry into force of the Convention and that all chemical weapons storage sites
as well as production facilities will be subject from the outset to gystematic
international on-gite verification.

"Taking account of existing discrepancies in CW stocks it suggests a
specific phased approach, according to which State parties with lazge
Cd stocks are to proceed with the destruction of their stockpile until an
agreed level is reached in the first phase., 1In their view, it is only after
the end of this first phase, which would result at the end of the fifth year
in the levelling out of the large CW stockpiles, that State parties with
smaller steckpiles would be required to start with the destruction of their
ctocks. The whole two phased destruction period would be subject to close
monitoring.
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*(b} the number of chemical weapons destruction facilities existing or
planned, to be operated over the 10 years destruction period;

"{c) for each existing or planned chemical weapons destruction facilitys

- nane and address;

locationy

chemical weapons intended to be destroyed;

method of destruction;

capacity;
- expected beriod of operation;
- products of the destruction process.

"3. Detailed pians for destruction of chemical weapons

*The detailed plans submitted pursuant to article IV, six months before
each destruction period, shall specify:

"(a) the aggregate quantity of each individual type of chemical weapons
planned to be destroyed at e ch facility;

*(b) the number of chemical weapons destruction facilities and a detailed
schedule for the destruction of chemical weapons at each of these facilities;

"(c) data about each destruction facility,
- name, postal address, geographical location;
- method of destruction;
- end-productss
- layout plan of the facility;
- technological echeme;
o~ operaticn manuals;
o the system of verification
- safety measures in force at the facility;

- living and working conditions for the international inspectors.
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"(d) data about any storage facility at the destruction facility planned
to provide chemical weapons directly to it during the destruction period,

- laycut plan of the facility;

- method and volume of storage estimated by types and quantities
of chemical weapons;

- types and quantities of chemical weapons to ke stored at the
facility during the destruction period;

- safety measures in force at the facility.

"({e) After the submission of the first detailed Plans, subsequent annual
plans should contain only changes and additions to required dzta elements
submitted in the first detailed plans.

"4, Review of detailed plans for the destruction of chemical weapons

"(a) On the basis of the detailed plan for destruction and proposed
measures for verification submitted by the State Party, and as the case may
be, on experience from previous inspections and on the relevant agreenent (3)
on subsidiary arrangements, the Technical Secretariat shall pPrepare before
each destruction period, a plan for verifying the destruction of chemical
weapons, consulting closely with the State Party. BAny differences between the
Technical Secretariat and the State Party should be resolved through
congultations. Any unresolved matters shall be forwarded to the Executive
Council for appropriate action with a view to facilitating the full
implementation of the Convention. )

"(b) The agreed combined detailed plans for destruction and verification
Plans, with an appropriate recommendation by the Technical Secretariat, will
be forwarded to the members of the Executive Council for review. The members
of the Executive Council shall review the pPlans with a view to approving them,
consistent with verification objectives. This review is designed tc determine
that the destruction of chemical weapons, as planned, is «onsistent with the
obligation: under the Convention and the objective of des::oying the chemical
weapons. It should also confirm that verification schemes for destruction are
consistent with verification objectives, and are efficient and workable, This
review should be completed 60 days before the destruction period.

"(c) Each member of the Executive Council may consult with the Technical
Secretariat op any issues regarding the adegquacy of the combined plan for
destruction and verification., If there are no objentions by any members of
the Executive Council, the pplan shall be put into action.

"(d) If there are any difficulties, the Executive Council shall enter
into consultations with the State Party to reconcile them. If any
difficulties remain untesolved they should be referred ‘o the Consultative
Conmittee.

"(e) After a review of the detailed plans of destruction of chemical
weapons, the Technical Secretariat, if the need arises, will enter intc
consultation with the State Party concerned in order to ensure its chemical
weapons destruction facility(ies) is (are) designed to assure destruction of
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cheical wespons, to allow advanced planning on how verification measres may
be applied and to enaure that the application of verification measures is
consistent with proper facility(ies) operation, and that the facility (ies)
operation allows appropriate verification.

"{f) Destruction and verification should proceed according to the agreed
plan as referred to above. Such verification should not interfere with the
destruction process.

"5. MAgreements on subsidiary arrangements

"For each destruction facility, States Parties should conclude with the
International Authority detailed agreements or subsidiary arrangements for the
gystematic verification of destruction of chemical weapons. Such agreements
shall be based on a Model Agreement and shall specify, for each destruction
facility, the detailed on-site inspection procedures and arrangements for the
removal of chemical weapons from the storage facility at the destruction
facility, transport from this stroage facility tc their Gestruction and the
monitoring by on-site instruments, taking into account the specific
charactoristics of the destruction facility and its mode of operation. The
Model Agreement shail iaclude provisions to take into account the need for
maintenance and modifications.

"6. International Inspectors will be granted access o each chemical weapons
destruction facility [30 days] prior to commencement of active destruction
phases for the purpose of carrying out an engineering review of the facility,
including the facility's construction and layout, the equipment and
instruments for measuring and controlling the destruction process, and the
checking and testing of the accuracy of the verification eguipment.

®7. Systematic international on-site verification of destructic~ >f chemical
weapons

®"(aj The Inspectors will be granted access to conduct their activities at
the chemical weapons destruction facilities and the chemical wearns storage
facilities thereat during the entire active phase of destruc:.inn. They will
conduct their activities in the presence and with the co-oper  .ion of
representatives of the facility's management and the National Authority if
they wish to be present.

"(b) Ti:2 inspectors may monitor by e¢ither physical observation or devices:

"(i) the chemical weapcns storzye facility at the destruction
facility and the chemical weapons present;

"(ii) the movement of chemical weapons from the storage facility to
the destruction facility;

“(iii) the process of destruction {assuring that no chemical weapons
are diverted);

"(iv) the material balance; and

®*{(v) the accuracy and calibration of the instruments.
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"(c) To the extent consistent with verification needs, verification
procedures should make use of information from rcutine facility operations.

"(d) After the completion of each period of destruction, the Technical
Secretariat shall certify the declaration of the Mational Aunthority, reporting
the completion of destruction of the designated quantity of chemical weapons,

*{e) International Inspectors shall, in accordance with agreenents on
subsidiary arrangements:

- have unimpeded accers to all parts of the destruction
facilities, and the storage facilities thereat, any munitions,
devices, bulk containers, or other containers, therein. While
conducting their activity, Inspectors shall conply with the
safety regulations at these facilities. The items to be .
inspected will be chosen by the Inspectors in accordance with
the verification plan that has been agreed to by the State
Party and approved by the Executive Councily

- bring with them and use such agreed instruments as may be
necessary for the completion of their tasks;

- monitor the systematic on-gite analysis of samples during the
destruction process;

- receive, if necessary, samples taken at their request from any
devices, bulk containers and other containers at the
destruction facility or the storage facility thereat. Such
samples will be taken and analysed by representatives of the
State Party in the presence of the Inspactors;

- communicate freely with the Intermational Aunthority;

- if necessary, transfer samples for analysis off-site at a
laboratory designated by the Internaticnal Authority, in
accordance with agreed procedures;

- ensure, in accordance with agreed procedures, that samples
transpor ted, storad and processed are not tampered withj

- afford the opportunity to the host State Party to be present
when samples are analysed.

"(f) The State Party receiving the inspection shall, in accordance with
agreed procedures:

- have the right to accompany the International Inspectors at all
times during the inspection and observe all their verification
activities at the destruction facility, and the storage
facility thereat;

- have the right to retain duplicates of all samples taken at the
Inspectors' request and be present when samples are analysed;
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- have the right to inspect any agreed standard instrument used
or installed by the Internaticnal Ingspectors and to have it
tested in the presence of its personnel;

- provide agsistance to the International Inspectors, upon their
request, for the installation of seals or monitoring devices
and the analysis of samples on-gite as appropriate to the
monitoring of the destruction process;

- receive copies of the reports on inspections of its destruction
facility (ies);

- receive copies, at its request, of the information and data
gathered about its destruction facility (ies) by the
International Authority.

"{g) If Inspectors detect irregularities which may give rise to doubts
they will report the irreqularities to the representatives of the facility and
the National Authority and request that th. situation be resolved.

Uncorrected irreqularities will be reported to the Executive Council.

"(h) After each inspection to the destruction facility, International
Ingpectors shall submit a report with their findings to the International
Authority which will transmit a copy of this report to the State Party having
received the inspection. Information (to be designated) received during the
inspection shall Fe treated as confidential (Procedures to be developed).

"8. Chenmical weapons storage facilities at chemical weapons destruction
facilities v

“(a) International Inspectors shall verify any arrival of chemical
weapons at a chemical weapons storage facility at a chemical weapons
destruction facility, as refesized to in paragraph 6 (d) of section II of this
Annex, and the storing of thvogs chemical weapons. They shalli employ, as
appropriate, agreed seals, markers or other inventory control procedures to
faw:ilitate an accurate inventory of the chemical weapons in this storage
facility. They shall install such agreed seals as may be necessary to verify
that stocks are removed only for destruction.

"(b) As soon and as long as chemical weapons are stored at chemical
weapons storage facilities at chemical weapons destruction facilites, these
storage facilities shall be subject to international systematic monitoring, as
referred .0 in relevant provisions of paragraph 5 of section II of the present
annex, in conformity with the relevant agreements on subsidiary arrangements
or, if ne such agreement has been concluded, with the agreed combined plan for
destruction and verification.

“(c) The International Inspectors will make any appropriate adjustments
in the monitoring system in accordance with the relevant agreement on
subsidiary arrangements whenever inventory changes occur.

"(d} At the end of an active destruction Phase, International Inspectors

will make an inventory of the chemical weapons that have heen removed from the
storage facility to be destroyed. They shall verify the accuracy of the

-86- f



inventory of the chemical weapons remaining employing inventory control
procedures as referred to above under (a). They shall install such a¢-eed
seals as may be necessary to ensure the securing of the storage facility.

"{(e) The international systematic monitoring of a chemical weapons
storage facility at a chemical weapons destruction facility may be
discontinued when the active destruction phagse is completed, if no chemical .
weapons remain. If, in addition, no chemical weapons are planned to be storad
at this facility, the international systematic monitoring shall be terminated
in accordance with section II, paragraph 5 (g} of this Annex.
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"ANNEX TO ARTICLE V

"I. DECLARATIONS AND REPORTS ON CHEMICAL WEAPONS PRODUCTION FACILITIES

"A. Declaratious of [existing) chemical weapons production facilities

“The declaration should contain for each facility:

®"1l. Name and exact location.
"2. Ownership, operation, control, who orde-ed and procured the facility.
*3. Designation of each facility:
"(a) Pacility for preducing chemicals defined as chemical weapons.,
"(b) Pacility for filling chemical weapons.
"4. Products of each facility and dates that they were produced:
®*(a) Chemicals produced.
*(b) Munitions or devices filled, identity of chemical fill.
*5. Capacity of the facility, expressed in terms of:

*{(a) The quantity of end product that the facility can produce in
(period), assuming the facility operates (schedule).

"(b) The quantity of chemical that the facility can £ill into each type
of munition or device in (period), assuming that the facility operates
(schedule).

*6. Detailed facility description:

"{a) Layout of the facility.

"(b) Process flow diagram.

*{c) Detailed inventory of equipment, buildings ard any spare or
replacement parts on site.

"(d) Quantities of any chemicals or munitions on site.

"B. Declarations of former chemical weapons production facilities

"The declaration should contain for each facility:

"l. All information as in paragraph A, above, that pertains to the operation
of the facility as a chemical weapons facility.

"2. Date chemical weapons production ceased,
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*3. Current status of special equipment that was used for chemical weapons
production.

"4. Dates of convercicn from CW use, date of beginning of non-CW use.

"S. Current ownership, operation and control.

"6. Current production, stating types and quantities of product(s).

"7. Current capacity of the facility, expressed in terms of the quantity of

end product that can be produced in (period), assuming the facility operates

(schedule).

“8. Current detailed facility descriptions

"c.

.D.

‘E.

“19

.2.

"(a) Layout of the facility.

"(b) Process flow diagram.

"(c) Iocation of any C(W-specific equipment remaining on-gite.:
"(d) Quantities of any chemical weapons remaining on-gsite.

Declarations of [existing) chemical weapons production facilities under
the control of others on the territory of the State Party

- Responsibility for declarations (to be discussed).

= All elements containe? in part IA of thizs Annex should be declared.

Declarations of former chemical weapons production facilities under the

control of others on the territory of the State Pacty

- Responsibility for declarations (to be discussed).
= All elements contained in part IB of this Annex should be declaced.

Declarations of transfers

Chenical weapons production equipment means (to be developed).
The declaration should specify:

"(a) who received/transferred chemical weapons production equipment [and

technical documentation]; .

"(b) the identity of the equipment;
"(c) date of transfer;

"(d8) whether the chemical weapons production equipment [and

documentation] were eliminated;

"(e) current disposition, if known.
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"®. Declarations of measures to ensure closure of:

“l. PFacilities under the jurisdiction or control of the State Party (data on
national measures and the time-frames).

*2. PFacilities on the State Party's territory under the control of others (to
be developed).

"G. Annual Reports
"H. Final Certification of Eiimination

"II. PRINCIPLES AND METHODS OF BELIMINATION OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS PRODUCTION
FACILITIES

®"A. General

“"Each State Party shall decide on methods to be applied for the
elimination of its chemical weapons production faciliities, according to the
principles laid down in this Annex. The process of elimination might be
carried out through destruction, 1/ dismantling, 2/ [or conversion 3/1.

- responsibility for carrying out measures when more than one State is
involved (to be discussed).

"B. Closure and methods for closing the facility (to be elaborated)

"C. Activities related to elimination

"l. Pacilities producing Schedule [I] chemicals.

*1/ One delegation suggests the following formulation: ‘'Destruction
means disasgsembling of technological equipment, its removal from buildings and
constructions where it had been installed with its further irreversible
transformation into articles unsuitable for the purposes of production of
chemical weapons.' ’

"2/ One delegation suggests the following formulation: ‘Dismantl ing
means disassembling of technological equipment, its removal from buildings and
constructions where it had been installed with its further use for permitted

purpeses. '

"3/ One delegation suggests the following formulation: 'Conversion of
facilities means use of facilities after their reconstruction for permitted
purposes not connected with chemical weapons.'
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®2. PFacilities producing other categories of chemicals.

"3. Pilling facilities.

"p, Activities related to temporary conversion to destruction facility
"B, Activities related to former chemical weapons production facilities

“III. ORDER OF ELIMINATION (to be developed)

"IV, PLANS

*a, General Plans

"l. For each facility the following information should be supplied:
"(a) envisaged time-frame for measures to be takenjp
®(b) methods of elimination.

"2. 1In addition, the following information should be supplied for each
facilitys

"[(a) In relation to dismantling;]
"{(b) In relation to conversion for peaceful purposes:
"{i) description of the facility after conversion

"{il) designation of the facility after conversion and
names of products to be manufactured.}

®"3. 1In relation to temporary conversion into chemical weapons destruction
facility:

"(i) envicaged time-frame for conversion into a destruction facility;
"{ii) envisaged time for utilizing the facility as a destruction facility;
®(iii) description of the new facility;

"(iv) method of elimination of special equipment;

"({v) time~frame for elimination of the converted facility after it has
been utilized to destroy chemical weapons;

"(vi) method of elimination of the converted facility.

"4. In relation to former chemical weapcens production facilities (te be
elaborated).
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*B., Detailed plans

"). The detailed plans for elimination of each facility should containg
"(a) detailed time schedule of elimination process;
"(b) layout of the facility;
®(c) process flow diagramj

"(3) detailed inventory of equipment, buildings and other items to be
eliminateds

" (e) measures to be applied to each item on the inventory;
" (£) proposed measures for verificationj

"(g) security/safety measures to be observed during the destruction of
the facilitys

"(h) working and living conrditions to be provided for internpational
inspectors.

®*2, In addition, the following information should be included:
"[(a) In relation to dismantling:]
"[(b) In relation to conversion for peaceful purposes:

"(i) projected use of the facility after conversion and products to be
manufactured;

®*(ii) layout of the facility after conversion;
"(iii) process flow diagram of the facility after conversionl];

"3. In relation to the temporary conversion into a chemical weapons
destruction facility.

*"In addition to the information contained in part IV.B.1l of this Annex
the following information should be provided:

*{i) method of conversion into a destruction facility;

"(ii) data on the destruction facility, in accordance with the Annex to
Article IV, part IV.B.1(c).

%4, In relation to elimination of a fa ility that was temporarily converted
for destruction of chemical weapons, information should be provided in
accordance with part IV.B.1l of this Annex.

"5, 1In relation to former chemical weapons production facilities (to be
elaborated).
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»y, INTERNATIONAL VERIFICATION OF DECLARATIONS OF CHEMICAL WEAFONS PRODUCTION
FACILITIES AND THEIR CLOSURE, INTERNATIONAL SYSTEMATIC MONITORING,
INTERNATIONAL SYSTEMATIC VERIFICATION OF ELIMINATION OF CHEMICAL WEAFONS
PRODUCTION FACILITIES 1/

v}, International verification of declarations of chemical weapons production

facilities and of cessation of their activities

"(a) International verification by initial on-site inspections

"(i) ‘The purpose of the international verification of declarations
of chemical weapons production facilities shall be:

- to confirm that all activity has ceased except that required
for closure;

- to confirm through on-site inspections the accuracy of the
declarations made in accordance with Article V.

*(ii) The International Inspectors shall conduct this initial
verification promptly, and in any event not later than
{60] days after a declaration is submitted.

"(iii) They shall employ, as appropriate, agreed seals, markers or
other inventory control procedures to faciliate an accurate
inventory of the declared items at each chemical weapons
production facility.

*(iv) International Inspectors shall install such agreed devices as
may be necessary to indicate if any resumption of production of
chemical weapons occurs or if any declared item is removed.
They shall take the necessary precaution not to hinder closure
activities by the State Party. International Inspectors may
return to maintain &nd verify the integrity ~f the devices.

"{b) Co-ordination for international systematic monitoring of chemical
weapons production facilities

"In conjunction with the initial on-site inspections to verify
declarations of chemical weapons production facilities, the International
Inspectors shall undertake necessary co-ordination for measurcs of systematic
monitoring of these facilities as provided for in paragraph 4, below.

"1/ This Section of this Annex will require further discussion and
elaboration upon resolution of the definitions of chemical weapons, chemical
weapons production faciliities, and methods of elimination.
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"2. Agreexsnts on subsidiary drrangomenta i/

“(a) Within [6) months after entry into force of the Convention, States
Parties shall conclude with the Internationsl Authority detailed agreements on
subsidiary arrangements for the systematic monitoring of their chemical
weapons production facilities. Such agreements shall be based on a Model
Agreement and shall specify for each production facility the detailed
inspection procedures and arrangements for the inatallation, operation and
maintenance of the seala and monitoring devices by the International
Authority, taking into account the specific characteristics of each facility.
The Model Agreement ghall include provisions to take into account future
technological developments.

"(b) States Parties shall ensure that the verification of declarations of
chemical weapons production facilities and the initiation of systematic
monitoring can be accemplished by the International Authority at all such
facilities within the agreed time frames after the Convention enters into
force. 2/

*3. Measures for closure of chemical weapons production facilities

"(a) The purpose of the closure of a chemical weaponz production facility
is to render it inoperable as such.

*(b) Agreed measures fot :iosure will be taken by the State Party with
due regard to the specific characteristics of each facility. Such measures
shall include, inter alias 3/

- prohibition of occupaticn of buildings except for agreed
activities;

- disconnection of equipment directly related to the production of
chemical weapons to include, inter alia, procese control
equipment and utilities;

= disabling of protective installations and equipment used
exclusively for the safety of operations of the chemical weapons
production facility;

= interruption of rail and other roads to the chemicals weapons
production facility except those required for agreed activities.

*(c) While the chemical weapons production facility remains ciosed, the
State Party may continue safety activities at the faciiity.

"L/ The coverage of the subsidiary arrangements is to be discussed.

"2/ Procedures to ensure the implementation of the verification scheme
within designated time frames are to be developed.

"3/ The activities and items in these measures will need further
elaboration.
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*4. International verification of closure of chemical weapons production
facilities

sSubsequent to the on-site verification of declarations as referred to in
paragraph 1, the International Inspectors shall conduct on-site inspections at
each chemical weapons production facility for the purpose of verifying that
measures referred to under 3 (b) have been accomplished.

s5, International systematic monitoring of chemical weapons production
facilities

“(a) The purpose of the international systematic monitoring of a chemical
weapons production facility shall be to ensure that no resumption of
production of chemical weapune nor removal of declared items would go
undetected at this facility.

®(b) The international systematic monitoring shall be initiated as socon
as possible after the closure of the chemical weapons production facility and
shall continue until this facility is eliminated. Systematic monitoring shall
be ensured, in accordance with the agreements on subsidiary arrangements,
through a combinat ion of continuous monitoring with on-site instruments and
systematic verification by international on-site inspections or, where tle
continuous monitoring with on-site instruments is not feasible, by the
presence of International Inspectors.

"{c) In conjunction with the on-site verification of the closure of
chemical weapons production facilities referred to in paragraph 4 above and,
if the relevant agreement on subsidiary arrzangements for the systematic
monitoring of a chemical weapons production facility has been concluded,
International Inspectors shall install for the purpose of this systematic
monitoring a monitoring system as referred to under (e) below. If no such
agreement has been concluded, the International Inspectors will initiate the
systematic monitoring by their continuous presence on-site until the agreement
is concluded, and the monitoring system installed and activated.

*{d) In the period before the activation of the monitoring system and at
other times when the continuous monitoring with on-site instraments is not
feagible, devices installed by International Inspectors, in accordance with
paragraph 1 above, may only be removed in the presence of an International
Ingpector. If an extraordinary event results in, or requires, the removal of
a device when an inspector is noc present, a State Party shall immediately
inform the International Authority and International Inspectors will return as
soon as possible to validate the inventory and re-establish the devices.

"(e) Monitoring with instruments

"(i) For the purpose of the systematic monitoring of a chemical
weapons production facility, International Inspectors will
install, in the presence of host country personnel and in
conformity with the relevant agreement on subsidiary
arrangements, a monitoring system consisting of, inter alia,
sensors, ancillary equipment and trarismission systems. The
agreed types of these instruments shall be specified in the
Model Agreement. They shall incorporate, inter alia, seals
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“(£)

*(iii)

" {iv)

“{v)

9 (vi)

and other tamper-indicating and tamper-resistant devices as
well ag data protection and data authentication features.

The monitoring system shall have such abilities and be
ingtslled, adjusted or directed in such a way as to
correspond strictly and efficiently to the sole purpose of
detecting prohibited or unauthorized activities within the
chemical weapons producticn facllity as referved to above
under (a). The coverage of the monitoring system shall be
limited accordingiy. The moaitoring system will signal the
International Authority if any tampesing with its components
or interference with its functionim. occurs. Redundancy
shall be built into the monitoring system to ensure that
fallure of an ipdividual componwnt will not jeopardize the
monitoring capability of the systen,

¥hen the monitoring system is activated, International
Inopectors will verify the accuracy of the inventory of
declared items at each chemical weapons production facility
as raquired.

Data will be transmitted from each production { Cility to the
International Verification Beadquarters by fmea 3 tc be
determined). ‘The trarsmissicn system will incorporate
frequent transmissions from the production facility and a
query and raesponse syatem between the production facility and
the Internaticnal Veri :cation Headquarters. International
Inspectors shall periodically check the proper functioning of
the monitoring aystem.

In the event that the monitoring gystem indicates any
irregularity, the International Inspectors would immediately
determine whather this resulted from equipment malfunction or
activities at the production facility. 1If, after this
examination the problem remained unresolved, the
International Authority would immediately ascertain the
actual situaticn, including through immediate on-gite
inspection or visit of the production facility if necessary.
The International Anthority shall report any such problem
immediately after its detection to the State Party who should
aasist in its resolution.

The State Party shall immediately notify the International
Anthority if an event at the production facility eccurs, or
may occcur, which may have an impact on the monitoring

system. The State Party shall co-ordinate subsequent acticens
with the International Authority with a view to restoring the
operation of the monitoring system and establishing interim
measures, if necessary, as soon as possible,

Systematic on-site inspections and vigits

BN

During each inspection, the International Inspectors will
verify that the monitoring system is functioning correctly
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and verify the declared inventory as required. In addition,
vigits to service the monitoring system will be required to
perform any necessery maintenance or replacement of equipment,
or to adjust the coverage of the monitoring system as required.

"(ii) (The guidelines for deternining the frequency of systematic
oni-site inspections are to be elaborated). The particular
producticn facility to be inspected shall be chosen by the
International Authority in such a way as to preclude the
predicticn of precisely when the facility is to be inspected.

"6. International verification of elimination of chemical weapons production
facilities

"(a) The purpose of international verification of elimination of chemical
weapens production facilities will be to confirm that the facility is
eliminated as such irm accordance with the ¢Sligations under the Convention and
that each item on the declared inventory is eliminated in accordance with the
agreed detailed plan for elimination.

*{b) [3-6] months before elimination of a chemical weaponz production
facility a State Party shall provide to the Technical Secretayiat the
detailed plans for elimination to include preposed measures for verification
of elim’nation referred to in Section IV.B.l (f) of the Present Annex, with
respact to, e.g.:

- timing of the preserze of the inspectors at the facility to be
eliminated;

=~ procvedures for verification of measures to be applied to each
item on the declared inventory;

- measures for phasing out systematic monitoring or for adjustment
of the coverage of the monitoring system,

®(c) On the basis of the detailed plan for elimination and proposed
measures for verification submitted by the State Party, and on experience from
previous inspections, the Technical Secretariat shall prepare a plan for
verifying the elimination oi the facility, consulting clogely with the State
Party. Any differences between the Technical Secretariat and the State Pparty
concerning appropriate measures should be resolved through consultations. &ny
unresolved matters shall be forwarded to the Executive Council 1/ for
appropriate action with a view to facilitating the full implementation of the
Coenvention.

"(d) The agreed combined plans for elimination and verification, with an
appropriate recommendation by the Technical Secretariat, will be forwarded to
the members of the Executive Council for review. These plans should allow a
State Party to destroy any item agreed to be diverted. The rembers of the
Executive Council shall review the plans with a view to approving taen,

"L/ The role of the Executive Council in the review process will need to
be reviewed in the light of its composition and decision~-making process.
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consistent with veriiication objectives. This review is designed to determine
that the planned disposition of each item is conaistent with the obligations
under the Convention and the objective of eliminating the facility. It should
also confirm that verification schemes for elimination are consistent with
verification cbjectives, and are efficient and workable. This review should
be completed [60) days before the planned initiaticn of elimination.

“(e) Bach member of the Executive Council may consult with the Technical
Secretariat on any issues regarding the adeguacy of the combined plan for
elimination and verification. If there are no objections by any members of
the Executive Council, the plan shall be put into action.

®{f) If there are any difficulties, the Executive Council should enter
into consultations with the State Party to reconcile them. If any
difficulties remain unresc .ved they should be referred to the Consultative
Committee. The resolution of any differences over methods of elimination
shoulé not celay the execution of other parts of the elimination plan that are
acceptable.

"(g) If agreement is not reached with the Executive Council on aspects of
verification, or if the approved verification plan canuot be put inte action,
verification of elimination will proceed by the continuous on-site monitoring
and presence of inspectors.

"(h) Elimination and verification should proceed according to the ayreed
plan. The verification should not unduly interfere with the elimination
process.

*(i) If required ve:rification or elimination actions are not tsken as
plarned, all States Parties should be so informed. (Procedures to be
developed.)

®(j) For those items to be eliminated through destruction, verification
of elimination should be conducted through the presence on-site of Inspectors
to witness the destruction, 1/

"(k) For those items that may be diverted for permitted purgoses. 2/

"(l1) When all items on the declared inventory have been eliminatc3d, the
International Anthority shall certify, in writing, the declaration of the
State Party to that effect. After {. e certification, the International
Anthority shall terminate the international systematic monitoring of the
chemical weapons production facility and will promptly remove all devices and
monitoring equipment installed by the International Inspectora.

"(m) After this certification, the State Party will make the declaration
that the facility has been eliminated.
"1/ This verification measure may not necessarily be the only one and

others, as appropriate, may need to be further elaborated.

*2/ Specification of the items, permitted purposes and methods of
verification of disposition will need to be elaborated.
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%7, International verification of temporary conversion of a chemical weapons
production facility into a chemical weapons destruction facility

(to be elaborated)

*g, Inspections ard vigits

“(a} The International Authority shall notify the State Party of its
decision to inspect or visit a chemical weapons production facility 48 hours
prioc to the planned arrival of the inspection team at the facility for
systematic inspections or visits. 1In the evert of inspections or visits to
resolve urgent problems, this period may be shortened. The International
Authority shall spacify the purpose (1, of the inspection or visit.

%(bj A State Party shall make any necessary preparations for the arrival
of the Inspectors and shall ensure their expeditious transportation from their
point of entry on the territory of the State Party to the chemical weapons
production facility. The agreement on subsidiary arrangements will specify
administrative arrangements for Inspectors.

"(c) International Inspectors shall, in accordance with agr:..aents on
gubsidiary arrangements:

- have unimpeded access to all parts ci the chemical weapcns
production facilities. While conducting their activity,
Inspectors shall comply with * . wmafety regulations at the
facility. The items on the de.’ :~d inventory to be inspected
will be chosen by the Inspectors;

- bring with them and use such agreed instruments as may be
necessary for the completion of their tasksj

~ communicate freely with the International Authority.

®°(d) The State Party receiving the inspection shall, in accordance with
agreed proceduress:

- have the right to accompany the International Inspectors at all
times during the inspection and observe all their verification
activities at the chemical weapons production facility;

-~ have the right to inspect any instrument used or instailed by the
International Inspectors and to have it tested in the presence of
State Party personneljp

- provide assistance to the International Inspectors upon their
request for the ingtallation of the monitering aystemp

- receive copies of the reports on inspections of its chemical
weapons production facility (ies):

- receive copies, at its request, of the information and data

gathered about its chemical weapons production facility(ies) by
the International Authority.
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"(e) The International Inspectors 1/ may request clarification of any
anbiguities arising from the inspection. 1In the event that any ambiguities
arise which cannot be resolved in the course of the inspections, the

inspectors shall inform the International Authority immediately.

"(£) After each inspection or visit to the chemical weapons production
facility, International Inspectors shall submit a report with their findings
to the International Authority which will transmit a copy of this report to
the State Party having received the inspection or visit. Information {to be
designated) received during the inspection shall be treated as confidential
(procedures o be developed).

"1/ The question of whether or not an individual Inspector shall have
the rights set out in this and the fellowing paragraph remains open.
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"*ANNEX TO ARTICLE VI [O.)
"MODALITIES FOR REVISION OF LISTS

"). The revisions envisaged would consist of additions to, deletions from, or
shifts between the lists.

"3, A revision could be proposed by a State Party. [If the Technical
Secretariat has information which in its opinion may require a revision of the
1ists of chemicals, it should provide that information to the [Executive
Council) which should communicate it to all States Parties.] A State Party
may request the assistance of the Technical Secretariat in the substantiation

of its proposal.

*3, A proposal for revision should be submitted to {the International
Authority] [the Executive Council} [the Depositzary of the Convention].

4. [The International Authority] ([The Executive Council] [The Depositary of
the Convention]}, upon receipt of a proposal for revision, will be responsible
for informing States Parties about it.

"5, The —roponent should substantiate its proposal with the necessary
information. Any State Party and, as rejuested, the Technical Secretariat,
could also provide relevant information for the evaluation of the proposal.

*6. Technical evaluations of a proposal may be made by the International
Authority, [the Executive Council], any State Party [and the Technical
Secretariat]. ‘

"7. The decision on a proposal should be taken by the International Authority
[the Consultative Committee] by [a majority vote) [consensus] {[tacit approval
of all States Parties 60 days after they have been informed of the proposal by
the Internaticnal Authority. If there is no tzcit approval, the matter should
be reviewed by the [Consultative Committee] at its next meeting.) [If urgent
consideration is requested by five or more Parties, a special meeting of the
Consultative Committee should be promptly convened.)

"8. The revision procedure shruld be concluded within [60 days] after the
receipt of the proposal. Once a decision is taken, it should enter into force
after a period of [30 days].

"3, The Technical Secretariat should provide assistance to any State Party,
when requested, in evaluating an unlisted chemical. This assistance shoulé be
confidential [unless it is established in the evaluation that the chemical tazs
chemical weapon properties].
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"ANNEX TO ARTICLE VI 1)

"GE£HRAL PROVISIONS

"L. A State Party shall not produce, acquire, retain, transfer or use
chemicals in Schedule (1] unless:

"(i) the chemicals are applied to research, medical or protective
purposes, 1/ and

" {ii) the types and quantities of chemicals are strictly limited to those
which can be justified for research, medical or protective purpose,
and

"(iii) the aggregate amount of such chemicals at any given time for
[permitted] [protective) purposes is equal to or less than
one metric tonne, and

*{(iv) the aggregate amount for [permitted) [protective) purposes acquired
by a State Party in any calendar year through production, withdrawal
from chemical weapons stocks and transfer is equal to or less than
one metric tonne.

“IRANSFERS

"2. A State Party may transfer chemicals in Schedule [1]) outside its
territory only to another State Party and only for research, medical or
piotective purposes in accordance with paragraph 1.

®3. Chemicals transferred shall not be retransferred to a third State.

“4, Thirty days prior to any transfer to another State Party both States
Parties shall notify the Consultative Committee.

®5. Each State Party shall make & detaiied annual declaration regarding
transfers during the previous calendar Yéar. The declaration shall be
submitted within ... months after the end of that year and shall for each
chemical in Schedule [1} include the following information:

“{ij} the chemical name, structural formula and Chemical Abstracts Service
P:gistry Number (if assigned);

"(ii) the quantity acquired from other States or transferred to other
- States Parties. For each transfer the quantity, recipient anad
purpose should be included.

— r ————

"l/ A view was expressed that for consistency in thiu annex, 'permitted
purposes ' should be used instead of ‘research, medical or protective
purposes'. The view was also expressed that use of the term '‘permitted’ would
broaden considerably the sphere ¢f use of super-toxic lethal chemicals which
could be used as chemical weapons and that this was very undesirable.
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ug INGLE SMALL~SCALE PRODUCTION FACILITY

"pach State Party which produces chemicals in Schedule [1]} for
jpermitted] {protective] purposes shall carry out the production at a single
small-scale facility, the capacity of which shail not exceed [one] metric
ronne per year, as measured by the method established in [ l. i/

%3, Declarations
“a., Initial declarations

SEach State Party which plans to operate such a facility shall provide
the Consultative Committee with the location and a detailed technical
description of th. facility, including an inventory of equipment and detailed
diacrams. For existing fecilities, this information shall be provided not
later than 30 days after the Convention enters into force for the State
Party. Information on new facilities shall be provided six months “;e¢fore
operations are to begin.

*B, Advance notcifications

"Each State Party shall give advance notification to the [international
authority] of planned changes related to the initial declaration. The
notification shall be submitted not later than ... months before the changes
are to take place.

»c. Annual declarations

®"(a) Each State Party possessing a facility shall make a detaiied annual
declaration regarding the activities of the facility for the previous calendar
year. The declaration shall be submitted within ... months after the end of
that year and shall include:

"1. Identification of the facility

2. FPFor each chemical in Schedule {1] produced, acquired, consumed or
stored at the facility, the following information:

®(i) the chemiczl name, structural formula and Chemical Abstracts
Service Registry Number (if assigned);

7(ii) the methods employed and quantity produced;

"{iii) the name and cuantity of precursor chemicals listed in
Schedules [1], [2] or {3) used for production of chemicals in
Schedula (1}

"(iv) the quantity consumed at the facility and the purpose(s) of tha
consumption s

*l/ The view was expressed that the single small-gcale production
faci)ity should be Stata-owned.
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"{v) the quantity received from or shipped to other facilities
within the State Party. For each shipment the quantity,
recipient and purpose should be included;

?({vi) the maximum quantity stored at any time during the year:
“(vii) the quantity stored at the end of the year.

"3. Information on any changes at the facility during the year compared
te previously submitted detailed technical descriptions of the
facility including inventories of equipment and detailed diagrams.

"{b) Each State Party possessing a facility shall make a detailed annual
declaration regarding the projected activities and the anticipated production
at the facility for the coming calendar year. The declaration shall be
submitted not later than ... months before the beginning of that year and
shall include:

"l. Identification of the facility

"2. For each chemical in Schedule [1] produced, consumed or stored at
the facility, the following information:

"{i) the chemical name, structural formula and Chemical Abstracts
Service Registry Number (if assigned)s

"(ii) the quantity anticipated to be produced and the purpose of the
prcduction.

®*3, Information on any anticipated changes at the facility during the
year compared to previously submitted detailed technical
descriptions of the facility including inventories of equipment and
detailed diagrams.

"II. Verification

"l. The aim of verification activities at the facility shalli be to verify
that the quantities of Schedule [l1] chemicals produced are correctly declared
and, in particular, that their aggregate amount does not exceed one metric
tonna.

"2. The single sﬁall-scale production facility shall be subject to systematic
international on-site verification, through on-site inspection and@ monitoring
with on-gite instrunents.

*3., The number, intensity, duration, timing and mode of inspections for a
pacrticular facility shall be based on the risk to the objectives of the
Convention posed by the relevant chemicals, the characteristics of the
facility and the natuze of the activities carried out there. The guidelines
to be used shall include: (to be developed)

"4, Each facility shall receive an initial visit from international

inspectors promptly after the facility is declared. The puzpose of the
initial visit shall be to verify information provided concerning the facility,
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including verification that the capacity will not permit the production, on an
annual basis, of quantities [significantly] above one metric tonne, and to
obtain any additional information needed for planning future verification
activities at the facility, including inspection visits and use of on-site
instruments.

"5, Each State Party possessing or planning to possess a facility shall
execute an agreement, hased ¢n a model agreement, with the [international
authority] before the fsaiiity begins operation or is used, covering detailed
inspection procedures for the facility. Each agreement shall include: (to be
developed) 1/

"OTHER FACILITIES

" [Facilities which synthesize, acquire or use chemicals in Schedule [1]
for research or medical purposes shall be approved by the State Party.
Synthesis at each such facility for research and medical purposes shall be
limited per annum to a total maximum of [..)g and to [..]lg of any one chemical
on the Schedule.}

"{Facilities which acquire or use chemicals in Schedule [1} for permitted
purposes shall be approved by the State Party. Each transfer from the single
small-scale production facility to such facilities shall be notified to the
Consultative Committee by inclusion in the annual data reporting, with an
indication of the chemical or chemicals involved, the amount transferred and
the purpose of the transfer.]

"I. Daclarations
®"A. Initial declarations

"The location of the facilities approved by the State Party shall be
provided to the Consultative Committee.

"B. MAdvance notifications
"C. Annual declarations
"II. Verification
"Facilities shall be monitored through annual data reporting to the

Consultative Cuommittee. The following information shall be included: (to be
developed)

"l/ The view was expressed that pending conclusion of the agreenment
between a State Party and the {Internatiomal Authority]) there would be a need
for provisional inspection procedures to be formulated.
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1.

"2,

*3.

.‘.

*5.

“6.

°17.

"8.

.9.

"ANNEX TO ARTICLE VI [1]
SCHEDULE [1]

"PROVISIONAL LIST 1/
0-Alkyl alkylphosphonofluoridates

e.g. Sarint O-isopropyl methylphosphonofluor icate
Soman: O=-pinacolyl methylphosphonofiuoridate

O-Alkyl N,N-dialkylphosphoramidocyanidates
e.g. Tabun: O-ethyl N, N-dimethylphosphoramidocyanidate
0-Alkyl s-z-dialkylaminoetlhy].alkylphosphonothiolates

e.g. VX:s O=-ethyl S-2-diisopropyliamincethylnethyl-
phosphonothiolate

Sulphur mustards:

e.g. Mustard gag (H): bis {2-chloroethyi )sulphide
Sesquimustard (Q): 1,2-bis (2-chloroethylthio}ethane
O-Musgtard (T): bis (2-chlercethylthioethyl jether

Lewisites

lewisite 1: 2-chlorovinyldichloroargine

Levwisite 23 bis(2-chlorovinyl)chioroarsine

Lewisite 3: tris{(2-chlorovinyl)arsine

Nitrogen mustards

HNl: bis(2-chloroethyl)ethylamine

HN2: bis(2-chlorcethyl)methylamine

BN3: tris(2-chloroethyl)amine

3-Quinuclidinyl benzilate (BZ)

Alkylphosphonyldifluorides

e.g. DF

Ethyl 0-2-diisopropylaminoethyl alkylphosphonites

e.g. QL

stereoigomeric form.

"1/ Some of the chemicals on the Schedules exist in more

Abstracts Service Registry Numbers be stated for each of them.
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(107-44~g)
{96-564~0)

(77-81~5) |

(50782-69~9)

(505-60-2) |
(3563-36-8)
{63918-89-8) |

(541-25-3)
(40334-69-8)
(€0334-70-1} |

7

{538=07-8) '
(53=75=2}
(555<77-1)

{6581-06-2)

;
1
p

(676-99-3)

(57856-11-8)

than one

It is proposed that, where assigned, the Chemical



*"To be discussed further

*1.
"2.
3.
4.
"5.

Saxitoxin

3,3-Dinethylbutan-2-ol (pinacolyl alcohol)

cs

R

Chloro Soman and Chloro Sarin

Sulphur Mustardss to inciude compounds listed below.
2-chloroethylchloromethyl sulphide

bis (2-chloroathyl) sulphone

bis (2-chloroethylthio)methar-

1,3~b’s (2-chloroethylthio) ~n-propane

1,4-bis (2-chloroethyl thioc) ~n-butane
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"ANNEX TO ARTICLE VI [2])
"KEY PRECURSOR CHEMICALS
"DECLARATIONS

"The Initial and Annual Declarations to be provided by a State Party
under paragraphs {3) and {4) of Article VI shall include:s

"l. Aggregate national data on the production, processing and consumption of
each chemical listed in Schedule [2], and on the export and import of the
chemicals in the previous calendar year with an indication of the countries
involved.

"2, The following information for each facility which, during the previous
calendar year, produced, processed or consumed more than [ ] tonnes per annum
of the chemiczls listed in Schedule [2]:

"Key Precursor Chemical (s)

®(i) The chemical name, common or trade name used by the facility,
structural formula, and Chemical Abstracts Service Registry Number
(if assigned).

"(ii) The total amount produced, consumed, imported and exported in the
previous calendar year. 1/

"(iii) The purpose(s) for which the key precursor chemical(s) are produced,
consumed or processed:

"(a) conversion on-site (specify product type)

"(b) sale or transfer to other domestic industry (specify final
product type)

"(c) export of a key precursor (specify which country)

"{(d) other.

"1/ Whether the total amount is to be expressed as an exact figure or
within a range is to be discussed.
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"Facility 1/ 2/

"(i) The name of the facility and of the owner, company, or enterprise
operating the facility.

"(ii) The exact location of the facility (inciuding the address, location
of the complex, location of the facility within the complex
including the specific building and structure number, if any).

"(1ii) Whether the facility is dedicated to producing or processing the
listed key precursor or is multi-purpose.

"(iv) Tke main orientation {purpose) of the facility.

"(v} Whether the facility can readily be used to produce a Schedule [1]
chemical or another Scnedule [2] chemical. Relevant information
should be provided, when applicable,

"(vi) The production capacity 3/ for the declared Schedule {2]) chemical(s).

"(vii) Which of the foliowing activities are performed with regard to the
key precursor chemicals:

"(a) productiocn

"{b) processing with conversinn into another chemical
"(c) processing without chemical conyersion

"(3d) other - specify.

"(viii) Whether at any time during the previous calendar year declared key
precursors were stored on-site in quantities greater
than [ 1 {[tonnes].

"l/ One delegation suggested that, in the case of a multi-purpose
facility currently producing key precursor chemicals, the following should be
specified:

- general description of the products;

- detailed technological plan of the facility;

- list of special equipment included in the technological planj;

- type of waste treatment equipments

- description of each final product (chemical name, chemical structure
and register number)}

- unit capacity fo- .ach product;

-~ use of each prc .ct.

"2/ The view was expressed that a definition of a chemical production
facility was needed and thus shocld be elaborated.

*3/ Bow to define production capacity remains to be agreed upon. Some
consultations with technical experts have taken place on this issue. A report
on these consultations is enciosed in Appendix II to facilitate further work
by delegations.
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*Advance notifications

"3. (a) BEach State Party shall annually notify the (international authority)
of facilities which intend, during the coring calendar year, to produce,
process or consume more than ... of any chemical listed in Schedule [2]. The
notification shall be submitted not later than ... months before the beginning
of that year and shall for each facility include the fcllowing informations

"(i) The information specified under paragraph 2 above, except for
quantitative information relating to the previous calendar years

“(ii) For each chemical listed in Schedule [2] intended to be produced or
processed, the total quantity intended to be produced or processed
during the coming calendar year and the time period (3) when the
production or processing is anticipated to take Place.

"{b) Each State Party shall notify the (international authority) of any
production, prccessing or consumption planned after the submission of the
annual notification under paragraph 3 (a), not later than one month before the
production or processing is anticipated to begin. The nctification ghall for
each facility include the information specified under paragraph 3 (a).

"Verification 1/

"Ain

"4. The aim of the measures stipulated in Article VI, paragraph 6 shall be to
verify that:

"{i) Facilities declared under this Annex are not used to produce any
chemical listed in Schedule [1]. 2/

"(ii) The quantities of chemicals listed in Schedule (2] produced,
processed or consumed are consistent with needs for purposes not
prohibited by the Chemical Weapons Convention. 3/

*(iii) The chemicals listed in Schedule [2] are not diverted or used for
purposes prohibited by the Chemical Weapons Convention.

"1/ Some of the provisions contained in this section have general
appiication throughout the Convention. It is understood that the retention of
these will be reviewed at a later stage in the negotiations.

"2/ It was suggested that ‘or for any other purposes prohibited by the
Convention' should be added.

"3/ Opinions were expressed on the need to consider the question of the
existence in a facility of excessive capacity for the production of chemicals
in Schedule f[2}.
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"Obligation and Frenuency

*S. (i) Each fz .4ty notified tc the [international authority] under this
Annex shall be subject to systematic international on-gite
verification on a routine basis.

*(ii) The number, intensity, duration, tining and mode of inspections and
monitoring with on~site instruments for a particular facility shall
be based on the risk to the objectives of the Convention posed by
the relevant chemical, the characteristics of the facility and the
nature of the activities carried out there. 1/ 2/ The guidelines to
be used shall include: (to be developed). Y4

*Selection

*6. The particular facility o be'inspected shall be chosen by the
[international authority] in such a way to preclude the prediction of
Precisely when the facility is to be inspected.

"Notification

"7. A State Party shall be notified by the (international authority] of the
decision to inspect a facility referred to in paragraphs 2 and 3 .... hours
prior to the arrival of the inspection team,

*Hogt State Party

"8. The host State Party shall have the right to designate personnel to
accompany an international inspecticn team. The exercise of this right shall
not affect the right of inspectors to obtain access to the facility, as
provided by the Convention, nor shall it delay or otherwise impede the
carrying out of the inspection.

——m——

"1/ One delegation sugdested that the number of such inspections could
be from 1 to 5 per year.

"2/ A number of possible factors that could influence the number ,
intensity, duration, timing and mnde of inspections have been identified and
discussed. The result of this work is enclosed in Appendix II to serve as a
basis for future work.

"3/ It was noted that a ‘welghted approach®' might be taken in
determining the inspecticn régime for specific chemicals. The importance of
establishing a threshold(s) in this context was also noted. It was mentioned
that a threshold(s) should relate to ‘military significant quantities' of the
relevant chemical(gz).
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"Initial Visit

"9. Each facility notified to the [international authority)] under this annex
shall be liable to receive an initial visit from international inspectors,
promptly after the State becomes a Farty to the Coivention.

*10. The purpose of the initial visit shall be to verify information provided
concerning the facility vo be inspected and to obtain any alditional
information needed for planning future verification activities at the
facility, including inspection visits and use of on-site instruments.

"Agreement on Inspection Procedures

"ll. BEach State Party shall execute an agreenent, based on a model agreement,
with the [international authority), within [6] months after the Conventicn
enterg into force for the State, governing the conduct of the inspections of
the facilities declared by the State Party. The agreement shall provide for
the detailed subsidiary arrangements which shall govecn inspsctions at each
facility. 1/

"l2. Such agreements shall be based on a Model Agreement and shall specify fo:
each facility the number, intensity, duration of inspections, detailed
inapection procedures and the installation, operation and maintenance of
on-~site instruments by the International Anthority. The Model Agreemen: shall
include provisions to take into account future technciogical developments.

States Parties shzll ensure that the systematic international on=-site
verification can be accomplished by the International Authority at all
facilities within the agreed time frames after the convention enters into
force. 2/

*yerification Inspections

"13. The areas of a facility te be inspected under subsidiary arrangements
may, inter alia, includes 3/

"1/ Several delegations considered that the model agreement should be
elaborated as part of the negotiations on the Convention. A draft for such a
model agreement is contained in Appendix II.

"2/ Procedures to ensure the implementation of the verification scheme
within designated time frames are to be developed.

"3/ Opinions were expressed on the need to consider the question of the

existence in a facility of excessive capacity for the production of chemicals
on Schedule (2]. !
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"(i) areas where feed chemicals (reactants) are delivered and/or storeds

®(ii) areas where manipulative processes are performed upon the reactants
prior to addition to the reaction vessel;

"(iii) feed lines as appropriate from subparagraph (i) and/or
subparagraph (1i) to the reaction vessel, together with any
associated valves, flow meters, etc.p

»(iv} the external aspect of the reactica vessel and ite ancillary
equipments

"{v) lines from the reaction vessel leading to long- or short-term
storage or for further processing of the designated chemical;

"(vi} control equipment associated with any of the items under
subparagraphs (i) to (v)3s

" (vii) equipment and areas for waste and effluent handlings
“(viii) equipment and areas for disposition of off-specification chemicals.

"14. (a) The International Authority shall notify the State Party of its
decision to inspect or visit the facility (48] {12] hours prior to the planned
arrival of the inspection team at the facility for systematic inspections or
vigits. In the event of inspections or visits to resolve urgent problems,
this period may be shortened. The International Authority shall specify the
purpose {8) of the inspection or visit. :

"(r) A State Party shall make any necessary preparations for the arrival
of the Inspectors and shall ensure their expeditious transportation from their
point of entry on the territory of the State Party to the facility. The
agreement on subgidiary arrangements will specify administrative arrangements
for Inspectors.

*(c) Internmational Inspectors shall, in accordance with agreementa on
subgsidiary arrangementss

- have unimpeded access to all arsas that have been agreed for
inspection. While conducting their activity, Inspectors shall comply
with the safety regulations at the facility. The items to be
inspected will be chosen by the Inspectors;

- bring with them and use such agreed instruments as may be necessary
for the completion of their tasks;

- receive samples taken at their request at the faclility. Such sawples
will be taken by representatives of the State Party in the presence of
the Inspectorss

- perform on-site analysis of samples;
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- transfer, if necessary, samples for analysis off-gite at a labore “ry
deaignated by the International Authority, in accordance with ag: d
procedures; 1/

= afford the oppertunity to the Host State Party to be present when
samples are analysed; 1/

- ensure, in accordance with procedures (to be developed), that samples
transported, stored and processed are not tampered withy 1/

- communicate freely with the Internaticnal Aauthority.

"(d)} The State Party receiving the inspection shall, ir accordance with
agreed proceduress

- have the right to accompany the International Inspectors at all times
during the inspection and observe all their verification activities at
the facility;

- have the right to zatain duplicates of all samples taken and be
present when samples are analysed;

- have the right to inspect any instrumcnt used or installed by the
International Inspectors and to have it teasted in the presence of its
personnels

- provide assistance to the Internatiocnal Inspectors, upon their
request, for the installation of tha monitoring system and the
analysis of samples on-gite;

- receive copies of the reports on inspections of its facility(ies);

- receive copies, at its request, of the information and data gathered
about its facility(ies) by the International Authority.

*15. The Techni-al Secretariat may retain at each gite a sealed container for
photographs, plans and other information that it may wish to refer to in the
course of subsequent inspection.

"Subm.ssion of Inspectora®’ Report

®"16. After each inspection or visit to the facility, International Inspectors
shall submit a report with their findings to the International Authority which
will transmit a copy of this report to the State Party having received the
ingpection or visit. Information received during the inspection shall be
treated as confidential (procedures to be developed).

*17. The International Inspectors may request clarification of any ambiguities
arising from the inspection. In the event that any ambiguities arise which
cannot be resolved in the course of the inspection, the Inspectors shall
inform the International Aathority immediately.

"1/ The view was expressed that all questions related to analysis
off-site required further discussion.
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"ANNEX TO ARTICLE VI [2)
S8CHEDULE [2)

“PROVISIONAL LIST

“l. Chemicals containing one P-methyl, P-ethyl, or P-propyl (normal or igo)
bond.

®"2. N,N-Dialkylphosphoramidic dihalides.

*3. Dialkyl R,N-dialkylphosphoramidates.

"4, Arsenic trichloride, {7784~34-1)
¥S. 2,2=-Diphenyl-2-hydroxyacetic acid. {76=53=7)
*6. OQuinuclidin-3-0l {1619-34~7)
7. N,N-Diisopropylamincethyl-2-chlozide. (26-79=-7)
"8, N,N-Diiscpropylamincethan=2-0l. {$6-80=0)
"9. N,N-Diisopropylaminoethane-2-thicl. (5842~07-9)

*70 BE DISCUSSED FURTHER

(1) The following compoundss

Big (2-hydroxyethyl)sulphide {thiodiglyeol}

3, 3-Dimethyibutan-2-0l1 {pinacolyl aicohol)

"(2) Expanded groupe fcor compounds S, 6, 7, 8 and 9, as follows:

(No. 5): 2-phenyl -Z~(phenyl, cyclohexyl, cyclopentyl or
cyclobutyl) ~2~hydroxyacetic acids and their methyl, ethyl,
n=propyl and iso-propyl esters.

{No. 6): 3= or 4-hydroxypiperidine and their [derivativesn} and
{analogs ).

{koe. 7,8,9)s N,N-Disubstituted aminoethyl-2-halides

N,N-Disubstituted aminocethan-2-ols
N, N-Digsubgtituted aminoethane-2-thiols
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"ANNEX TO ARTICLE VI [3]

"Chemicals which are produced in large commercial quantities and which
could be used for chemical weapons purposes

"DECLARATIONS

*l. The Initial and Annual Declarations to be provided by a State Party under
paragraph {4) of Article VI shall include the following information for each
of the chemicals listed in Schedule {[3]:

"*{i) The chemicals name, common or trade name used by the facility,
gtructural formula and Chemical Abstracts Service Registry Number.

"(ii) The tota) amount produced, consumed, imported and exported in the
previous calendar year.

®»(iii) The final product or end use of the chemical in accordance with the
following categories (to be developed),

* (iv) for each facility which during the previous calendar year produced,
processed, consumed or transferred more than (30] tonnes of a chemical
listed in Schedule [3]). 1/

*{a) The name of the facility and o the owner, company, or enterprise
operating the facility.

"(b) The location of the facility.
"{c) The capacity (to be defined) 2/ of the facility.

"(d) The approximate amount of production and consumption of the
chemical in the previous year (ranges to be specified).

*l/ It was proposed that a threshold for the dual purpose agents
(phosgene, Cyanogen chloride, Bydrogen cyanide, Chloropicrin) could be
established at [50 tonnes/year] [500 tonnes/year) and for precursors at
[5 tonnes/yecar} (S50 tonnes/year). The proposal as presented in an informal
discussion paper dated 30 March 1987, prepared on the request of the Chairman
of the Committee, by Dr. Peroni (Brazil), Lt. Col. Bretfeld {German DPemocratic
Republic) and Dr. Ooms (Netherlands).

%2/ Some consultations with technical experts have taken place on this

issue. M report on these consultations iz enclosed in Appendix II to
facilitate further work by delegations.
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"2, A State Party shall notify the (International Authority) of the name and
location of any facility which intends, in the year following submission of
the Annual Declaration, to produce, process or consgume any of the chemicals
listed in Schedule [3] (on an industrial scale =~ to be defined).

"VERIFICATION

"The verification régime for chemicals listed in Schedule [3] will
comprise both the provision of data by a State Party to the
[International Authority) and the monitoring of that data by the
[International Authority). 1/

"l/ Some delegations consider that provision should be made for resort
to an on-gite "spot-check"™ inspection, if required, to verify information
supplied by a State Party. Other delegations believe that the provisions of
Articles VII, VIII and IX of the Convention are sufficient in this respect.
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SANNEX TO ARTICLE VI [3]

SCHEDULE (3]
Ehoasgene (75-44-5)
Cyanogen chloride {506=77-4)
Bydrogen cyanide (74=90-8)

Prichloronitrosethans {chloropicrin)
Phosphorus oxvchloride (10025-87-3)
phosphorus trichloride (7719-12-2)

Di- and Trimethyl/Ethyl BEsters of
Phosphorus [P III) Acids

Trimethyl phosphite {121-45-9)
Triethyl phosphite (122-52-1)
Dimethyl phosphite (868-85-9})
piethyl phosphite (762-04~9)
Sulphur moncchloride (19925-67-9)
Sulphur dichloride (19545-99-0)
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"ANNEX TO ARTICLE VI [...] 1/

"production of super-toxic lethal chemicals not listed in Schedule (1)

“The provisions of this Annex cover:

- chemicals with an LDgp equal to or less than 0.5 mg per kg
bodyweight 2/ or an ICtgg equal to or less than 2,000 mg-nin/h3;

- facilities which

"(a) produce or process more than [10] [100) [1 000) kg 3/ per annum 4/
of any such chemicalj; 5/

"[(b) have a production capacity 6/ for any such chemical exceeding
1 000 kg 7/ per annum. 8/]

*1/ Some delegations consider that the chemicals in this Annex should be
dealt with in the Annex to Article VI [2] Schedule [2]. Other delegations
consider that a separate Annex [4] is required.

"2/ It is understood that further discussion is needed with regard to
chemicals with a somewhat lower toxicity. In this context various ideas were
put forward, i.a.:

- that chemicals falling within a deviation-range of 10-20 per cent could
be considered;

- that chemicals with an LDggy close to 0.5 mg/kg bodyweight could be
included as exceptiocns;

- that the modalities for revisions of lists could be made use of to take
care of possible concerns in this regard.

"3/ Some delegations felt that the thresholds for production and
production capacity should correspond to militrrily significant quantities.

"4/ The question of production or processing not occurring annually
requires further discussion.

"5/ Some delegations expressed the view that additicnal criteria of
suitability for chemical weapons purposes should be added.

"6/ How to define production capacity remains to be agreed upon. 1In
this context reference was made to the preposal contained in CD/GWMP.171, as
well as the report contained in Appendix II to this document.

®*7/ 1t is understood that the quantitative value of the threshold for
production capacity remains to be discussed.

"8/ One delegation expressed the view that the question of production

capacities should be considered in accordance with the relevant provisions in
the Annex to Article VI, Schedules [2] and [3] (cf. CD/CWMP.167 pp. 65, 358).
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"DECLARATIONS 1/

The Initial and Annual Declarations to be provided by a State Party under
Article VI shall iaclude:

"l. MAggregate national data on the production or processing of each chemical
{listed in) [covered by] this Annex, 2/ and on the export and import of the
chemicals in the previous calendar year with an indication of the countries
involved.

*2. The following information for each facility which, during the previous

calendar year, produced or processed more than [10] [100]) [1 000] kg 3/ of any
chenical [listed in) [covered Ly} this Annex.

“Chemical (s)

"(i) The chemical name, common or trade name used by the facility,
structural formula,; and Chemical Abstracts Service Registry Number
(1f aasigned).

*(ii) The total amount produced, prccessed, imported and exported in the
previous calendar year. 4/ 5/

*{iii) The purpose(s) for which the chemical(s) are produced or processed:
*(a) conversion on-site (specify product type)

"(b) sale or transfer to other domestic industry (specify final
product type)

"(c) export of a chemical (specify which country)

“Facility

"(i) The name of the facility and of the owner, company, or enterprise
operating the facility.

"1/ The information to be reported on chemicals will depand largely on
what aims are eventually agreed for verification under paragraph 4 of this
Annex.

"2/ A proposal for a list of chsmicals, to be included in the Convention
under this category, is contained in ¢D/792.

"3/ Some delegations felt that the thresholds for production and
production capacity should correspond to militarily significant quantities.

"4/ Whether the total amount is to be sxpressed as an exact figure or
within a range is to be discussed.

"5/ One delegation expressed the view that aggregate national data on
the production of any such chemical should also be provided.
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"(i1) The exact location of the facility (including the address, location
of the complex, location of the facility within the complax
including the specific building and structure number, if any).

*(iii) Whether the facility is dedicated to producing or processing the
declared chemical or is multi-purpose.

"(iv) The main orientation (purpose) of the facility.

"{(v) Whether the facility can readily be used to produce a Schedule (1)
chemical. Relevant information should be provided, whken applicable. ]

"{vi) The production capacity for the declared chemical (s) 1/

"(vii) Which of the follrwing activities are performed with regard to
chemicals

" {a) production

"(b) processing with conversion into another chemical
"(c) processing without chemical conversion

"(d) other - specify.

"(viii) Whether at any time during the previous calendar year declared
chemicals were stored on-gite in quantities greater than | |
[tonnes].

*Advance notifications

“3. (a) Bach State Party shall annually notify the [International Authority]}
of facilities which anticipate, during the coming calendar year, to produce or
process more than ....¢c0... Of any chemical [lizted in] [covered by] this
Annex. The notification shall be submitted not later than ... months before
the beginning of that year and shall for each facility include the following
information:

*{(i) The information specified under paragraph 2 above, except for
quantitative information relating to the previous calendar
Year

"(ii) For each chemical, the total quantity anticipated to be
Produced or processed during the coming calendar year and the
time pericd(s) when the production or processing is
anticipated to take place.

"(b) Each State Party shall notify the [Internaticnal Anthority] of any
Production, processing planned after the submission of the annual notification
under paragraph 3 (a), not later than one month before the production or
Processing is anticipated to begin. The notification shall for each facility
include the information specified under paragraph 3 (a).

1/ BHow to define production capacity remains to be agreed upon,
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"YERIFICATION 1/

"Alm 2/

"4, 'The aim of the measures stipulated in Article VI, paragraph 6 shall be to
verify that:

*(4) facilities declared under this Annex are rot used to produce any

chemical listed in Schedule (1]

*(ii) the quantities of declared chemicals produced or processed are

consistent with needs for purposes not prohibited by the Chemical
Weapons Convention;

®(iii} the declared chemicals are not diverted or used for purposes

prohibited by the Chemical Weapons Convention.

*Obligation and frequency

*5. (i)

"(ii)

*(iii)

® (iv)

Each facility notified to the [Intermational Authority] shall be
liable to receive an initial wvisit from international inspectors,
promptly after the State becomes a Party to the Convention,

The purpose of the initial visit shall be to verify information
provided concerning the facility to be inspected and to obtain any
additional information, {[including on the capacity of the facility,
needed for planning] [to determine whether systematic on-site
verification on a routine basis is necessary, and, if sc, to plan]
future verification activities at the facility, including inspection
visits and use of on-site instruments.

Bach facility notified to the [International Authority] under this
Annex shall ba subject to systematic international on-site
verification on a routine basis.

The number, intensity, duration, timing and mode of inspections and
monitoring with on-site instruments for a particular facility shall
be baced on the risk to the c¢bjectives of the Convention posed by
the relevant chemical, the characteristics of the facility including
its capacity and the nature of the activities carried out there. 3/
The guidelines to be used shall include: (to be developed).

*l/ Some of the proviaions contained in this section have general
application throughout the Convention. It is understood that the retention of
these will be reviewed at a later stage in the negotiations.

*2/ This aim requires further consideration. Scme delegations have
raigsed in this context the issue of suitability for chemical weapons purposes.

®3/ One delegation suggested that the number of such inspectiong might
be one to three per year.
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*Selection

"6, The particular facility to be inspected shall be chosen by the
[International Authority) in such a way to preclude the prediction of
precisely when the facility is to be inspected.

“"Hogt State Party

"7, The Host State Party shall have the right to designate personnel to
accompany an international inspection team. The exercise of this right shall
not affect the right of inspectors to obtain access to the facility, as
provided by the Convention, nor shall it delay or otherwise impede the
carrying out of the inspection,

*Agreement on Inspection Proceducss

"8, Each State Party shall execute an agreement, based on a model agreement,
with the [International Authority] within {6) months after the Convention
enters into force for the State, governing the conduct ot the inspections of
{the facilities declareé by the State Party] [those facilitlies which are
determined by the Technical Secretariat on the basis of the initial visit of
international inspectors to warrant systematic international on-gite
verification on a routine basis]. The agreement shall provide for the
detailed subsidiary arrangements which shall govern inspections at each
facility.

%9, Such agreements shall be based on a Model Agreement and shall specify for
each facility the number, intensity, duration of inspections, detailed
inspection procedures and the installation, operation and maintenance of
on-gsite instruments by the [International Authority). The Model Agreement
shall include provisions to take into account future technological
developments.

States Parties shall ensure that the systematic international on-site
verification can be accomplished by the [International Authority] at all
facilities within the agreed time frames after the Convention enters into
force.

"Verification Inspections

"10. The areas of a facility tc ve inspected under subsidiary arrangements,
may, inter alia, include:

*(i) areas where feed chemicals (reactants) are delivered and/or stored;

"(ii) areas where manipulative processes are performed upon the reactants
prior to addition to the reaction vessel;

"(iii) feed lines as appropriate from subparagraph (i) and/or
subparagraph (ii) to the reaction vessel, together with any
associated valves, flow nmeters;

“(iv) the external aspect of the reaction vessel and its ancillary
equipment
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%(v) lines from the reaction vessel leading to long~- or short-term
storage or for further processing of the designated chemicalj

w(yi) control equipment associated with any of the items under
gubparagraphs (i) to )3

"(vii) equipment and areas for waste and effluent handling;
"(viii) equipment and areas for disposition of off-gpecification chemicals.

*11. (a) The [{International authority] shall notify the state Party of its
decision to inspect or vigit the facility (48] [12) hours prior to the planned
arrival of the inspection team at the facility for systematic inspections or
visits.

"(b) A State Party shall make any necessary preparations for the arrival
of the Inspectors and shali ensure their expeditious transportation from their
point of entry on the territory of the State party to the facility. The
agreement on gubsidiary arrangements will specify administrative arrangements
for Inspectors.

"(c) international Inspectors shall, in accordance with agreements on
subsidiary arrangement:

- have unimpeded access to all areas that have been agreed for inspection.
wWhile conducting their activity, Inspectors shall comply with the safety
regulations at the facility. The items to be inspected will be chosen by
the Inspectors;

« bring with then and use such agreed instruments as may be necessary for
the completion of their tasks:

- receive samples taken at their request at the facility. Such samples
will be taken by representatives of the State Party in the presence of
the Inspectors;

- perform on-site analysis of_sampless

~ transfer, if necessary, samples for analysis off-site at a laboratory
designated by the {International Aathority], in accordance with agreed

proceduress

- afford the oppor tunity to the Host State Party to be present when samples
are analyseds

- ensure, in accordance with procedures (to be developed), that samples
transported, stored and processed are not tampered with;

- communicate freely with the [International Authorityl.

®(d) The State Party receiving the inspection shall, in accordance with
agreed procedures:
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- have the right to accompany the International Inspectors at all times
during the inspection and observe all their verification activities at
facilitys

- have the right to retain duplicates of all samples taken and be present
when samples are analysedj

- have the right to inspect any instrument used or installed by the
international Inspectors and to have it tested in the presence of its
personnel;

- provide assistance to the International Inspectors, upon their request,
for the installation of the monitoring system and the analysis of samples
on-gites

- receive copies of the reports on inspections of its facility(ies);

- receive copies, at its request, of the information and data gathered
about its facility(ies) by the [International Authority].

%12. The Technical Secretariat may retain at each site a sealed container for
photographs, plans and other information that it may wish to refer to in the
course of subsequent inspection.

*Submission of Inspectors' Report

n]3. After each inspection or visit to the facility, International Inspectors
shall submit a report with their findings to the [International Anthority]
which will transmit a copy of this report to the State Party having received
the inspection or visit. Information received during the inspection shall be
treated as confidential (procedures to be developed).

"14, The International Inspectors may request clarification of any ambiguities
arising from the inspection. 1In the event that any ambiguities arise which
cannot be resolved in the course of the inspection, the Inspectors shall
jnform the [International Authority) immediately.
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"OTHER DOCIMENTS

Il

"preparatory Commission 1/

"), For the purpose of carrying out the necessary preparations for the
effective operation of the provisions of the Convention and for preparing for
the first meeting of the Consultative Committee, the Depository of the
Convention shall convene a Preparatory Commission not later than [30] days
after the Convention has been signed by (to be determined) States.,

%2, The Commission shall consist of the representatives designated by the
States which have signed the Convention.

»3. The Commission shall be convened at [...] and remain in existence until
the Convention comes into force and thereafte:r until the Consultative
Comaittee has convened.

®4. The expenses of the Commission shall be met by the States gignatories to
the Convention, participating in the Commission, [in accordance with the
United Nations scale of assessment, adjusted to take into account differences
between the United Nations membership and the participation of States
signatories in the Commission].

5. All decisions of the Commission shall be made by {consensus] l[a
two-thirds majorityl].

"s. The Commission shall

"(a) elect its own officers, adopt its own rules of procedures, meet as
often as necessary and establish such committees as it deems useful;

"(b) appoint an executive secretary and establish a provisional technical
secretariat with units in charge of preparatory work concerning the main
activities to be carried out by the Technical Secretariat created under the
Convention: declarations and data; inspectorates evaluation of accounts and
reportss agreements and negotigtions; personnel, qualifications and
training; development of procedures and instruments; technical support;
finance and administration;

»(c) make arrangements for the first session of the Consultative
Committee, including the preparation of an agenda and draft rules of procedure

*1/ Provisions on the Commission could be contained in a resolution of
the United Nations General Assembly commending the conventiun or in an
appropriate document associated with the Convention.
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®(d) make studies, reports and recommendationas for the fir  +.ssion of
the Consultative Committee and the first meeting of the Executi  _ouncil on
subjects requiring immediate attention after the entry into forcee of the
Convention, including the programme of work and the budge: for the first year
of activities of the Consultative Committes, the location of the permanent
offices of the International Authority, technical problems relevant to
activities connected with the implementation of the Convention, establishment
of the Technical Secretariat and of its staff and financial regqulations.

"7. The Commission shall report on itas activities to the first meeting of the
Consultative Committee. -
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'II.
"PROCEDURES FOR TOXICITY DETERMINATICNS 1/

“In March 1982 consultations were held, involving 32 experts from
25 countries, i.a. on toxicity determination.

®As a result of the discussions, the participants in tih¢ consultations
unanimously agreed to recommend standardized operating procodures fnr acute
subcutaneous toxicity determinations and for acute inhalativa torisity
determinations. These unanimously agreed reccommendaticns weuc submitted as
A" exes III and IV to document CD/CW/MWP.30.

"It is understood that further work may be needsi £o take iato aceount
technical developments since 1982. In order to facilitsat: thizs work
Annexes III and IV to CD/GW/MP.30 are reproduced br low.

"ANNEX IIX

"RECOMMENDED STANDARDIZED OPERATING PROCEDURES FOR ACUTE
SUBCUTANEOUS TOXICITY DETERMINATIONS

*1. Introduction
"Three categories of agents were defined on the basis of their toxicity:s
*(i) super-toxic lethal chemicals;
*(ii) other lethal chemicals;
»(iii) other harmful chemicals.

"lethality limi?s in terms of LDgy for subcutaneous administration were
established to separate three toxic categories at 0.5 mg/kg and 1C ~g/kg.

*"2. Principles of the test method

"ghe test substance iz administered to a group of animals in duses
corresponding exactly to the category limits (0.5 or 10 mg/kg respectively).
If in an actual test the death rate was greater than 50 per cent, then the
material would fall into the higher toxicity categery; if it was lower than
50 per cent the material would fall into the lower toxicity category.

*3, Description of the test procedure

"3.1 Experimental animal Healthy young adult male albino rats of
Wistar strain weighing 200 + 20 g should e used. The animals should be
acclimatized to the laborator:y conditions for at least five days prior to the

"1/ It was understood that these recomnended standardized operating
procedures for toxicity determinations might be supplemented or modified
and/or, if necessary, reviewed.
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test. The temperature of the animal room before and during the teat should
be 22 *+ 3°C and the relative humidity should be 50-70 per cent. With
artificial lighting, the sequence should be 12 hours 1light, 12 hours dark.
Conventional laboratory diets may be used for feeding with an unlimited supply
of drinking water. The animals should be group-caged but the number of
animals per cage should not interfere with proper observation of each

animal. Prior to the test, the animals are randomized and divided into
groups; 20 animals in each group.

"3.2 Test substance Each test substance should be appropriately
identified (chemical composition, origin, batch number, purity, solubility,
stability etc.) and stored under conditions ensuring its stability. The
stability of the substance under the test conditions should also be known. A
solution of the test substance should be prepared just before the test.
Solutions with concentrations of 0.5 mg/ml and 10 mg/ml should be prepared.
The preferable solvent is 0.85 per cent saline. Where the solubility of the
test substance is a problem, a minimum amount of an organic solvent such as
ethanol, propylene glycol or polyethylene glycol may be used to achieve
solution.

3.3 Test method Twenty animals receive in the back region 1 ml/kg of
the solution containing 0.5 mg/ml of the test substance. The number of dead
animals is determined within 48 hours and again after 7 days. If the death
rate is lower than 10 animals, another group of 20 animals should be injected
by the same way with 1 ml/kg of the solution containing 10 mg/ml of the test
substance. The number of dead animals should be determined within 48 hours
and again after 7 days. 1f the result is doubtful (e.g. death rate = 10),
the test should be repeated.

"3.4 Evaluation of the results If the death rate in the first group of
animals (receiving a solution containing 0.5 mg/ml) is equal to or higher than
50 per cent, the test substance will fall into the 'super-toxic lethal
chemical®' category. If the death rate in the second group (receiving a
solution containing 10 mg/ml) is equal to or higher than 50 per cent, the test
substance will fall into the 'other lethal chemical' category; if lower than
50 per cent, the test substance will fall into the 'other harmful chemical’.

"4, Data reporting

"A test report should include the following information:

"(1) test conditionsg: date and hour of the test, air temperature
and humidity

"(ii) animal data: strain, weight and origin of the animalsy

n(iii) test substance characterization: chemical composition, origin,
batch number and purity (or impurities) of the substance) date
of receipt, quantities received and used in the test;
conditions of storage, solvent used in the testj

"(iv) results: the number of dead animals‘in each group, evaluation
of results.
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“ANNEX IV

“RECOMMENDED STANDARDiZED OPERATING PROCEDURES FOR ACUTE
INHALATION TOXICITY CRITERIA

). In the assessment and evaluation of the toxic characteristics of
chemicals in a vapour or aerosol state determination of acute inhalation
toxicity is necessar:. In every case, when it is possible, this test should
be preceded by subcutaneous toxicity determination. Data from these studies
constitute the initial steps in the establishing of a dosage regimen in
subchronic and other studies and may provide additional information on the
mode of toxic action of a substance.

*Three categories of agents were defined on the basis of their toxicity:
*{i) super-toxic lethal chemicals
" (ii) other lethal chemicals;
*1iii) other harmful chemicals.
"Lethality limits in terms of ICtgy for inhalatory app11cat1on were
established to separate three toxic categories at 2,000 mg min/m3 and

20,000 mg min/m3,

2. Principles of the test method

"A group of animals is exposed for a defined period to the test substance
in concentration corresponding exactly to the category limits
(2,000 my min/m3 or 20,000 mg min /m3) respectively. If in an actual test
the death rate was greater than 50 per cent, then the material would fall into
the higher toxicity category; if it was lower than 50 per cent, the material
would fall into the lower toxicity category.

3. Description of the test procedure

*3.1 Experimental animal Bealthy young adult male albino rats of
Wistar strain weighing 200 + 20 g should be used. The animals should be
acclimatized to the laboratory conditions for at least five days prior to the
test. The temperature of the animal room before and during the test should
be 22 + 3°C and the relative humidity should be 50-70 per cent. With
artificial lighting, the sequence should be 12 hours light, 12 hours dark.
Conventional laboratory diets may be used@ for feeding with an unlimited supply
of drinking water. The animals should be group-caged but the number of
animals per cage should not interfere with proper observation of each
animal}, Prior to the test the animals are randomized and divided into two
groups; 20 animals in each group.

3.2 Test substance Each test substance should be appropriately
identified (chemical composition, origin, batch number, purity, solubility,
stability, boiling point, flash point, vapour pressure etc.) and stored under
conditions ensuring its stability. The stability of the substance under the
test conditions should also be known.
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"3.3 Eguipment A constant vapour concentration may be produced by one
of several methcds:

"(i) by means of an automatic syringe which drops the material on to
a suitable heating system (e.g. hot plate)s

"(ii) by sending airsteam through a solution containing the material
(e.g. bubbling chamber)s

*{(iii) by diffusion of the agent through a suitable material
{e.g. diffusion chamber).

*A dynamic inhalation system with a suitable analytical concentration
control system should be used, The rate of air flow should be adjusted to
ensure that conditions throughout the equipment are essentially the same.
Both a whole body individual chamber exposure or head only exposure may be
uged,

"3.4 Dphysical measurements Measurements or monitoring should be
conducted of the following parameters:

"(i) the rate of air flow (preferably continuously);

"(ii) the actual concentration of the test substance during the
exposed pericd;

®(iii) temperature and humidity.

3.5 Test method Twenty animals are exposed for 10 minutes to the
concentration of 200 mg/m3 and then removed from the chamber. The number
of dead animals is determined within 48 hours and again after 7 days. If the
death rate is lower than 10 animals, another group of 20 animals should be
exposed for 10 minutes to the concentration of 2,000 mg/m3. The number of
dead animals should be determined within 48 hours and again after 7 days. if
the result is doubtful (e.g. death rate = 10), the test should be repeated.

"3.6 Evaluation of results If the death rate in the first group of
animals (exposed to the concentration of 200 mg/m3) is equal to or higher
than 50 per cent, the test substance will fall into the 'super~toxic lethail
Chemical' category. If the death rate in the second group (exposed to the
concentration of 2,000 mg/m3) is equal to or higher than 506 per cent, the
test substance will fall into the ‘other lethal chemical' categorys 1if it is
lower than 50 per cent, the test substance will fall into the 'other harmful
chemical’,

*4. Data repor ting

"A test report should include the following information:

"(i) Test conditions: date and hour of the test, description of
exposure chamber (type, dimensions, source of air, system for
generating the test substance, method of conditioning air,
treatment of exhaust air etc.) and equipment for measur ing
temperature, humidity, air flow and concentration of the test
substance;
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*(ii)

" (iii)

"{iv)

"(v)

Exposure datas air flow rate, temperature and humidity of air,
nominal concentration (total amount of test substance fed into
the equipment divided by volume of air), actaal concentration
in test breathing zonej;

Animal data: strain, weight and origin of animalsj

Test substance characterization: chemical composition, origin,
batch number and purity (or impurities) of the substancej
boiling point, flash point, vapour pressurej date of receipt,
quantities received and used in the test; condition of
storage, solvent uged in the test;

Results: number of dead animals in each group. evaluation of
results.
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"ADDENDUM TO APPENDIX I
"GUIDELINES ON THE INTERNATIONAL INSPECTORATE 1/ 2/

*Attachment (&) to CD/GW/MP.175

"I. Designation

"L. Verification activities in a State Party to the Convention shall only be
performed by inspectors designated to this State in advance.

"2. The Technical Secretariat shall communicate, in writing, to the State
concerned the names, nationality and ranks of the inspectors proposed for
designation. Furthermore, it shall furnish a certificate of their
qualifications and enter into such consultations as the State concerned may
request. The latter shall inform the Secretariat, within (30) days after
receipt of such a proposal, whether or not it will accept the designation of
each inspector proposed. The inspectors accepted by the State Par ty shall be
designated to that State. The Technical Secretariat shall notify the State
concerned of such a designation.

"3. Should any State Party object to the designation of inspectors, be it at
the time they are proposed or at any time thereafter, it shall inform the
Technical Secretariat of its objection, If a State Party raises objections to
an inspector already designated, this objection shall come into effect 30 days
after receipt by the Technical Secretariat. The Technical Secretariat shall
immediately inform the State concerned of the withdrawal of the designation of
the inspector. 1In cases of objections to designation of inspectors the
Technical Secretariat shall propose to the State Party in guestion one or more
alternative designations. The Technical Secretariat shall refer to the
Executive Council any repeated refusal by a State Party to accept the
designation of inspectors if the Secretariat is of the opinion that such
refusal impedes inspections to be conducted in the State concerned.

"II. Privileges and immunities of inspectors

"l. To the extent necessary for the effective exercise of their functions,
inspectors shall be accorded the following privileges and immunities, which
shall also apply to the time spent travelling in connection with their
missions:

"(a) immunity from personal arrest or detention and from seizure of their
personal baggages

"l/ These guidelines relate to the activities international inspectors
carry cut in connection with routine verification in States Parties.

"2/ Some delegations considered that the texts contained in this
document require further consideration.,
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®(b) immunity from legal process of every kind in regard to what they do,
say or write in the performance of their official functions;

"(c) inviolability of all the papers, documents, equipment and samples
they carry with them;

"{(d) the right to use codes for their communication with the Secretariat
and to receive papers or correspondence by courier or in sealed bags from the
Secretariat;

"(e) multiple entry/exit and/or transit visas and the same treatment in
entry and transit formalities as is given to members of comparable rank of
diplomatic missions;

“{£) the same currency and exchange facilities as are accorded to
representatives of foreign Governments on temporary official missionsj

"(g) the same immunities and facilities in respect to their personal
baggage as are accorded to members of comparable rank of diplomatic missions.

"2. Privileges and immunities shall be granted to inspectors for the sake of
the Convention and not for the personal benefit of the individuals
themselves. The Secretariat shall have the right and the duty to waive the
immunity of any inspector whenever it is of the opinion that the immunity
would impede the course of justice and can be waived without Prejudice to the
Convention.

®3. If any State Party to the Convention considers that there has been an
abuse of an above-me:.tioned privilege or immunity, consultations shall be held
between that State and the Sacretariat to determine whether such an abuse has
occurred and, if so, to ensure that it does not repeat itself.

"III. General rules governing inspections and the conduct of inspectors

"l. Inspectors shall carry out their functions under the Conventicn on the
basis of the inspection mandate issued by the Technical Secretariat. They
shall refrain from activities going beyond this mandate.

"2. The activities of inspectors shall be so arranged as to ensure on the one
hand the effective discharge of the inspectors' functions and, on the other,
the least possible inconvenience to the State concerned and disturbance to the
facility or other location inspected. Inspectors shall only request the
information and data which are necessary to fulfil their mandate. States
Parties shall furnish such information. Inspectors shall not communicate to
any State, Organization or person outside the Technical Secretariat any
information to which they have access in connection with their activities in a
State Party. They shall abide by relevant regulations established within the
Technical Secretariat for the protection of confidential information. They
shall remain bound by these relevant regulations after they have left their
functions as international inspectors.
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*3. In the performance of thair duties on the territory of a State Party,
inspectors shali, if the State Party so requests, be accompanied by
representatives of this State, provided inspectors are not thereby delayed or
otherwise hindered in the exercise of their functions. If a State Pacty
designates the inspectorsa' point of entry intc, and departure from, the State
concerned and their routes and modes of travel within the State, it shall be
guided by the principle of minimizing the time of travel and any other
inconvenience.

"4. In exercising their functions, inspectors shall aveid unnecessarily
hampering or delaying the operation of a facility or affecting its safety. 1In
particular, inspectors shall not operate any facility or direct the staff of
the facility to perform any operation. If inspactors consider that, to fulfil
their mandate, particular operations should be carried out in a facility, they
shall request the designated representative of the management of the facility
to perform them.

*5. After the inspection visit, inspectors shall submit to the Technical
Secretariat a report on the activities conducted by them and on their
findings. The report shall be factual in nature. It shall only contain facts
relevant to compliance with the Convention, as provided for under the
inspection mandate. Relevant regulations, governing the protection of
confidential information, shall be observed. The report shall also provide
information as to the manner in which the State Party inspected co-operated
with the inspection team. Different views held by inspectors may be attached
to the report.

"6. The report shall be kept confidential. The Mational Authority of the
State Party shall be informed of the findings of the report. BAny written
coments, which the State Party may immediately make on these findings shall
be annexed to it. Immediately after receiving the report, the Technical
Secretariat shall transmit a copy of it to the State Party concerned.

"7. Should the report contaim uncertainties, or should co-operation between
the National Authority and the inspectors not measure up to the standard
required, the Technical Secretariat shall approach the State Party for
clarification.

"8. 1If the uncertainties cannot be removed or the facts established are of a
nature to suggest that obligations undertaken under the Convention have not
been met, the Technical Secretariat shall inform the Executive Council without
delay.
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"APPENDIX II

"This Appendix contains papers reflecting results of work undertaken on

issues under the Convention.
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"PRINCIPLES AND ORDER OF DESTRUCTION OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS 1/

"l. The elaboration of the Order of Destruction shall build on the
undiminished security for all States during the entire destruction stage,
confidence-building in the early part of the destruction stage, gradual
acquisition of experience in the course of destroying chemical weapons stocks
and applicability irrespective of the actual composition or size of the
stockpiles and the methods chosen for the destruction of the chemical weapons.

"2. Each State Party poscessing chemical weapons shall begin destructic.. not
later than one vear after it becomes a Party to the Convention, and all
stockpiles must have been destroyed by the end@ of the tenth yvear after the
entry into force of the Convention. 2/

"3. The entire destruction period is divided into annual pericds.

"4, For the purpose of destruction, chemical weapong declared by each State
Party are divided into three cateqories:

Category 1l: Chemical weapons on the basis of Schedule [1] chemicals;
Category 2: Chemical weapons on the basis of all other chemicals;

Category 3: Unfilled munitions and devices, and equipment specifically
designed for use directlv in connection with employment of
chemical weapons.

"5. The Order of Destruction shall be based on the principle of levelling out
the stockpiles of chemical weapons of State Parties, while observing the
principle of [equal] [undiminished] security. (The level of such stockpiles
shall be agreed upon.)

"6. Each State Party possessing chemical weapons

- shall start the destruction of Category 1 chemical weapons not later
than one year after it becomes a Party to the Convention, and shall
complete it not later than 10 years after the entry into force of the
Convention; the comparison factor for such weapons shall be agent
tons, i.e. the aggreqate weight of the chemicals within such Categorv,

"l/ Some delegations drew attention to another proposal which suqggests a
specific phased approach, including a special phase for advance destruction by
the largest chemical weapons owners until midway of the destruction period.
This proposal is contained in CD/822 of 29 March 1988.

"2/ The view was expressad that possible additional provisions
applicable to States possessing chemical weapons but which ratify the
Convention at a later stage would need to be discussed. The view was also
expressed that the Convention should include from the beginning all States
possessing chemical weapons.
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- shall start the destruction of Category 2 chemical weapons not later
than one year after it becomes a Party to the Convention and shall
complete it not later than five years after the entry into force of
the Convention; the comparison factor for such weapons shall be agent
tons, i.e. the aggregate weight of the chemicals within such Category,

~ s5hall start the destruction of Cateqory 3 chemical weapons not later
than one year after it becomes a Party to the Convention, and shall
complete it not later than [four] [five] years after the entry into
force of the Convention; the comparison factor (s) for unfilled
munitions and devices shall be expressed in fill volume (m3) and for
equipment in number of items.

*7. Within each Cateqgory a State Party shall carry out the destruction in
such a way that not more than what is specified in the table below remains at
the end of each annual period. A State Party is not precluded from destroving
its stocks at a faster pace.

TABLE

Year Category 1 Category 2 Category 3
2

3

4

5

6 (TO BE DEVELOPED)

7

8

9

10

"8. Within each category a State Party shall determine its detailed plans for
each annual period in such a way that not more than what is specified in the
Convention will remain by the end of each such period.

These plans shall be submitted to and approved by the Executive Council,
in accordance with the relevant provisions in Section V of the Annex to
Article 1V.

"9, Each State Party shall report annually to the Organization on the
implementation of the destruction in each annual period.
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"GUIDELINES FOR SCHEDULE ({1} 1/

"phe following quidelines, sinalv or in combination, should be taken into
account in considering whether a chemical should be inciuded in Schedule [1]:

%], Super-toxic lethal chemicals which have been stockpiled as chemical
weapons.

"2, Super-toxic lethal chemicals which pose a particular risk of potential
use as chemical weapons.

n3, Super-toxic lethal chemicals which have little or no use except as
chemical weapons.

4. Super-toxic lethal chemicals which possess whvsical and chemical
properties enabling them to be used as chemical weapons. 2/

"S. Super-toxic lethal chemicals with chemical structure related/similar to
those super-toxic lethal chemicals already listed in Schedule 1. 3/

"6. Chemicals whose principal effect is to cause temporary incapacitation and
which possess physical and chemical properties enabling them to be used as
chemical weapons.

"7. BAny toxic chemical with a chemical structure related/similar ¢o those
chemicals already listed in Schedule 1. 3/

"8. Other chemicals which have been stockniled as chemical weapons.
"9, Other chemicals which have little or no use except as chemical weapons.

"10. Key precursors which participate in a one-stage process of producing
toxic chemicals in munitions and devices. 4/

"11. Rey precursors which pose a high risk to the objectives of the Convention
by virtue of their high pot:ntial for use to produce chemical weapons.,

"l/ The basis and mocalities for the application and revision of the
quidelines are to be developed.

"2/ A view was exprcssed that compounds listed in Schedule [1l] should
possess the properties of chemical warfare agents.

"3/ The view was expressed that this by itself iould not be sufficient to
include a chemical in Schedule [1].

"4/ One delegation believes that this provision is not necessary and that
it is already covered under point 12,
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"12., Kwy precursors which may possess the following characteristics:

"(i) it may react v‘th other chemicals to give, within a short time, a
high yield of a toxic chemical defined as a chemical weapons

"(ii) the rezction may be carried out in such a manner that the toxic
product is readily available for military use; and

"f{iii) key precursors which have little or no use except for chemical
weaprons purposes.

-140-~



"POSSIBLE FACTORS IDENTIFIED TO DETERMINE THE NUMBER, INTENSITY,
DURATION, TIMING AND MODE OF INSPECTIONS OF FACILITIES HANDLING

SCHEDULE [2] CHEMICALS 1/

"], Factors related to the listed chemical

Il(a)

Toxicity of the end product.

n2, Factors related to the facility

n (a)

" (b)

"(c)

"(d)

"(e)

Multipurpose or dedicated facility

Capability and convertibility for initiating production of highly
toxic chemicals

Production capacity

On—~site storage of listed key precursors in quantities exceeding
+.s tonnes

Location of the facility and infrastructure for transportation.

"3, PFactors related to the activities carried out at the facility

ll(a)
" (b)
"(c)

"{4)

"(e)

"(£)

"4, Other

Production e.g. continuous, batch, types of equipment
Processing with conversion into another chemical
Processing without chemical conversion

Other types of activities, e.q., consumption, import, export,
transfer

volume produced, processed, consumed, transferred

Relationship between maximum and utilized capacitv for a scheduled
chemical

~ multipurpose facility
~ dedicated facility.

factors

"(a)

"(b)

"l/
priority.

International monitoring by on-site instruments

Remote monitorina.

The order in which these factors are listed does not indicate any
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"REPCRT ON HOW TO DEFINE 'PRODUCTION CAPACITY'

"During the 1987 session, consultations were held with Lt, Col. Bretfeld
(German Democratic Republic), Dr. Cooper (United Kingdem), Prof. Ruzmin
(USSR), Dr. Mikulak (United States), Dr. Ooms (Netherlands) and
Prof. Pfirschke (Federal Republiec of Germany), as well as with Col. Koutepov
{USSR) and Col. Lovelace (United States). Thig report summarized the resulig
of the consultations, as seen by the rapporteur, Dr. Santesson (Sweden).

"Although it was generally fc'.t that it would be desirable to have one
definition of 'production capacity' applicable all through the Convention, i:
was also concluded that this might not be possible,

"A definition could consist of a verbal part and a mathematical formula
to be used for the calculation of zhe numer ical value of the production
capacity. Such a single definition, as exemplified below, could be utilized
in the Annex to Article V, varagraphs I.A.5 fa) and I.B.7 (cf. in this context
CD/CW/¥WP.148), in the Annex to Article vI [2], paragraph 2 in the Annex to
Article vI [3}], paragraph 1 (iv), and in the case of 'Possible factors
identified to determine «+« Schedule [2) chemicals®, contained in cp/782,
Appendix II, p. 12.

"On the basis of CD/CW/WP.171 and proposals presented during the
consultations, the following suqqestion was worked out.

Verbal part:

Alt., 1 Th. oroduction capacity is the annual quantitative potential for
mawfacturing a specifie substance on the basis of the
technological process used at a facility where the substance in
question is actually produced.

Alt. 2 The production capacity is the annual Quantitative potential for
manufacturing s specific substance on the basis of the
technological process actually used or plann<d to be used at a
facility. :

Mathematical formulae:

Production capacity per year =

= quantity produced x constant x no. of units
hours of production

or in the case of dedicated units not vet in operation

= nameplate or design capacity x constant x no. of uriits
hours of planned operation
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*The constant is the number of hours of availability per yvear. In both
formulae, the constant will have different values for continuous and batch
operations. Furthermore, different values may have to be assigned for
‘dedicated batch processes' and 'multipurpose batch processes®'. '"are values of
the constant remains to be determined,

"It was noted that the formulae relate to the production step in which
the product is actually formed. They might not necessarily be applicable e.g.
to subsequent purification steps in the process.

"It was also noted that in the case of multipurpose facilities producing
more than one declared chemical, the production capacity of the facility for
each of the chemicals should be calculated independently of the other
chemicals being produced.

"In the case of the Annex to Article VI [...}, it appears that for
limited production, the above mathematical formulae might possibly give rise
to an overestimate of the actuwal production capacity. It was suggested that
the formulae could be used if the annual production was more than five tonnes.

"In the case of the Annex to Article VI [1] it was felt that the above
type of definition would be unsuitable and that other ways of delimiting the
‘production capacity' of the single small-scale production facility should be
explored.

"Fur ther refinement of the definition of production capacitv is
required. Also, methods for verification of the declared production capacity
will have to be discussed. In this context opinions were expressed on the use
of production log books and to which extent inspectors would need access to
technical information on the production process.

"As a continuation of the consultations reported in CD/795, further
conzultations were held with Dr. Boter (Netherlands), Lt. Col. Bretfeld
{German Democratic Republic), Dr. Cooper (United Kingdom) Prof. Kuzmin
(Union of Soviet Socialist Republics}, Prof. Pfirschke (Federal Republic
of Germany) and Dr. ° .rd&der (Federal Republic of Germanv). This report
summar izes the results of the continued consultations, as seen by the
rappor teur, Dr. Santesson (Sweden).

"In the view of the technical experts, 'production capacity' could be
defined thus:

The preduction capacity is the annual quantitative potential for
manufacturing a specific substance on the basis of the technological
process actually used or, in case of processes not vet operational,
planned to be used at the facility, as specified in the subsidiary
aqreements.
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"For the purpose of the declaration, an approximate production capacity
shall be calculated using the formulas

Production capacity (tong/year) =

= des. cap. X op. factor x no. of units
pl. op. hours

vwhere:

des. cap. = nanmeplate or design capacity of one unit (tons/year)
Pl. op. hours = hours of planned operation to achieve the design capacity
op. factor = operational factor (hours)

The operational factor should take into account the varicus facility-specific
and process-specific factors which would affect the actual practical
production capacity, and could €.q. be determined during the initial visit, a
need might exist for a provisional value of the operational factor to be
applied before the initial visit has taken place,
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"MODELS FOR AGREEMENTS

"A. MODEL FOR AN AGREEMENT RELATING TO FACILITIES PRODUCING,
PROCESSING, OR CONSUMING CHEMICALS LISTED IN SCHEDULE [21 1/

"1, Identification of the facility

"(a) Facility identification code
"(b) Name of the facility
"(c) Owner (s) of the facility
"{d) Name of the company or enterprise operating the facility
"{e) Exact location of the facility
. Location of the complex

. Location of the facility within the complex, including the
specific building and structure number, if any

- Locition of relevant support facilities within the complex:
e.g., research and technical services, laboratories, medical
centres, waste treatment plants

"{f) Determination of the areafs) and place(s)/site(s) to which
inspectors shall have access. ‘

*2. Information on the facility

"rthis agreement is based on the design information obtained during the
initial visit on [date of visit]. Design information should include:

"(a) Data on the production process (type of process: e.g., continuous
or batch; type of equipment; the technoloay employeds process engineering
rarticulars)

"{b) Data on processing with conversion into another chemical
(description of the conversion process, process engineering particulars and
end-product)

"(c) Data on processing without chemlical conversion (process engineering
particulars, description of the process and the end-product, concentration in
the end-product)

"(d) Data on waste treatment (disvosal and/or storage, waste treatment
technology, recycling)

e ——————vtn

"l/ This paper relates to agreements which have commonly been named
'facility attachments'. Further work is needed on this issue.
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"(e) Data on safety and health measures at the facility
"(f) Data on clean-up procedures and general overhauls

"(q) Data on feedstocks used in the production or processing of declareq
chemicals (type and capacity of storage)

"(h) Maps and plans of the facilitv, including data on infrastructure for
transportation (site maps showing, for example, all buildings angd functions,
pipework, roads, fences, mains electricity, water and gas points, and diaqramg
indicating the relevant material flow at the designated facilitv).

"2.1. Storage of information

*Designation of information, provided about the facility under
paregraph 2, which ghall be kept by the International Authority under lock and
key at the facility. (In the event of unresolved ambiquities, the
International Authority shall have the right to study such information.)

*3. Number and modaliities of inspections
=t mcaritlies ot inspections

"After the initial visit, the number and modalities of inspections shall
be decided by the Technical Secretariat on the basis of guidelines (compare
CD/CW/WP.167, page 63, subparaqraph 5.ii. and CD/CW/WP.167, Appendix II,
page 3).

"4. Verification measures and identification of the specific area(s) and
e e 00 I SPeclliic area(s) and
place(s) of a facility to be inspected

"{a) Identification of the relationship between feedstocks and the
quantity of end-products

"(b) Identifice*ion of key points for measurement (RMP} and
sample-taking (STP)

"(c) Identification of methods for continuous monitoring and
surveillance, e.qg.

- key points for the application of monitoring and surveillance
measur es

. 1installed instruments and devices, seals and markers, methods to
check the proper functioning of those instruments, servicing of
installed instruments

. activities to be undertaken by the State Party concerned with a
view to providing the conditions necessary for the installaticn
and proper functioning of the devices

"{d) Certification of relevant losses within the production process and
their implications for key measurement points (KMP).
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»5, Ingpection activities

5.1, Mode of routine inspection

»py be developed on the basis of the initial visit,

5,2, Indicaticn of the scope of the inspection effort in agreed areas under
ordinary_circumstances ——

»pccess to the area to be inspected, including ali key points. Activities
may compr ises

#(a) Examipation of relevant records

n(p} Identification of relevant plant equipment

"{c) Identification and validation of measuring equipment {examination °
and calibration of measuring equipment; verification of measuring systems
using, as appropriate, independent standards)

n(d) Taking of analytical samples

n{e) Verification of chemical inventory records

. wverification of the operator‘’s inventory-takina for conpleteness
and accuracy

. verification of the quantities of:feedstocks

"(f) Observation of operations relating to movement of chemical
substances in the plant

"(g) Installation, servicing and review of surveillance and monitoring
instruments

"hy .

*5.3. Specific arrangements for the use of special equipment

"ps the need arises, specific arrangements for the use of special
equipment, as requested by inspectors.

"6. Provisions governing sample-taking, on-gite analyses of samples and
on-site analysis equipment

%(a) Sample-taking (e.§., standardized procedures)

"(b) On-site analyses (e.q., provisions concerning on-site/in-house
analyses, analytical methods, equipment, nrecision and accuracy of analyses)

"(c) Duplicates and additional samples.
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7.

Records

*7.1. Type of records

"The records to be examined shall be determined after the initial visit

and shall include the following:

"(&) Accounting records (for example, discards, retained wastes,

shipments of end-products, receipts/shipments)

*(b) Operating records

*Operating records used to establish the quantity, quality and

composition of the end-product. These may include:

"7.2.

*7.3.

*7.4.

.8.

”9.

®l0.

obtained during the initial visit)

*11.

+ Information on any accident that resulted in a loss/gain of
mat srial

«» Information on dissolution, evaporation, etc.
"{c) Calibration reccords

"Information on the functioning of analytical/monitoring equipment.

Location and lanquage of.records

"To be determined during the initial visit.

Access to records

"To be determined after the initial visit.

Retention period of records

"To be determined on the basis of the initial visit.

Services to be provided by the facility

Point of contact for each type of service, e.q.
. oOperator assistance

. medical and health services.

Specific facility health and safety rules and regulations to be

observed by inspectors

Changes, revision and updating of advance information to be provided
on the facility

{To be announced in reference to the paragraph on the design inforwation

Intervretation services
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"n, MODEL FOR AN AGREEMENT RELATING TO SINGLE
SMALL~SCALE PRODUCTION FACILITIES 1/

"propesal by the Co-ordinator of Cluster IV

»1. Information on_ the single small-scale production facility

"(a) Identification
n(i) Facility identification code
n(ii} Name of the facility
n(iii) Eszsct location of the facility
If the facility is locatéd within a complex, then also
. Location of the complex

. Location of the facility within the complex, including the
specific building and structure number, if any

. Location of relevant support facilities within the complex,
e.q. research and technical services, laboratories, medical
centres, waste treatment plants

. Determination of the area(s) and place(s)/site(s) =0 which
inspectors shall have access

"(b) Detailed technical information

7(i) Maps and plans of the facility, including site maps showing,
with functions indicated, for example, all buildings,
pipework, roads, fences, mains electricity, water and gas
points, diaaqrams indicating the relevant material flow at the
designated facility and data on infrastructure for
transportation

"(ii) Data on each production process (type of process, type of
equipment, technology employed, production capacity, process
engineerinag particulars)

n"(iii) Data on the feedstocks used (type of feedstock, storage
capacity)

n(iv) Data on the storage of the chemicals produced (type and
capacity of storage)

"(v) Data on waste treatment (disposal and/or storadge, waste
treatment technology, recycling)

*l/ Prepared by Lt. Col. Bretfeld, German Democratic Republics
Dr. Cooper, United Ringdom; Dr. Lau, Sweden; and Dr. Santesson, Sweden.
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"(c) Specific facility health and safety procedures to be observed by
ingpectors

"(d) Dates

"(i) Date when the initial visit took place

w(ii) Date(s) when additional information was provided

"(e) Storage of information

mrdentification of which information, provided about the facility
under paragraph 1, shall be kept by the International Organization
under lock and key at the facility.

"2. Number and modalities of inspections

"phe number and modalities of inspections shall be decided by the
Technical Secretariat on the basis of guidelines.

*3. Inspections

"On-gite inspection activities may include, but shall not necessarily be
restricted to, the following:

“(i) Observation of any and all activities at the facility
"(ii) Examination of any and all equipment at the facility
*(iii) Identification of technological changes in the production process

"{iv) Comparison of process parameters with those ascertained during the
initial visit

"(v) Verification of chemical inventory records
*(vi) verification of equipment inventorv records
"(vii) Review, servicing and maintenance of monitoring equipment
"{viii) Identification and validation of measuring equipment (examination
and calibration of measuring equipment, verification of measur ing
systems using, as appropriate, independent standards)
"(ix) Application, examination, removal and renewal of seals

"(x) Investigation of indicated irreqularities.

"4, Monitoring system

"(a) Description of items and their location
"(i) Sengors and other instruments

"(ii) Data transmission system
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w(iii) Ancillary eguipment
"{iv) ...
"(b) Installation of the system
*{i) Time schedule
*(ii) Advance preparations
%(iii) Assistance to be provided by the State Party during installation
"(c) Activation, initial testing and certification
*(d) Operation
*(i) Regqular operation
@(ii) Routine tests
®(iii) Service and maintenance
"{iv) Measures in case of malfunctions
"(v) Responsibilities of the State Party
"(e) Replacement, modernization.

"5, Temporary closure

“{a) Notification procedure

"{b) Description of the types of seals to be used

“{c) Description of how and where seals shall be fixed
"{38) Provisions for surveillance and monitoring,

6. Instruments and other equipment to be used during inspections

“{a; Instruments and other egquipment installed or brought in by insvectors
®{i) Description
®(ii) Testing, calibration and examination by the State Party
"(iii) Use
"(b} Instruments and other equipment to be provided by the State Party
"(i) Description
"(ii) Testing, calibration and examination by inspectors

®({iii) Use and maintenance.
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"7. Sample-taking, on-site analyses of samples and cn-site analysis equipment

“(a) Sample-takina from production
®(b) Sample-taking from 3tocks

"(c) Other sample-taking

"(d) Duplicates and additicnal samciea

"(e) On-gite analyses {e.q., orovisinns concerning on-site/in-house
analyses, analytical methods, equinpment, precision and accuracy of analyses),

*8. Records The records to be examined shall he determined after the
initial visii and shall include the following:

"(a) Accounting records
*{b) Operating records
"{ct Calibration records
“The following shall be determined on the basis of the initial visit:
"(a} Location and language of records
*(b) Access to records
"(e¢) Rotention period of records.

"9, Administrative arrangements

"(a) Preparations for the arrival and departure of inspectors
"{b' Transport of inspectors

"{c) RAccommodation Tor insvectors

@) ...,

"16. Services to be provided 1/

"Such services may inciude, but shall not necessarily be restricted to,
the following:

"(a) Medical and health services
"(b) Cffice space for inspectors

"(c) Laboratory space for inspectors

"l/ The question of charges for the services needs to be discussad.
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"(d) Technical assistance
(e} Telephone and telex
"(f) Power and cooling water supplies for instruments
"(q) Interpretation services
"For each type of service, the following information shall be included:
"(a) The extent to which that service shall be provided
"(b) Points of contact at the facility for the service.

*l1l. Other matters

*12. Revisions of the agreement
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*C. MODEL FOR AN AGREBMENT RELATING TO CHEMICAL
WEAPONS STORAGE FACILITIES Y

"Proposal by the Co-ordinator of Cluster IV

"l. Information on the storage facility

"(a) Identification:
"(1) Storage facility iduntification code
"(i1) Name of the storage facility
“(iii) Bxact location of the storage facility
"(b) Dates:

"(i) Date of the initial verification of the Declaration of the
facility

"{ii) Date(s) additional information provided
“(c) Layout:
“(i) Maps and plans of the facility, including

~ boundary map to show entrances, exits, nature of boundary
(e.g. fence}

- site maps to include locations of alil buildings and other
gtructures, bunkers/storage areas, fences with access voints
indicated, mains electricity and water moints, and
Mﬁmummmfmtmmmﬂsmammgmwmquas

"(ii) Details of the construction of bunkers/storage areas which
micht be of relevance for verification measures

*(iiiy ...
"(d) Detailed inventory of the contents of each bunker/storage area

"(e) Specific facility.heal.a and safety orocedures to be observed by
inspectors.

"2. Information relating to the transport of chemical weapons from the
facilit

Lacility

"(a) Detailed description of loadin area(s)

“(b) Detailed description of loading vprocedures

"l/ Prepared by Lt. Col. Bretfeld, German Democratic Republics
Dr. Cooper, United Ringdoms; bDr. Lau, Sweden; and Dr. Santesson, Sweden.
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w{c) Type of tramsport to be used, including construction details
relevant to verification sctivitiea, e.g. where to place seals

.(d) sede

»3. Number and modalities of systematic inepections, etc.

wrhe number and modalities of systematic inspections will be decided bv
the Technical Secretariat on the basis of quidelines.

»4, Inspections
"(a) Systematic on-site insy.ctions

Systematic on-gsite inspection activities may include, but are not
necessarily restrictid to, the followina:

"(i) Application, examination, removal and renewal of seals
"ttd) Review, servicing and maintenance of monitoring equipment

(iii) Verification of the inventory of randomly selectsd sealed
bunkers/storage areas

- Percentage of bunkers/storage areas to be verifiea during each
systematic on-site insper=ic:

"(b) On-site inspections of transpo. .s from the facility

*on-gite ingspections of transports of chemical weapons from the storage
facility may include, but are not necessarily restricted to, the following:

"(i) Application, examination, removal and renewal of any seals
relevant to the transportation of chemical weapons

*(ii) Verification of the inventory of bunkers/storage areas from
which chemical weapons are to be transported

"(iii) Observation of the loading procedure and verification of items
loaded

*(iv)} Adjustment/realignment of the coverage of the monitoring system
"(c) Inspections to resolve indicated irreqularities (ad hoc inspections)

*Ad hoc inspection activities may include, but are not necessarily restricted
to, the following:

"(i) Investigation of indicated irreqularities
*(ii) Examination, removal and renewal of seals

“(3ii) Verification as required of the inventory of bunkers/storage areas.
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»(d) Continuous presence of inspectors

nrhe activities of continuously present inspectors may include, but are not
necessarily restricted to, the following:

%(i) Application, examination, removal and renewal of seals

w(ii} Verification of the inventory of any selected sealed bunkers/storage
areas

®(iii) Observation of any and all activities at the storage facility,
including anv handling of stored chemical weapons for the purpose of
cransport from the storage facilitv.

»5, Seals and markers

"(a) Description of types of seals and markers
"(b} How and where seals are to be fixed.

. Monitoring system

w(a) Description of items and their locatiocns:
* (i) Sensors and other instruments
*(ii) Data transmission system
»(iii) Ancillary equipment
"(iv) ...
*(b) Installation:
"(i) Time schedule
»(ii) Advance preparations at the storage facility
®(iii) Assistapce to be provided by the State Party during instal_ation
“(c) Activation, initial testing and certification
"(d) Operation:
*({i) Reqular operation
"(ii) Routine tests
"(iii) Service and maintenance
"(iv) Measures in case of malfunctions

"(v) Respons_hilities of the State Party
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"7.

nsﬂ

for

analyses, analytical methods, equipment, precision and accuracy of analyses).

9,

n"(e} Replacements, modernizations
w(£) Dismantling and removal.

provigions governing instruments and other equipment to be used during
inspections

"({a) Instruments and other equipment brought in by inspectors:
"(i) Description
"(ii) Testing, calibration and examination by the State Party
®"(iii) Routine use
"(b) Instruments and other equipmént to b ~rovided by the State Party:
"(i) Description
"(ii) Testing, calibration and examination bv inspectors
“.4ii) Routine use and maintenance.

Provisions governing sample-taking, on-site analyses of samples and
on-site analysis equipment

"(a) Sample-taking from munitions, notably the s+andardization of methods

each different type of munition present at the facility
"(b} Sample-taking from bulk stocks

"(c) Other sample-taking

"{d) Duplicates and additional samples

"(e) On-site analyses (e.qg., provisions concerning on-site/in-house

Administrative arrangements

"(a) Preparations for arrival of inspectors
"(b) Transport for inspectors
"(c) Accommodation for inspectors

@ ....
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®10.

Services to be provided 1/

Such services should include, but are not necessarily restricted to, the

f3llowings

“For

"1l.

12,

medical and healith services

office space for inspectors

laboratorv space for inswpactors

technical assistance

telephone and telex

power and cooling water supplies for instruments

intervretation services

each type of service, the following information should be included:
= the extent to which that service is to be nrovided

- point of contact at the facility for the service.

Amendments and revisions of the agreement

*{e.q. changes in loading procedures, types of transvort, analvtical
methods).

Other matters

*1/ The question of charges for the services needs to be discussed.
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"ON-SITE INSPECTION ON CHALLENGE

"mhis paper represents the state of affairs of work done on the issue of
on-Site Inspection on Challenge, &s seen by the Chairman of the Ad Hoc
committee for the 1987 session. Nothing contained therein constitutes anvy
agreement and therefore does not pind anv welegation. The paper is presented
with the aim of facilitating for deleqations to analyse the situation and to
arrive at common positions in the future work of the Committee.

"under Part I, (paraaravhs 1-13) material is found on the initial procers
for an on-gite inspection on challenae, up until the submission of the report
by the inspectors. The material under Part II refers to the process after the
submission of the report and has been subject to less thorough consultations
by the Chairman. However a number of points and questions have been raised.
They are summarized in Part II, as seen by the Chairman.

"PART X

*]. Each State Party has the right at any time tc request an on-site
inspection of anvy site under the jurisdiction or control 1/ of a State Party,
anywhere, in order to clarify doubts about compliance with the provisions of
the Convention. A requestiny State is under the obligation to keep the
request within the objectives of the Convention.

*2, Throughout the inspection the reguested State has the right and is under
the obligation to demonstrate its compliance with the Convention.

*3. The on-site inspection on challenge shall be carried out in accordance
with the reguest.

*"{The initiation of a challenge inspection)

"4, The request shall be submitted to the Head of the Technical

Secretariat. 2/ It shall as precisely as possible specify the site to be
inspected and the matters on which reassurance is reguired, including the
circumstances and nature of the suspected non-compliance, as well as indicate
the relevant provision({s) of the Convention, about which doubts of compliance

have arisen.

"5. The Head of the Technical Secretariat shall immediately notify the State
Partv to be inspected, and inform the members of the Executive Council about
the request.

 ——

%1/ The question of ‘jurisdiction or control' spans over manv parte of
the Convention. It is under continuous discussion and the exact formulations
remain to be agreed upon.

"2/ It has been pointed out that there is a need to discuss ways and

reans to prevent misuse of such requests. One suqgested appreach is to
transmit the regquest thkrough a Fact Finding Panel,
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"6. A team of inspectors shall be dispatched as scon as possible and arrive
at the site to be inspected not later than ... hours 1/ after the request,

"7. The requested State is obliged to admit the team of inspectors and
representative(s) of the requesting State into the country and assist them 80
that they can arrive at the site on timc. 2/

"8. The inspectors shall at the arrival be vermitted to secure the site in a
way they deem necessary to ensure that no material of relevance for the
inspection is removed from the site.

“9. Access to the site for the inspection team shall be provided not later
than ... hours after the request,

"(The conduct of challenge inspection)

*10. The team of inspectors shall conduct the requested on-site inspection
with the purvose of establishing relevant facts.

*11. The insrectors shall have the access to the site they deem necessary for
the conduct of their mission, within the limits of the request. They shall
conduct the inspection in the least intrusive manner possible to accomplish
their task. The requested State shall facilitate the task of the inspectors.

The inspectors shall consult with the requeste? State which in keeping
with its riqght and obligation may propvose ways and :eans for the actual
conduct of the inspection. The requested State may also make proposals for
the protection of sensitive ejuipment or information, not related to chemical
weapons. The inspectors shall consider the proposals made to the extent thev
deem them adequate for the conduct of their mission.

The inspectors shall conclude the inspection as soon as possible and not
later than ... after the commencement of the inspection, and return to the
Headquarter.

“12. In t"= exceptional case the requested State proposes arrangements to
demonstrate compliance, alternative to a full and comprchensive access, it
shall make every effort through consultations with the requesting State to
reach agreement on the modalities for establishing the facts and thereby
clarifying the doubts.

If agreement is reached within ... hours after the request, the
inspection team shall carrv out its task in accordance with the agreement. If
no agreement ‘s reached within ... hours after the request [the inspection
shall be carried out in accordance with points 10 and 11 above.} [the
inspection team shall report on the matter to the Executive Council which,
within ... hours, shall ...].

"1/ A time span of 24-48 hours from the request to the arrival has been
discussed.

"2/ Situations could be envisaged, i.a. when the site to be inspected is

not on the .territory of the requested State Party. Such cages could however
be considered in the context of questions related to jurisdiction.
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"(The report)

°13. The team of inspectors shall submit a report te the Head of the Technical
Secretariat as soon as possible and not later than ... days after the
conclusion of the inspection.

The report shall be strictly factual and only contain relevant
information, and may within these parameters, include information as to the
manner in which the State Party inspected co-operated with the inspection
team. Different views held by inspectors shall be attached to the report.

The Head of the Technical Secretariat shall promptly transmit the report
to the requesting State, the requestad State and to the Executive Council.

"(The process after the submigsion of the report)

{To be elaborated)
"PLRT IT

"Consideration of the Report

= Whether the Executive Council should meet as soon as possible to
consider the Report?

"l. The character of the evaluation

"(a) The role of the requesting State and the significance of whether
that State Party, is satisfied or not,

"(b) Should the Executive Council establish formally (i) whether it
considers a violation of the Convention has taken place?, (ii) whether an
abuse of the rights under Article TX has taken place?

"(c) If a violation has been established as a consequence of the
evaluation of the report, what further steps?

"(i) measures with a bearing on the viclating State Party, such as
suspension of rights and privileges, exvort control
arrangements etc.,

"1ii) a request that the violator remedy the situation,

"(ii4) assistance to States Parties threatened as a consequence of
violations (Art. X),

"{iv) convening of a special meeting of the Consultative Committee/
General Conference,

"(v) other measures,

"(d) If no formal establishment of violation is called for, could the
steps mentioned under (c) above anvhow be undertaken?
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"{e) Measures of two types:
"{i) directives to the Secretariat to undertake certain actions,

"(ii) reccmmendations to the States Parties to undertake certain
action.

"2. The process of the evaluation
"(a) How should the Bxecutive Council arrive at its positions
"(i) unanimously
"{ii) qualified majority
"(iii) simple majority

*"{iv) other.

"(b) In which form should the Executive Council express itself
*(i) decisions
®*(ii) opinions

*(iii) other.

"{c) The role of the requesting and the requested State in the process of
evaluation of the Executive Council

"{i) participation in the deliberation of the Council

®(ii) non-participation.

*3. tThe role of Consultative Committee/General Conference in the evaluation

"{a) establish a violation,

*(b) make decision,

"(c) make recommendations,

"(d) endorse positions taken by the EC.

"Concerning the process of evaluation of the Consultative Comnittee/
General Conference, compare alternatives under Executive Council above,

"4. 1In the event of an abuse of the rights under Article IX, what meazures to
be considered,

“(a) notification of States Parties

®(b) compensation to the requested party

"(c) other.

-162-

g g e

T Tt g gy




"Articie X: assistance

“PART I: Multilateral assistance

"l. Bach State Party has the right to request assistance through the
Bxecutive Council:

"(a) in case it considers that chemical weapons have been used againat
its

"(b} in case it has serious reasons to believe t.at there is a threat of
use of chemical weapons against it.

"[(c) in case it feels that its security has been, or is likely to be,
threatened as a result of any other violation of the Convention by another.
State Party or of the actions or activities of any State not party to the
Convention which pose a threat to the cbjectives of the Convention or impede
the attainment of thase cbjectives.)

"2. Such a request shall be substantiated by relevant information supporting
its validity [including, if appropriate, information derived from challenge
inspection.] [and treated as a request for a challenge inspection if possible
and necessary.]

“3. The Technical Secretariat shall promptly inform all States Parties about
the request.

"4. The Bxecutive Council shall: 1/

“(a) meet [immediately] to evaluate the request in the light of the
information provideds 2/

*(b) if so deemed necessary, instruct the Technical Secrectariat, within
«.. hours, to initiate an investigation of the facts related to the alleged
use or threat of use and, when applicable, tc establish an inventory of the
specific assistance neededs [in appropriate cases, the Executive Council may
direct that the investigation should include on-site inspecticons] [each State
Party to the Convention undertakes to co-operate in the carrying out of the
investigation, including on-site inspection;] if an on-site inspecticn takes
place, ‘s conduct shall be governed by the principles and rules established
in Article IX of the Convention;

“(c) on the basis of the results of the investiqgation carried out by the
Technical Secretariat, decide on whether tc request the provision of
assistance; the decision tc request assistance shall require a two-thirds
majoritys

"{d) inform all States Parties of its decision.

"1/ A view was expressed that assistance should be provided
automatically in case of actual use of chemical weapons, Anotaer view was
expressed that assistance should be provided on a voluntary besis.

"2/ Some reservations have been exoressed about the ability of the
Executive Council to assess 'threat of use'.
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*5. The Technical Secretariat, in close co-operation, as appropriate, with
the relevant international agencies in the humanitarian field, will
co-ordinate the actions undertaken in providing the necessary assistance. 1/ 2/

"PART II: Bilateral assistance

"l. Nothing in this Convention shall be interpreted as affecting the right of
all the Parties to the Convention [, among themselves,) to conduct research
with, develop, produce, acquire and use means of protection against chemical
weapons, for purposes not prohibited by the Convention.

"[2. All the parties to the Convention undertake to facilitate, and have the
right to participate in, the fullest possible axchange of equipment, material
and scientific and technological information for protection against chemical
weapons.}

"l/ A view was expressed that States Parties should conclude subsidiarv
arrangements with the Techniecal Secretariat vhereby they indicate ways and
means by which they can provide assistance. Another view was expressed that
the conclusion of such arrangements was not needed.,

"2/ The question of how to meet the costs needs to be discussed.
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"Rzticle XI: Economic and technological development Yy

"1, alt. 1

"Thig Convention does not limit the right of all States Parties to
conduct research with, to develop, to produce, to transfer and to use
chemicals for purposes not prohibited by the Convention subject to such other
international agreements as States Parties may adhere to or establish [without
discrimination]. :

"Ale, 2

"All States Parties to the Convention have the right to conduct research
with, to develop, to produce, to transfer and to use chemicals for peaceful
purposes without discrimination.

¥2. [To the extent possible under their national law or other instruments of
international law] States Parties should undertake to facilitate and have the
right to participate in the fullest prossible exchange of chemicals, equipment
and scientific and technological information relating to development and
application of chemistry for peaceful purposes.

"3, [To the extent possible under their national law or other instruments of
international law] States Parties should promote and facilitate fullest
possible international scientific and technelogical co-operation and transfer
of non-proprietary technology. States Parties or Governments should not
impose any restrictions on discriminatory basis which would impede development
and promotion of scientific and technological knowledge in the field of
chemistry.

"4, This Convention shall be impiemented in a manner designed to avoid
hamper ing the economic or technological development of States Parties to the
Convention or international co-operation in the field of chenmistry for
peaceful purposes.

"1/ The view was expressed that this article remains at an early stage
of elaboration, and needs to be discussed fturther. In particular, there
exists no common understanding as to the definition of key terms in the
wording proposed for this article,  and therefore no clear picture of the
extent of the obligations to be undertaken by States Parties.
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"Articles XII, XITI, XIV, XV and XVI

"During the first part of the 1988 session, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc
Committee initiated open-ended consultations, as well as private consultations
with interested delegations, on final provisions of the Cenvention
farticles XII to XVI).

"This discussion paper constitutes an a“tempt by the Chairman to
summarize the views expressed during these censultations. The paper is
rresented with the aim of facilitating further consideration. Wothing
contained therein constitutes any aqreement and therefore dces not in any wav
bind any delegation.

"Together with existing as well as future propcsals and documents on

these Articies, the discussion paper will be used for further work on these
Articles,
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“PART ONE

"Article XII: Relat "2 other international agreements
"Comentarz

"(a) The relationship between the CW Convention and the Geneva Protocol
of 1325 should be reflected in this Convention with due attention paid to
reservations made to the Geneva Protocol;

"(b) The relation to the B Convention might aliso be referred to in the
CW Convention;

"({c) It has also been suagested that a general reference to other
international instruments might bhe included.

"Posgible wording for Article XII 1/

*l. Nothing in this Conventicn shall be interpreted as in any way [impairing]
[limiting or detracting from] the obligations assumed under the Protocel for
the Prohibition of the Use in War of asphyxiating, Poiscnous or Other Gases,
and of Bacterioclogical Methods of Warfare, signed at Geneva on 17 June 1925.

- or alternatively -

Nothing in this Convention shall be interpreted as in any way [impairing]
flimiting or detracting from] the rights and obligations of any State Party
with regard tc the Geneva Protocol.

"2. Nothing in this Convention will be interpreted as in any way limiting or
detracting from the obligations assumed by any State Party under the
Conventicn on the Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling
of Bacteriological (Biolcgical) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction,
signed at London, Moscow and Washington on 10 April 1972.

"3. Nothing in this Convention will be interpreted as in any way impairing
the rights and obligations of States Parties to this Convention which arise
frcm other agreements [compatible with this Convention}.

"4. PBEach Party to this Convention that is also a Party to the Protocol for
the Prohibition of the Use in War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases,
and of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare, signed at Geneva on 17 June 1925,
affirms that the obligation set forth in paraqgraph 3 of Article I supplements
its obligations under the Protocol.

*l/ Views were expressed that the final wording as regards the
relationship between the CW Convention and the Geneva Protocol of 1925 will
depend on the solution of the question of reservations made to the latter.
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"Article XIII: Amendments

"Commentarx

"(a) A differentiated amendment mechanism is required to meet the special
needs ¢~ different parts of the Conventions :

"(b} It is understood that specific modification procedures (i.e. for
lists) will be provided for in relevant parts of the Conventions

"(c) The view was expressed that regardless of the type of procedure to
be followed for the adoption of amendments, they shall enter into force at the
same time for all States Parties;

"{d) Another view was expressed that each amendment shall only enter into
force for those States Parties ratifying or accepting it.

“Possible wording for Article XIII

"l. BAny State Party may provose amendments to this Convention. 1/

"2. The text of any proposed amendment shall be communicated to the
(Depositary]l [Director-General of the Technical Secretariat] not less than
c»» days prior to the meeting of the [Consultative Committee] [Ceneral
Conference] [Review Conference], at which such amendment is to be considered,
and shall be communicated promptly by him to all States Partieg to this
Convention. 2/

"3. BAmendments to this Corivention shall be adopted by the [Censultative
Committee] [General Conference] [Review Conference] by a two-thirds majority
of the members present and voting, and come into force for all Parties,
following acceptance by all original States Parties, in accordance with their
respective constitutional vrocesses, and the deposit of their instruments of
acceptance with the Depositary.

%4, Acceptance, as provided in paragraph 3, is not required in the case of
any amendment modifying the provisions in ... (to be discussed).

"1/ It is to be discussed whether amendments to certain basic provisions
of the Convention would not be permitted. If this is the case, these basic
provisions should be enumerated.

"2/ It is to be discussed whether the Review Conference or meetings of

the Consultative Committee are appropriate forums in which to consider
amendments to the Convention.
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"5. The provisions of this Article do not affect the special amendment
procedures provided for in other parts of the Convention.

= or, as an alternative to paragraphs 1-5 above -

Any Party may vropose amendments to this Convention. Amendments shall
enter into force for Parties ratifying or acceding to them on the thirtieth
day following the deposit of instruments of ratification or accession by a
majority of the Parties to the Convention and thercafter for each remaining
Party on the thirtieth day following the deposit of its instrument of
ratification or accession.
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"Article XIV: Duration, withdrawal

"Commentary
®"(a) The duration of the Convention should be unlimiteds

*(b) States Parties should, under conditions to be determined later on,
have the right to withdraw from the Convention. x/

*Possible wording for Article XIV

"l. This Convention should be of unlimited duration.

%%. (a) Each State Party to the Convention shall, in exercising its national
sovereignty, have the right to withdraw from this Conventicn if [it decided
that extraordinary events related to the subject matter of this Convention
have jecpardized its supreme interests} [in the opinion of the withdrawing
State there have arisen extraordinary circumstances connected with the content
of this Convention which affect its supreme interests]. It shall give notice
of such withdrawal to [the Depositary who will inform promptly all other
States Parties to the Convention) [the Depositary and the Security Council of
the United Nations}. Such notice shall include a statement of the reasons
for the decision to withdraw.

"(b} The withdrawal shall take effect ... months after the deposit of the
notification by the State Party concerned.

"3. (a) The withdrawal of a State Party from this Convention shall in no way
affect the duty of [States Parties] [this State Party]! to continue fulfilling
the obligations assumed under any relevant rule of international law,
particularly the Geneva Protocol of 17 June 1925. 2/

"{b) A State Party shall not, by reason of its withdrawal from this
Convention, be discharged from its financial [and] [or such] other obligations
{being not incompatible with the supreme interests which inclined it to
withdraw) which accrued while it was a Party to the Convention.

- or, as an alternative to paragraphs 2 and 3 above -

2. Every Party to this Convention shail, 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 the supreme intere.ts of its country. It shall give notice of
such withdrawal to all other Parties to the Convention, to the Depositary, and
to the Security Council of the United Nations three months in advance. Such
notice shall include a statement of the extraordinary events it regards as
having jeopardized its supreme interests.

"1/ Views were expressed that the right of withdrawal should not be
exercised during the period of destruction of chemical weapons. The view was
also expressed that in case of violation, withdrawal could take place
immediately.

"2/ Views were expressed that this provizion would not be necessary.
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"Article XV: Signature, ratification, aucession, entry into force

"Commentr=y

*{a) The Convention shall be open for signature to all Statess
*(b) The Convention shall be ratified by signatories;
"{c} Non-signatory States shall be entitled to accede to the Conventions

"(d) Previsions on the entry into force shall ensure the widest possible
adherence of States to the Convention.

*possible wording for Azticle Xv

"l. Signature
¥(a) This Convention shall be oven for signature to all States.

"(b) This Convention shall remain cpen for signature unti) {date] [its
entry into force]l at (venue).

"2. Ratification

"This Convention is subject to ratification by signatories according to
their constitutional processes.

*3. Accession

“Any State which does nnt sign the Convention f{until the expiry of the
veriod indicated in paragraph 1 (b) of this Article] may accede to it at any
time.

*"4. Duposit of instruments of ratifivation or accession

"Instruments of ratification or accession shall be deposited with the
Secretary-General of the United Nations, hereby designated as the Depositary,

- Or, as an élternative to paragraphs 2 and 4 above -
"2. This Coavention and ite Annexes, which form an inteqral part thereof,
shall be subject to ratification by signatory States. Instrumerts of
ratification and instruments of accessien shall be deposited with the
Secretary-General of the United Nations, hereby designated as the Depositary.

"5, Entry into force

"{a) This Convention shall enter into force {... days after the date of]
[upon] the deposit of the [40th] [60th! instrument of ratification {or
accession].
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"(b) For each State Party ratifving or acceding to this Convention after
the deposit of the [40th] {60th] instrument of ratification or accegsion, the
Convention shall enter into force on the {...th day following the] dav of the
deposit of its instrument of ratification of accession, subject to
(2) above. 1/

"6. The Depositarv shall promptlv inform alil signatory and acceding States of
the date of each sianature, the date of deposit of each instrument of
ratification or of accession and the date of the entry into force of this
Convention, and of the receipt of other notices. The Depositarv shall
immediately upon receipt transmit anvy notices required by this Convention to
every State Party.

"7. This Convention shall be registered by the Depositary pursuant to
Article 102 of the Charter of the United Nations. 2/

"l/ It is to be discussed further how to ensure that all 'chemical
weapons canable States' could be included in those States whose ratification
would be required for the Convention to enter into force.

"2/ The text of paragraphs 6 and 7 above, is an alternative to certain

provisions that appear in page 174, varaaraphs 1 and 2; paage 177, Part two;
and page 176, paragraphs 1 and 2.
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"Article XVI: Languages, authentic texts, registration

"Commentary

"None,

"possible wording for Article XVI 1/

"}, This Convention, of which the Arabic, Chinese, English, French, Russian
and Spanish texts are equally authentic, shall be deposited with the
Secretary-General of the United Nations, who shall send duly certified copies
thereof to the Governments of all signatory and acceding States.

72, This Convention shall be reqistered by the Depositary in accordance with
Article 102 of the Charter of the United Nations,

"DOne at R R A N I I I A N SN I NN A Y

"1/ The view was expressed that the portion of this text dealing with
the duties of the Depositary should be combined with the provisions of

Article XV.
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"PART TWO
"OTHER PROVISICNS WHICH MIGHT BE INCLUDED IN THE CONVENTION

"Views were expressed on the inclusion in the Convention of the following
final provisions:

*l. Reservations

“Commentary

"Views were expressed that in the case of this Convention, the right to
reservation should not be permitted. According to cther views, the right to
reservation should be exercised only to provisions .n respect of which such a
right is expressly permitted. A vietr was also expressed that further
discussion should take place before a decision is made to recommend a
provision limiting States Parties' riqhts to express reservations.

"Posgible wordina for a provision on reservations

'This Convention shall not be subject to reservations [unless expressly
permitted, and to the extaent as permitted, by any other provisions of this
Convention].'

['No reservations or exceptions may be made to this Convention unless
expressly permitted by other Articles of this Convention.']

["This Convention shall not be subject to reservations. Any declaration
or statement made by a State when signing, ratifying or acceding to this
Convention which purports to exclude or to modify the legal effects of the
provisions of this Convention in their application to that State shall be of
no effect.']

"2. Status of Annexes

"Commentary

"There is an understanding that the Annexes of this Convention should
constitute integral parts of the Convention.

"Possible wording for a provision on the status of Annexes 1/

'Annexes NOS. «ececcssscesese £fOrm an integral part of this Convention.'

"1/ The view was expressed that this provision should be combined with
the provisions of Article Xv.
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"3. Degggitatz
'COmmentazz

"There is an understanding that:

~(a) The Depositary of this Convention should be the Secretary-General of
the United Nations;

"(b) The Depositary shouid perform the standard functions of a Depositary
under International Law.

*It is to be discussed what other functions might be entrusted to the
Depositary with regard to the special needs of the Convention,

*Posgible wording for the provision on the Depositary Y

'l. The Secretary-General of the United Nations is hereby designated as
Depositary of this Convention.

2. The Depositary shall promptly inform all signatory and acceding
States of the date of each signature, the date of deposit of each instrument
of ratification or accession and the date of entry into force of the
Convention and of any amendments thereto.' .

———————————

"The questions of the settlement of disputes not related to compliance
issues, as well as of the placement of the provision for review conferences,
were also raised but have not vet been discussed.

"l/ The view was expressed that the material in this Section should be
combined with the provisions of Article XvV.
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"CHEMICAL WEAPONS PRODUCTION FACILITIES

"l. Definition
The term ‘'chemical weapons production facility':

"(a) means any equipment, as well as any building housing such equipment,
that was designed, constructed or used since 1 January 1946:

"(i) as part of the stage in the production of chemicals ('final
technological stage®) where the material flows would contain,
vwhen the equipment is in operation, any Schedule [1] chemical,
or any other chemical that has no use for permitted purposes
above ... kilograms per vear but can be used for chemical
weapons purposes; 1/ or

"(ii) for £illing chemical weapons. 2/
"(b) does not include any facility with an annual capacity for synthesis
of chemicals specified in subparaqraph 1(a) (i) above that is less than
{1,000-2,000) kilograms. 3/ 4/

"(c) does not include the single small-scale production facility provided
under the Annex to Article VI [1] of the Convention.

"2. Measures for destruction, including verification

"(a) General

-~ Chemical weapons production facilities should be destroyed.

"1/ Any such chemical should be included in a relevant schedule of
chemicals in the convention.

"2/ The filling of chemical weapons includes, intver alia:

- the filling of Schedule 1 chemicals into munitions, devices, or bulk
storage containers;

- the filling of chemicals into containers which form part of
assembled binary munitions and devices and into chemical
submunitions which form part of assembled unitary munitions and
devices;

-~ the loading of the containers and chemical submunitions into the
respective munitions and devices.

"3/ The disposition of such facilities should be decided in the context
of Articles III and VI of the Convention.

"4/ This threshold should be decided once an agreed definition for the
term 'capacity' has been developed.
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- Destruction and its ver ification should be conducted according to
agreed quidelines.

- The detailed plans for destruction, as well as corresponding
verification measures, should be agreed upon betweoen the
Executive Council and the State Party to ensure that the aqgreed
guidelines are met.

=~ The destruction process should be verified by systematic international
on-site inspection.

"(b) Destruction of equipment covered by the definition of a ‘chemical weapons

production facility®

= All specialized equipment should be vhysically dest:oyed.

- 'Specialized equipment' is:

- All

the main production train, including any reactor or equipment for
product synthesis, separation or purification, any equipment used
directly for heat transfer in the final technological staqe (for
example, in reactors or in product separation), as well as any
other equipment which has been in contact with any Schedule 1
chemical, or any other chemical that has no use for permitted
purposes above ... kilograms per year but can be used for chemical
weapons purposes, or would be if the facility were operated.

any chemical weapon filling machines,

any other equipment specially desianed, built or installed for the
operation of the facility as a chemical weapons production
facility, as distinct from a facility constructed according to
prevailing commercial industry standards for facilities not
producing super-toxic lethal or corrosive chemicals. (Examples
include equipment made of high-nickel alloys or other special
corrosion-resistant material; special equipment for waste control,
waste treatment, air filtering, or solvent recovery; special
containment enclosures and safety shields; non-standard laboratory
equipment used to analyse toxic chemicals for chemical weapons
purposes; custom-designed process control panels; dedicated
spares for specialized equipment,)

‘standarG equipment' should be physically destroved.

= 'Standard equipment® includes:

production equipment which is generally used in the chemical
industry and is not included in the types of 'specialized
equipment's

other equipment commonly used in the chemical industry, such as
firefighting equipment, guard and security/safetv surveillance
equipment, medical facilities, laboratory facilities,
communications equipment.
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"{c) Destruction of buildings covered by the definition of a 'chemical weapons
production facility*

procuction facl ity

= The word ‘building’ should include underground structures.
= Speclalized buildings should be physically destroved.
- ‘Specialized building® is:

+ any building containing specialized equipment in a preduction or
filling confiqurations

. any building which has distinctive features which distinguish it
from buildinge normally used for chemical production or filling
activities not banned by the convention.

- All ‘stendard buildings® should be physically destrovyed.

-~ ‘'Standard buildings' means buildings constructed to prevailing
industry standards for facilities not producing super-toxic lethal or
corrosive chemicals.

3. Related Measures

"(a) Facilities for production of key precursors

—~ Any facility used since ... to produce for chemical weapons
purposes a key precursor for which the need for permitted purposes
exceeds ... kilograms per year should be declared as such and
monitorad by on-gite inspection and other measures provided under
Article VI and the Annex to Article VI [2}.

®(b) Facilities for producing chemical munitions and epecialized
equipment for chemical weapons empl.yment

- PFacilities used exclusively for production of: (a) non-chemical
parts for chemical munitions or (b) specialized equipment for
chemical weapons employment, should be declared and eliminateqd.

The elimination process and its verification should be conducted
according to the provisions of Article V that govern elimination of
chemical weapons production facilities.

= All equipment designed or used exclusively for producing
non~-chemical parts for chemical munitions should be destroved.
Such equipment, which inciudes specially-desiqned moulds and
metal-forming dies, may be brought to a special location for
destruction. International inspectors should be present during the
destruction process.

= All buildings and standard equipment used for such production
activities should be converted to permitted purposes, with
confirmation as necessary through consultations or challenge
inspection.

~ Permitted activities may continue while destruction or conversion
proceeds.
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®(c) Pacilities for producing common commercial chemicals

- PFacilities used since ... to produce a chemical in Schedule [3] for
chemical weapons purposes should be declared and monitored under
Article VI and the Annex to Article VI [s1.

= Plants producing other common commercial chemicals that are not
listed on one of the schedules of the convention need not be
declared or wonitored, even if they produced these chemicals for
use in production of chemical weapons., ™

E. Prevention of an arms race in outer sSpace

88. The item on the agenda entitled "Prevention of an arms race in outer
space"” was considered until the end of the 1984 session at plenary and
informal meetings of the Conference. Proposals for the establishment of a
subsidiary body under the agenda item were also considered at contact groups
chaired by the President of the Conference. Since early 1985 work has been
mainly proceeding in an ad hoe committee of the Conference.

89. At its 462nd plenary meeting on 29 April 1988, the Conference adopted the
report of the Ad Hoc Committee, re-established by the Conference under the
agenda item at its 446th plenary meeting. That repert (CD/833), which was
submitted in view of the third special session of the General Assembly devoted
to disarmament, is an inteqral part of this special report and reads as
follows:

"I. INTRODUCTION

"l. The Ad Hoc Committee on the Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space was
first established at the 1985 session pursuant to the following Gecision of
the Conference on Disarmament:

'In the exercise of its responsibilities as the multilateral disarmament
negotiating forum in accordance with paragraph 120 of the Final Document
of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted o
disarmament, the Conference on Disarmament decides to establish an Ad Hoc
Committee under item 5 of its agenda entitled 'Prevention of an arms race
in outer space®.

'The Conference requests the A4 Hoc Committee, in discharging that
responsibility, to examine, as a first staor~ at this stage, through
substantive and general consideration, issues relevant to the prevention
of an arms race in outer space.

'The Ad Hoc Committee will take into account all existing agreements,
existing proposals and future initiatives and report on the progress of
its work to the Conference on Disarmament before the end of itg 1985
session.’

"At the 1986 session, the Conference re-established the Committee and
requested it ‘... to continue to examine, and to identify, through substantive
and general consideration, issues relevant to the prevention of an arme race
in outer space [... takiigl into account alil existing agreements, existing
proposals and future initiatives as well as developments which have taken
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place since the establishment of the Ad Hoe Committee in 1985 ,..'., At the
1987 and 1988 sessions the Committee was re~established with the same mandate
as in 1986. 1In that connection, at both sessions, the President of the
Conference and various delegations made statements regarding the scope of the
mandate. All of those statements made possible the adoption of the mandate.

"II. ORGANIZATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTS

"2. In 1985 the 24 Hoc Comnitt.:'ee was chaired by Ambassador Saad Alfararqgi
(Eqypt), in 1986 bv Ambassador Luvsandorijiin Bavart (Mongolia), in 1987 by
Ambassador Aldo Puqliese (Italy) and in 1988 by Ambassador Adolfo Raiil
Taylhardat (Venezuela). Miss Aida Luisa Levin, Senior Political Affairs
Officer, United Nations Department of Disarmament Affairs, served as the
Committee's Secretary.

"3. During the period covered by this report, the Ad Hoc Committee held a
total of 62 meetings.

"4, At various stages of the work, representatives of the following States
not members of the Conference participated Zn the mectinas of the Ad Hoc
Committee: Austria, Denmark, Finland, Greece, Ireland, New Zealand, Norway,
Portugal, Spain, Switzerland, Turkey and Zimbabwe.

"5. In addition to the documents of the 1985, 1986 and 1987 cessions, 1/ the
following documents were before the AQd Hoc Committee at the 1988 session:

Ccb/807 Letter dated 15 February 1988 addressed to the President of
the Conference on Disarmament by the Permanent
Representatives of Argentina, India, Mexico and Sweden
transmitting the Stockholm Declaration, adopted in Stockholm
on 21 January 1988 by the Heads of State or Government of
Argentina, Greece, India, Mexico and Sweden and the First
President of Tanzania;

£D/816 Mandate for an Ad Hoc Committee under item 5 of the agenda
of the Conference on Disarmament entitled 'Prevention of an
arms race in outer space';

CD/817 Letter dated 17 March 1988 from the Representative of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics addressed to the
President of the Conference on Disarmament, transmitting the
text of a document entitled 'Establishment of an
international system of verification of the non-deploypment
of weapons of any kind in outer space' (also issned as
CD/0S/WP.19);

"1/ The list of documents of these sessions may be found in the
respective reports of the Ad Hoc Committee, which are an integral part of the
annual reports of the Conference on Disarmament to the General Assembly
(CD/642, CD/732 and CD/787).
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"In addition, the Committee had before it the following working papers:

CD/0S/WP.19 Letter dated 17 March 1988 from the Representative of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics addressed to the
President of the Conference on Disarmament, transmitting
the text of a document entitied 'Establishment of an
international system of verification of the non-deplovment
of weapons of any kind in outer space' (also issued as
Cb/817)

CD/0S /WP, 20 1988 Progqramme of wWork;

Cb/0s/wp, 21 Statement by the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee at the
3rd meeting, on 22 March 1988

€D/0s /WP, 22 Proposed Programme of Work for 1988, submitted by the
Group of 21,

"III. SUBSTANTIVE WORK DURING 1985-1988

"6. 1In discharging the tasks set forth in its mandate, the ad Hoc Committee
at the beginning of each sessicn adopted a programme of work covering the
follewing subjects: issues relevant to the prevention of an arms race in
outer gpace; existing agreements and existing proposals and future
initiatives. Since 1986 the Committee has worked under the follewing
programme of work:

*l. Examination and identification of issues relevant to the prevention
of an arms race in outer space.

'2. Existing agreements relevant to the prevention of an arms race in
outer space.

'3. Existing proposals and future initiatives on the prevention of an
arms race in outer space.

'In carrying out its work, the Ad Hoc Committee will take into account
developments which have taken place since the establishment of the
Committee in 1985,

The work of the Committee was governed by the mandate only.

"A. Issues relevant to the prevention of an arme race in outer space

"7. 1In the course of the work, variocus delegations drew attention to a number
of issues relevant to the prevention of an arms race in outer space, such as:
the status of outer space as the common heritaqge of nankind which should be
used exclusively for peaceful purposes, the need to ..event an arms race in
outer space, the absence at present of weapong in space, the identification of
threats to which space objects are confronted, the relationship between the
prevention of an arms race in outer space and arms limitation and disarmament
measures in other areas, the relationship between bilateral and multilateral
efforts to prevent an arms race in outer Space and questions relating to
verification and compliance.
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g, There was general recognition of the importance of the bilateral
negotiations between the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the

United States of America. Some delegations, while stressing that there was
clear need for the Conference on Disarmament toc play a role with respect to
problems relating to the prevention of an arms race in outer space, held that
nothing should be done that would hinder the success of the bilateral
negotiations. Purthermore, they believed that multilateral disarmament
measures in this area could not be considered independently of developments at
the bilateral level. Other delegations, emphasized that ongoing bilateral
negotiations in no way diminished the urgency of multilateral neqotiations and
reaffirmed that, as provided for in the resolutions adopted by the

General Assembly on the subject, the Conference on Disarmament, as the single
multilateral disarmament negotiating forum, had the primary role in the
negotiation of a multilateral agreement or agreements, as appropriate, on the
prevention of an arms race in outer space in all its aspects.

"9, Many delegations reiterated that outer space is the common heritage of
mankind and should be reserved exclusively for peaceful uses to promote the
scientific, economic and social development of all nations. Stressing the
overriding importance and urgency of preventing an arms race in outer space,
they expressed concern that the military competition between the two major
powers was being extended into outer space. In their view, the introduction
of weapons into space would result in an irreversible competition in the field
of space weaponry which would have dangerous consequences for international
peace and security, give the arms race a qualitatively new dimension,
undermine existing agreements and jeopardize the disarmament process as a
whole. They, therefore, believed that the priority task of the Ad Hoc
Committee should be the immediate prohibition of the testing, production and
deployment of weapons systems and their components adaptable for use in,
towards, or from space. To that end, in their opinion, attention should focus
on the question of the measures that should be adopted. These delegations
also pointed to the military uses of space that were already taking place as
an extension of weapons systems on Earth. In that connection, it was noted
that information gathered by reconnaissance and surveillance satellites had
been used in support of military operations against developing countries. The
view was expressed that to guard against such uses, satellite reconnaissance
and surveillance activities should be entrusted tc an international agency.
The view was also expressed that, in the interim, space powers should give
assurances to non-aligned and neutral States against the discriminatory and
inequitable use of satellites.

"10. Delegations of a qroup of socialist countries shared the view that outer
space is the common heritage ¢f mankind and that, consequently, its
exploration and use should be preserved exclusively for peaceful purposes in
order to promote the scientific, economic and social Qevelopment of all
countries. They aleso stressed the overriding importance and urgency of
preventing an arms race in outer space. They were concerned about the danger
of the extension of the arms race int¢ outer space which would, in their view,
accelerate the arms race in other areas and make reductions in strateaic
nuclear arsenals impossible. These delegations were of the view that the
stage of exploring the problem of preventinG an arms race in outer space had
been passed and that the Ad Hoc Committee should proceed to more practical and
concrete work on the elaboration of measures aimed at the prevention of an
arms race in outer space. They believed that the most important aspect of the
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problem of preventing an arms race in outer space was preventing the
introduction of weapons in space through the prohibition of space-strike
weapons. Their understanding of the term was that it included: first,
space-based ABM systems of any principle of action, second. space-based
systems of any principle of action designed tc strike from space targets in
the atmosphere or on the surface of the Earth and, third, systems of any
principle of action and however based desianed to strike space objects. They
underlined the importance of assuring that the non-deployment of weapons in
space would be effectively verified and to that end cupported the
establishment of an international inspectorate, as discussed below in
paragravh 33. These delegations also noted that, although satellites were
being vsed in a variety of support missions and were playing an important role
in the strateqic relationship, there had been no weapons permanently deployed
in outer space up to the present time. They further observed that ballistic
missiles having their launching sites and targets situated on Earth, were not
space strike weapons either.

"1l. Some delegations, while attaching utmost importance to the objective of
preventing an arms race in outer space, stated that for thirty vears space had
appeared as an appropriate environment for naticnal security activities like
the Earth and the atmosphere. They also noted that military systems deploved
in space accomplished a variety of support missiocns and that they plaved a
vital role in the strategic relationship of the two major powers. They
believed that it was necessary to give thorough consideration to the role that
the military uses of space plaved in the maintenance of international peace
and security. Beyond that, they noted that outer space was not immune from
utilization by existing weapons systems such ag ballistic missiles. These
delegations rejected selective approaches to the prevention of an arms race in
outer space, as represented by the concept nf 'space strike weapons' which did
not give an accurate picture of the threats faced by space cbjects and of the
military and strategic situation relevant to outer space. They als:
criticized attempts to define cateqories of 'space strike weapons® which were
at the same time too broad, because they placed in the same category systems
with @ifferent functions and implications, and too narrow because they
exclud:d weapons and other means which have the capability to disrupt the
normal functioning of space objects. They were of the view that, while the

Ad Hoc Committee had had very substantial discussiorns, fundamental
divergencies persisted and the work was still in an exploratory phase. They
considered that issues relevant to the prevention of an arms race in outer
space could not be eramined in isolation, but should be approached in the
wider context of develcpments in other fields of arms limitatica and
disarmament, in particular the reduction of nuclear weapons. These
delegations emphasised the need for a more thorough examination of questions
relating to verification of, and compliance with, existing and future
agreements. They also called for detailed information on national space
programmes o.. “ilitary significance.

"12. One delegation stated that outer space should be explored and used in the
service of peace and economic, scientific and cultural development for the
benefit of the entire human race. It reiterated that it opvosed the
qualitative escalation of the arms race to outer space. It considered that
the two major space powers, which at present were the only ones that possessed
and were continuing the development of space weapons, should assume special
responsibility for halting the arms race in outer space. It believed that
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they should adopt practical measures in undertaking not to develop, test and
deploy space weapons, and an international agreement on the complete
prohibition of space weapons should be concluded through neqotiations as soon
ac possible. It was of the view that at the present stage, work in the
Conference on Dis:rmament should centre on the sclution of the problems that
were most directly related to preventing the 'weaponization' of outer space.

"B. Existing aqreements relevant to the prevention of an arms race in outer
space

"13. There was general recognition that, as provided for in the 1967 Guter
Space Treaty, activities in the exploration and use of outer space should be
carried out in accor nce with international law, including the Charter of the
United Nations. Delugations generally also recogqnised the relevance of the
Charter provisions concerning the non-use of force.

"14. Some delegations emphasized that the Charter of the United Naticus plaves
a central role in the legal régime applicable to outer space and, in that
context, highlighted the special importance of the Charter preovisions cn 2he
non-use c¢f force -~ Articles 2(4) and 51 - which, taken together, prchibit any
act of aggression in outer space. Accordingly, they believed that these
provisions, together with other agreements, -fforded a substantial degree of
protection to space objects. Various other :leqations, while acknowledging
the importance of the Charter, considered that its provisions on the non-use
of force were not, and by their naturz could not be, sufficient to prevent an
arms race in outer space since they did not address the problem of the
development, testing, production and deployment of weavons in space. For
example, these delegations recalled that the legal provisions of those
Articles had not prevented the arms race on Earth, nor did they diminish the
universally recognized need to negotiate disarmament agreements and even to
ban specific types or whole classes of weapons. Some delegations also
maintained that Article 51 of the Charter could not be interpreted as
justifying the use of space weapons for any purpose or the possession of any
type of space weapons. They further strossed that Article 51 could not be

im ked to legitimize the use or threat of use of force in or from outer space.

"15. In the course of the work, various multilateral and bilateral instruments
were examined, inter alia: the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the
Atmosphere, in Outer Space and Under Water (19563), the Treaty on Principles
Governing the Activities of States in the Exploration and Use of Outer Space,
including the Moon and@ Other Celestial Bodies (1967), the Agreement on the
Rescue of Astronauts, the Return of Astronauts and the Return of Objects
Launched into Outer Space (1968), the Agreement on Measures to Reduce the Risk
of Outbreak of Nuclear War Between the United States of America and the Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics (1971), the Convention on International
L7ability for Damage Caused by Space Objects (1972}, the Treaty between the
United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the
Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems (1972), the Aqreement between the
United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the
Prevention of Nuclear War (1973), the Convention on Reqistration of Objects
Launched into Outer Space (1975), the Convention on the Prohibition of
Military or Any Other Hostile Use of Environmental Modification Techniques
(1977) and the Agreement Governing the Activities of States on the Moon and
other Celestial Bodies (1979). In this connection, reference was made to
documents CD/OS/WP.6 and 7. .
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"16, It was noted that under the multilateral agreements in force: (1) it is
prohibited to place in orbit around the Earth any objects carrying nuclear
weapons or any other weapons of mass destruction and to install such weapons
on celestial bodies or station them in outer space in any other manner;

{2) the Moon and other celestial bodies are to be used exclusively for
peaceful purposes and the establishment of military bases, installations and
fortifications, the testing of any type of weapons and the conducting of
military manoeuvres on celestial bodies are forbiddens (3) the testing of
nuclear weapons or any other nuclear explosions in outer space is prohibited.

»17. Many delegations recognized that the outer space legal régime played and
continues to play a significant role for the prevention of an arms race in
outer space. It is for this reason that many delegations stressed the need to
consolidate and reinforce that régime and enhance its effectiveness and the
importance of strict compliance with existing aqreements, both bilateral and
multilateral,

"18, Many delegations noted the USSR/US statement at the December 1987 summit
that their bilateral delegations in Geneva be instructed 'to work out an
aqgreement that would commit the sides to observe the ABM Treaty, as signed

in 1972, while conducting their research, development and testing as required,
which are permitted by the ABM Treaty, and not to withdraw from the ABM Treaty
for a specified period of time',

*19, Various delegations, while recognizing that the existing legal réqgime
placed some barriers to the arms race in outer space, through limitations on
certain weapons and military activities in that environment, stressed that in
gsome areas there were loopholes and some provisions of this leqal régime lent
themselves to different interpretations. They noted that the 1967 Outer Space
Treaty, because of its limited scope, left open the possibility of the
introduction of weapons in space, other than nuclear weapons or other weapons
of mass destruction, in particular anti-satellite weapons and space-based
anti-ballistic missile systems. They also noted that some of the Treaty's
basic terms lent themselves to different interpretations. Furthermore, in
their opinion, current developments in space science and technoloqy, coupled
with onqoing military space programmes, underscored the inadequacy of existing
legal instruments to prevent an arms race in outer space. They, therefore,
held that there was an urgent need to strengthen, supplement and amplify the
existing leqal régime applicable to outer space with a view to the effective
prevention of an arms race in outer space in all its aspects.

"20. Some delegations considered that there already exists a considerable body
of international law applicable to outer space and that the arms control
régime in that environment is much more comprehengive than that on Earth.
These delegations also believed that broader par ticipation in existing
multilateral agreements and strict observance of both multilateral and
bilateral agreements would strengthen the legal régime applicable to outer
space. They believed that in order to identify lacunae that might exist in
the legal régime governing outer space it was first necessary to establish
common qround on what were permitted and prohibited uses of outer space. They
noted that the examination of existing aqreements in the Ad Hoc Committee had
revealed differences of view concerning the meaning of a number of basic

termg - such as 'peaceful uses', 'militarization' - which remain to be defined
in a satisfactory and generally acceptable fashion. Consequently, in their
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view, there was still a need to arrive at a common understandina of what is
forbidden and what is permitted under the legal régime applicable to outer
space. In particular, these delegations were of the opinion that it was
neceasary to give in-depth consideration to the raestion of terminology with a
view to reaching greater precision in the use of terms and referred to
document CD/0S/WP.15 as a good basis for work. One of these delegations
circulated a two-volume dictionary of terms relating to space science and
technology, which was generally welcomed.

"2i. One delegation, in addition to sharing the views reflected in the above
paragraph, considered that the existing legal réqime for arms control in outer
space was equitable, balanced and extensive and that it could be said that it
had been far more successful in preventing an arms race than any comparable
leqal régime on Earth. In the view of this delegation, since the advent of
the space age thirty yvears ago, recurring predictions of an imperding
so-called arms race in outer space have not been borne out. The existing
legal régime can be seen to be wide-ranging and loqical. Moreover, the
existing régime did not contain qgape and holes; instead, it placed strict
leqal controls on virtually any possible type of weapon in outer space and had
several siagnificant accomplishments to its credit. This delegation further
noted that, for example, outer space is a zone free of nuclear weapons and not
one known act in violation of Article 2, paragraph 4 of the United Nations
Charter has occurred in space. In addition, it pointed out that in several
cases there are even redundant and mutually-reinforcing leqal constraints. It
further beliaved that what was needed now was more participation in, better
compliance with, and a fuller understanding of the existing leaal régime. It
maintained that if all nations were to comply fully with all existing
agreements, there would be no doubt that outer space would be used only for
reaceful purposes.

n22. Many delegations were of the view that all States, in particular the
space powers, shculd become parties to the multilateral treaties in force that
contain provisions relevant to the prevention of an arms race in outer space,
in particular the 1963 Partial Test Ban Treaty and the 1967 Cuter Space Treatv.

"¢, Existing proposals and future initiatives on the preveantion of an arms
race in outer space

"33, Proposals and views were put forward by various delegations for
consideration in the course of the work.

*24. Many delegations reiterated that the overall objective of the Conference
on Disarmament should be the complete prohibition of the development,
testing, production and deployment of space weapons. Pending the realization
of that comprehensive cbjective, they considered that efforts should be
concurrently directed towards the adoption of partial measures. Some
delegations considered one of the most urgent problems to be a ban on
anti-satellite weapons. Scme other delegations maintained that the
strengthening of the Registration Convention, inter alia, through effective
verification provisions; prohibition of the intrcduction of new weapon
systems into outer spaces and ensuring that existing treaties safequarding
the peaceful uses of outer space, as well as the 1972 Treaty on the
Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems are fully complied with,
strenghthened and extended as necessary in the light of recent technological
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advances, were also urgent. Tn this context, mention was also made of other
measures called for in the Harare Declaraticn adopted at the Eighth Conference
of Heads of State or Governments of Non-aligned Countries. These delegations
recalled that individually or collectively they had presented the following
proposals for consideration by the Ad Hoc Committee under point 3 of the
programme of work:

- Amendment to Article IV of the 1967 Outer Space Treaty or additional
protocol theretos;

- Definitions of space weaponss
- Declarations on the non-deployment of weapons in space;

= General treaty on the prohibition of anti-satellite weapons with
specific protocols applicable to different categories of satellites;

- Prohibition of dedicated ASAT weapons;

- ASAT morator iums

- Multilateral instrument to supplement the 1972 ABM Treatys
- Strengthening of the 1975 Registration Conventions

- Establishment of a group of qovernmental experts.

"25. Delegations of socialist countries submitted the following proposals for
measures aimed at the prevention of an arms race in outer space: draft
treaty on the prohibition of the stationing of weapons of any kind in outer
space (CD/274), draft treaty prohibiting the use of force in outer space, or
from space against the Barth (CD/476), main provisions of a treaty on the
prohibition of ASAT weapons and ways to ensure the immunity of space objects
{CD/777), establishment of an internaticnal system of verification of the
non-deployment of weapons of any kind in outer space, based on the
international space inspectorate (CD/817) and the proposal for a structured
digcussion on item 3 of the programme of work (CD/OS/WP.18).

"26. Some delegations stated that proposals for measures relating to the
prevention of an arms race in outer space should be judged in terms of their
effectiveness, their contributionm to international peace and security and
their verifiability. Some of those delegations were also not in favour of
proposals which have been made by delegations calling for an immediate ASAT
ban, immunity for all satellites, a ban on so-called space weapons, a
comprechensive ban on the use of force in space, an international inspectorate
for the verification of the non-deployment of weapons in outer space and
other similar approaches.

"27. various delegations considered that existing proposals for the
definition of space weapons (CD/0S/WP.13/Rev.l and CD/0S/WP.14/Rev.l and
Add.l) shared conmon elementz and thus provided a good basis for further work
towards the cbjective of prohibiting the emergence of space weapons. Other
delegations were not in favour of this approach since, in their view, it did
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not give an aceurate picture of all the threats confronting space objects and
also overlooked other significant factors of the military and strategic
situation relevant to outer space.

n28. various delegations discussed proposals concerning the prohibition of
anti-satellite weapons and the protection of satellites. It was suggested
that one possible structure for an instrument on the subject would be in the
form of a general treaty with specific protocols applicable to different
cateqories of satellites. Reference was made to the suggestion that, in
order to assure the verifiability of treaty commitments, untested
anti-satellite systems could be prohibited, i.e., those capable of attacking
satellites in high orbit. Another suqgestion was that for purposes of an
ASAT prchibition, a distinction might be made between dedicated
anti-satellite systems, designed and tested for a flexible attack capacity,
and ancillary systems with a limited and not clearly identifiable
anti-satellite capacity. Still another view was that a treaty on the subject
should: ban the use of force against any space object; prohibit the
deliberate destruction, damage or interference with the aocrmal functioning of
space objectsy proscribe the development, production or deployment of ASAT
weapons; and provide for the destruction under internatiosna: control of any
existing ASAT weapons and to prevent the utilization and modification of any
space object as well as manned spacecraft for anti-satellite purposes. Some
delegations which supported a ban on ASAT weapons, emphasized that such a ban
on ASAT weavons should give protection only to satellites per forming peaceful
functions and not to those engaged in activities which threatened the
security of other States. An ASAT ban, therefore, presupposed an aqreed
definition of peaceful functions and a verification system aimed at
determining whether objects launched into space fulfilled this criterion.
Some other delegations were of the view that the issue of defining peaceful
functions would have to be resolved in the context of negotiations on an ASAT
ban. Commenting on proposals for the protection of satellites, one
delegation noted that it would first be necessary to establish as clearly as
possible within the context of existing ipternational law and established
international practice, which satellites perform functions that are in the
common interest, what these common interests are and how these satellites
contribute to them, following which, it would be necessary to identifv how
these satellites could be protected. In this regard one delegation also
recalled that a proposal had been made that active discussion be entered into
on measures to protect from attack all satellites - and their associated
ground stations - that contribute to strategic stability and to verification
of arms control arrangements. Some delegations commented in detail on a wide
range of means that were available to interfere with the functioning of
satellites vhich, in their view, demonstrated that in the examination of
proposals to prohibit ASAT gsystems it was clearly necessary to take into
account that the concept involved much more than weapons systems specifically
designed and intended to destroy satellites. They pointed ocut the
limitations, both of the notion of 'intention' for the classification of a
device as an ASAT weapon, and of any distinction between so-called ‘dedicated
ASAT gystems' and ‘ancillary ASAT systems'. In addition, they also stated
that the diversity and the characteristics of the potential threat against
space objects could, in their view, make a treaty on the prohibition of ASAT
systems difficult to verify and easy to circumvent.
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"29., Commenting on proposals for the adoption of measures for the rrotection
of space objects, some delegations noted that the majority of satellites
perform military missions and held that to grant them immunity would be
tantamount to legitimizing the military uses of space. In their opinion, the
adoption of measures to protect space objects should be accompanied by a
strengthening of the 1975 Registration Convention to assure that the
functions and purposes of protected space objects are clear. It was
suggested that the Convention should include provisions to verify the
accuracy of the information provided thereunder and that the verification of
the nature of space objects could be carried ou . the launching sites.

"30. Delegations of socialist countries noted that scope and procedure for
broadening the international exchange of information on the space activities
of States were included in the proposal on the establishment of an
international space inspectorate.

"31. Some delegations mentioned as worthv of study, such ideas and
suggestions as the possibility of multilateralizing the provisions of
existing bilateral agreements relating to the immunity of satellites: the
role that the international monitoring of satellites might play; the
possibility of placing constraints on some elements of anti-satellite
activity, consistent with the security interests of all States; and a
‘rules-of-the~road' agreement for space. Some delegations sugaested several
possible measures relevant to the security of satellites and to
confidence-building and transparency for consideration by the Conference on
Disarmament in its exploration of the prevention of an arms race in outer
space: the reaffirmation and the development of the principle of

non-inter ference with peaceful space activities; - the elaboration of a code
of conduct in outer space to prevent the risks and fears that could arise
from certain manoeuvres of space objects; the reinforcement for greater
transparency of the system of notification established by the 1975 Convention
on the Registration of Space Objects; and international co-operaticn for the
use of earth monitoring satellites for the verification of arms control and
disarmament agreements,

"32. Referring to proposals for banning the use of force in outer space,
immonizing satellites from attack, immunizing satellite ground stations from
attack and banning anti-satellite weapons, one delegation held that such
proposals were either redundant or perhaps even prejudicial to the legal
controls that were already in place. 1In its view, all uses of force except
in self-defence were currently prohibited by law; all satellites and the
ground stations associated with such satellites were already protected from
attack except in cases of self-defence; the existing leqal régime placed
many restraints on the nature, depioyment and uses of ASATs; and a
comprehensive ASAT ban would raise many complex problems. Regarding
pProposals and views to amend the Registration Convention, this delegation
stated that consideration of the Registration Convention falls properly
within the venue of the United Nations Committee for the Peaceful Uses of
Outer Space (COPUOS), and not the Conference on Disarmament's Ad Hoc Committee
on Outer Space.

"33. Various delegations noted that existing legal restraints were not
comprehensive enough to prevent the emergence of non-nuclear ASAT weapons in
outer space and should, therefore, be supplemented by agreements which would
preclude the introduction of such weapons in that environment.
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»n34. Some delegations, notina that limits on offensive nuclear weapons would
be possible only if strict constraints were placed on BMD systems, emphasized
the need to supplement the bilateral ABM Treaty throuagh the conclusion of a
multilateral agreement of unlimited duration bannina or placing stringent
1imits on such systems, In this connection, thev recalled the proposal to
thig effect made by one deleaation in 1986 (CD/0S/wP.12).

%35, Various delegations supported the proposal that members of the
Conference on Disarmament should declare that none of them has deploved
weapons in outer space on a permament basis. Other delegations questioned
its usefulness because, in their view, such a declaration was not verifiable
and might interfere with the bilateral neqotiations.

»3§. Delegations generally recoanized the importance of verification in the
context of measures to prevent an arms race in outer space. Bevond that,
some delegations considered that verification did not raise insurmountable
obstacles to tne conclusion of adgreements to prevent an arms race in outer
space since, in their view, it should be possible to assure verification of
compliance through a combination of national technical means and
international procedures., A number of delegations were of the view that
verification functions should be entrusted to an international body to
provide the international communitv with an independent capabilitv to verifv
compliance. In this connection reference was made to the provosed
international satellite monitorinag agencv. Mention was also made of the
possibilities offered bv the PAXSAT concept - a research programme on the
feasibilitv of the application of remote-sensinag techniques to the
verification of multilateral arms 1imitation and disarmament agreements and
coverina both space-to-space and space~to-around remote-sensing.

»37. Sharing these views, socialist deleuations underlined that the
non-deplovment of weapons in space should be effectivelv verified. Thev
supported the creation of a world space organization which would, inter alia,
perform verification functions. They also suqgagested that, pendinag the
conclusion of an appropriate agreement on space, a start should be made on
establishina a svstem for jnternational verification of the non~-deplovment of
weapons of any kind in outer space. The main purpose of such a svstem would
be to determine that objects to be launched into and stationed in space were
not weapons and were not equipped with weapons of anv kind. In the opinion
of the aqroup of socialist countries, the central place in such a system of
verification might be taken bv an international space inspectorate upon which
the States parties to the agreement would confer the riaght of access. for
inspection purposes, to any objects intended to be launched into and
stationed in outer space. In order to ensure a complete ban on space
weapons, measures of verification with the aid of the international space
inspectorate should include, inter alia: advance submission bv the receivinag
State to the representatives of the international space inspectorate of
information on every forthcomina launch, includina the date and time of
launch, the tvpe of launch vehicle, the parameters of the orbit and general
jnformation on the space object to be launched; the permanent nresence of
jnspection teams at all sites for 1aunchina space obijects in order to check
al)l such objects irrespective of the vector; and the verification of
undeclared launches from undeclared launching pads bv means of extraordinarv
on-site inspections without riaght of refusal.
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"38. Some delegations maintained that issues relating to verification and
compliance needed to be considered in qreater depth, Thev noted that many
elements of the existing leqgal réqime awplicable to outer space were
relativelv simple and stated that the more complicated anv arms control
aqreement for outer space was, the more difficult it would be to verify
compliance with it, Thev believed that verification and compliance issues
were particularly sensitive and complex in this area because, on the one
hand, vital national security interests were at stake and, on the other hand,
the vastness of space and the vossibilities of concealment on Earth posed
special problems. With respect to the proposal for the establishment of a
world space orgqanization, some deleqations were of the opinion that its
consideration was beyond the competence of the Conference on Disarmament.
Thev also foresaw substantial technical, political and organizational
difficulties associated with an international verification inspectorate. In
this reagard, they believed that one had to keep in mind that virtually any
space object, if controlled and manipulated properly, is capable of serving
as a weapon. Thev stated that this basic fact plus manv technical,
definitional, organizational and political obstacles bar the wav to a
successful international verification inspectorate,

“39. Some delegations, expressing concern at restrictions being placed on the
transfer of space technologv, stated that in the consideration of proposals
it was necessary to contemplate wavs and means of strenathening international
co-operation in the veaceful uses of outer space so that all States would
have access without discrimination to space technologv to promote their
economic and social development according to their needs, interests and
priorities. 1In that connection, these delegations underlined the need to
further the objectives of Article T of the Outer Space Treaty.

"40. Deleqations of socialist countries drew attention to the proposal for
the establishment of a world space organization and tc the vroposal that the
leading space powers establish an international centre for conducting joint
research and development of space technoloay pretotypves ordered by developing
countries,

*41. Many delegations emphasized that all aspects of the arms race in outer
space should be dealt with in order to achieve a comorehensive régime to
prevent an arms race in outer space. Three possibilities were sugqested to
achieve a complete prohibition of all activities that could directlv or
indirectly contribute to an arms race in outer space: amendina Article IV of
the 1967 Outer Space Treaty, an additional protocol thereto, or the
elaboration of a new comprehensive treaty or partial agreements aimed at the
prevention of an arms race in outer space, as appropriate.

* * &

"42, Some delegations supported the idea of establishing a aroup of
governmental experts to provide technical expertise and quidance in the
consideration of issues relating to the prevention of an arms race in

outer space. The view was expressed that such a aroup could assist the

Ad Hoc Committee with respect to problems of Jdefinition and verifiabilitv of
space assets. Another idea advanced by some delegations was that the qroup
could be entrusted with the task of defining the nature of the information
that should be provided pursuant to the 1975 Reaistration Convention in order
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to permit that a distinction be made between military and non-military space
objects. Other delegations believed that a qovernmental expert aroup was not
the only alternative and that other appropriate arrangements could be
concidered to provide scientific and technical expertise to the Committee.
Some delegations shared the view that the particivation of experts made a
valuable contribution to the work of the Committee and believed that it would
be useful for experts to be included in deleaations. 1In their opinion,
however, at this stage of the work, the Committee was not yet in a position
to establish a group of experts with a specific mandate. Some deleqations
suggested that, with a view to reachina a common aporoach to the objective of
preventing an arms race in outer space, it would be desirable that the
Committee draw up an open-ended list of questions and, at an appropriate
stage, identifv those that needed further elaboration by experts under a
clearly-defined mandate.

%43, Some delegations were of the view that the Ad Hoc Committee had
completed the explorator?y phase of its work:and that it should concentrate on
the consideration of measures to prevent an arms race in outer svace in all
jts aspects. They believed that the ideas and suqgestions that had been nut
forward in the course of the work provided sufficient areas of consensus for
‘the initiation of multilateral negotiations on such measures. Other
delegations considered that, while the work accomplished had contributed to a
broader and deeper understanding of the subject, jt was still necessary to
continue the examination and jdentification of issues relevant to the
prevention of an arms race in outer space in order to reach a level of common
understanding that would permit the Committee to arrive at a common
definition of the scope and specific objectives of multilateral efforts for
the prevention of an arms race in outer space.

"1y. CONCLUSION

%44, There was general recognition in the A4 Hoc Committee of the importance
and urgencv of preventina an arms race in outer space and readiness to
contribute to that common objective. The work carried out by the Committee
since its establishment contributed to the accomplishment of its task. The
Commitee advanced and developed further the examination and identification of
various issues relevant to the prevention of an arms race in outer space.

The discussions held contributed to a better understandina of a number of
problems and to a clearer perception of the various positions. It was
recoqnized that the lecgal régime applicable to outer space by itself does not
quarantee the prevention of an arms race in outer space. There was
recoqnition of the significant role that the leqal régime applicable to outer
space plays in the prevention of an arms race in that environment and of the
need to consolidate and reinforce that réaime and enhance its effectiveness
and of the importance of strict compliance with existing agreements, both
bilateral and multilateral. 1In the course of the deliberations, the common
interest of mankind in the exploration and use of outer space for peaceful
purposes was acknowledged. In this context, there was also recoanition of
the importance of paragraph 80 of the Final Document of the first special
session devoted to disarmament, which states that 'in order to prevent an
arms race in outer space, further measures should be taken and appropriate
international neqotiations held in accordance with the spirit of the Treatv
on Principles Governing the Activities of States in the Exploration and Use
of Outer Space, including the Moon and other Celestial Bodies'. A
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preliminary consideration was given to a number of proposals and initiatives
aimed at preventing an arms race in outer space and ensuring that its
exploration and use will be carried out exclusivelv for peaceful purposes in
the common interest and for the benefit of all mankind.®

F. Effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons

90. 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" has been considered since 1982 mainly in a subsidiary body of the
Conference. The report of the Ad Hoc Committee referred to in the following
paraqgrach contains a description of the work of that subsidiarvy body.

91. At its 460th plenary meeting on 2§ April 1988, the Conference adopted the
report of the Ad Hoc Committee re-established by the Conference under the
agenda item at its 436th plenarv meeting. That report (CD/825), which was
submitted in view of the third special session of the General Assembly devoted
to disarmament, is an inteqral part of this special report and reads as
follows:

"I. INTRODUCTION

"l. At its 436th olenarv meeting on 2 February 1988 the Conference on
Disarmament decided to re-establish for the Aduration of its 1988 session, an
ad hoc committee to continue to negotiate with a view to reaching aareement on
effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. It further decided that
the Ad Hoc Committee would report to the Conference on the proaress of its
work before the conclusion of the first part of the 1988 session in view of
the forthcoming third special session of the General Assemblv devoted to
disarmament (CD/801). Pursuant to that request, the A4 Hoc Committee submits
its report to the Conference reqgarding the present state of negotiations on
the subject, taking into account negotiations conducted since Auqust 1982.

"2. In 1982 and 1983 Aambassador Mansur Ahmad of Pakistan was Chairman of the
Ad Hoc Working Group on the agenda item. After that, the followina
Ambassadors were appointed Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on the agenda
item: Ambassador Borislav Ronstantinov of Bulgaria in 1984;

Ambassador Mansur Ahmad of Pakistan in 1985; Ambassador Paul von Stiilpnaael
of the Federal Republic of Germany in 1987; Ambassador Dimitar Kostov of
Bulgaria in 1988 and, in his absence, Ambassador Konstantin Tellalov.

In 1986, the A4 Hoc Committee was not re-established. In the course of the
second part of the 1982 session, as well as the sessions from 1983 to 1985 and
1987 to 1988, the Ad Hoc Working Group and Ad Hoc Committee held 41 meetinas.

"3. At their request, representatives of the following States not members of
the Conference on Disarmament were invited to participate in the various
sessions of the subsidiarv body since Augqust 1982: Austria, Bangladesh,
Cameroon, Colombia, Democratic Yemen, Finland, Greece, Ireland, New Zealand,
Norway, Portugal, Senegal, Spain and Zimbabwe.
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"II. SUBSTANTIVE NEGOTIATIONS DURING THE SECOND PART OF THE
1982 SESSION AND THE SESSIONS FROM 1983 THROUGH 1937

"4, At the beginning of the second part of the 1982 session, one delegation
recalled in a statement before the plenarv that in document C1)/280 the Group
of 21 had urged the nuclear-weapon States concerned to review their policies
and to present revised positions on the subject to the second special
sesgsion. That delegation then stated that at the special session there had
been no response at all to these concerns of the Group of 21 from two of the
nuclear-weapon States concerned, and that the work on this item had reached an
impasse. Having taken note of the above-mentioned assessment of the state of
negotiations, it was generally understood that the Working Group would not
hold anv meetings during the second half of 1982, One delegation disaqreed
with the assessment of the state of nedgotiations expressed in CD/280 and with
the views expressed by the delegation referring to the Group of 21 statement
and stated it had been prepared to resume work on the issue.

*5. During the course of the meetings of the Ad Hoc Working Group in 1983 the
prospects for further progress on the issue were debated. The Chairman of the
Ad Hoc Working Group suagested three mutuallv non-exclusive approaches for
possible adoption bv the Workina Group in its consideration of the subject,
namely, (1) to continue neqotiations towards an aqreement on a common formula
which could be included in an international instrument of a legally binding
character; (2) to examine the relevance and the direct implications of the
non-first-use of nuclear weapons to the sc :called negative security
assurances; and (3) to adopt any cther avproach which might help in the
zesolution of some of the problems. Negotiations on a ‘common formula' did
not result in substantive progress but the importance of effective security
assurances to non-nuclear~weapon States was reaffirmed. It was widely held
that there was an urgent need to reach aqreement on a ‘common formula' which
could be included in an international instrument of a legally bindina
character., There was also no objection, in principle, to the idea of an
international convention; however, the difficulties involved were also
pointed out. The relevance of the non-first-use of nuclear weapons to
negative security assurances was debated, but divergent views remained on the
subject. One nuclear-weapon State reiterated that it undertook
unconditionallvy not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons adainst
non-nuclear States and nuclear-free zones. One nuclear-weapon State stressed
the importance of its unilateral obligation not to be the first to use nuclear
weapons, assumed during the second special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament. Another approach was proposed that the question of
security assurances be examined according to the cateqories of
non-nuclear-weapon States contained in the five unilateral declarations of the
nuclear-weanon Powers. The discussions on this approach remained
inconclusive. 1In addition, durina the course of the meetinas, the five
nuclear-weapon States reiterated their unilateral assurances. One nuclear-
weapon State recalled the substantial expansion of its position presented
durina the second special session on disarmament {CD/321). Different views
were expressed in connection with those statements. Furthermore, the Group
of 21 presented document CD/407 to the Committee on Disc mament containina a
statement that further negotiations in the Committee wer unlikely to be
fruitful so long as nuclear-weapon States did not exhi’ '- a genuine political
will to reach a satisfactorv agreement.
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"6. During the 1984 session of the Conference, the 24 Hoc Committee held
consultations and discussions with a view to overcoming those difficulties.
The importance of effective securitv assurances to non-nuclear-weapon States
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons was reaffirmed.
Discussions were hald to attempt to reach aqreement on a 'common formula' of a
leqally binding character. The question of how to harmonize diffarent views
and find such a formula was considered. A number of delegations expressed the
view that the 'common formula® should be based on a non-use or non-first~-use
clause and stressed the importance of the non-stationing criterion. Other
delegations, including three nuclear-weapon States, challenged that approach
and maintained that the common ground should embodv two elements - the status
of non-nuclear-weapon States and a non-attack vrovision. Those States
maintained that no provision of the United Wations Charter limits the right of
States to make use of the means they deem the most appropriate, subject to
existing international aqreements, in the exercise of their inherent right of
individual or collective self-defence as recoanized in Article 51. It was
stressed that the 'common formula® should first of all meet the wishes of the
non-nuclear-weapon States and be conducive to the strengthening of their
security. Many delegations felt that the very term 'non~-nuclear-weapon
States' wasg unambiguous and self-explanatory and it ruled out, by definition,
any further need to elabcrate on the status of such States. These delegations
also maintained that hrticle 51 of the United Nations Charter could not be
invoked to justify the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons in the exercise
of the right of self-defence in the case of armed attack not involving the use
of nuclear weapons. The question of form was also discussed. Again, there
was no objection in principle to the idea of an international convention;
however, the difficulties involved were also pointed out. Some delegations
suqgested that pending aqreement on those mattefs elements of interim
arrangements should be explored. Some delegations considered that a
resolution of the Security Council containing a common denominator could be an
acceptable interim solution but not a substitute to a final solution. Many
deleqgations expressed the view that a common denominator should be an
unconditional guarantee similar to that given by one nuclear-weapon State.
Thev stated that a 'common formula' was politicallv, legallv and technically
possible if four of the five nuclear-weapct States were to review their
policies and formulate ~ovised positions so as to respond positively & the
leqitimate concerns of the neutral and non-aligned States. Other aspects as
to the form and substance of such arranagements were also analysed. The
question of the relevance of the non-first-use of nuclear weapons commitment
to the issue was re-examined as well as the relevance of a mutual non-use of
force commitment. Divergent views remained on these subjects. In addition,
the importance of the establishment of nuclear~weapon-free zones to the
question was raised. A possible wav oot of the impasse was suqoested again to
the effect that security assurances could be provided only to t..ose
non-nuclear-weapon States which were outside the two major alliance systems.
Discussion of this proposal remained inconclusive.

*7. At the 1985 session, owing to the late establishment of the Ad Hoc
Committee, the Chairman held informal consultations with a view to determining
the most efficacious manner to address the item during the remaining part of
the session. As a result of those consultations, the Chairman concluded that
positions espoused by the nuclear-weapon States during previous years had not
changed. During the course of consultations different views were expressed
reqarding possibilities for making progress.
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ng. In the course of ths 1986 session of the Conference, consultations were
held on the agenda item under the quidance Yf successive Presidents of the
Conference to explore ways and means to overcome the difficulties encountered
in its work in carrving out neqotiations on the question. These
consultations, which were particularly focused on the re-egstablishment of the
Ad Hoc Committee and the appointment of the Chairman, were inconclusive and it
was q¢ ‘erally aqreed that this question would be taken up at the beainning of
the 147 session. Some deleaations expressed their disappointment at the lack
of progress on the question and reiterated their appeal to the nuclear Powers
to re-examine their unilaterally declared policies and positions relating to
arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon Gtates aqainst the use or threat of
use of nuclear weapons. Some of them noted that security assurances to
non-nuclear-weapon States was the least nuclear-weapon States could expect to
qive in exchanae for the commitment bv other States under the Treatv on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. Some deleaations were of the view that
security assurances to non-nuclear-weapon States should be without
qualification and pre-conditions, not subject to diverqent interpretations and
unlimited in scope, application and duration. 1In statements bhefore the
plenary, one delegation pointed out that there were three categories of
non-nuclear-weapon States and expressed the belief that there were feasible
treaty formulations for each category, which would be realistic, discouraaqe
the geographical spread of nuclear weapons and satisfv the security
considerations of all parties. This delegation alsc held that finding a
consensus formulation reqvired effective negotiations and stated that it was
not helpful for delegations to prejudge their outcome. Some delegations
strongly favoured conclusion of an international leaally binding instrument to
assure noa-nuclear-weapon States having no nuclear weapons on their
territories against the use or threat of use of such weapons and thev pointed
out that the unilateral declaration made by the nuclear-weapcn State belonaging
to those delegations, was a credible and unconditional assurance which met the
security concerns of the non-nuclear-weapon States. Some other delegations
drew attention to the unilateral declarations made by three nuclear-weapon
States, which chey reward as credible and reliable and which amount to firm
declarations of policy and they expressed their readiness to continue
discussion of the question, though acknowledging that previous exverience *ad
shown the difficulties involved in elaboratinag an international coavention <1
the subject. One delegation, not belonging to anv qroup, held that, pendi: ,
the complete prohibition and thorough destruction of nuclear weawmens, all
naclear-weapon States should undertake not to use or threater to use nuclear
weapons agqainst non-nuclcar-weamon states and nuclear~free zones and
reiterated that it unconditionally assumed such an cbhl.gation. It also
supported all efforts conducive to reaching an aqreeferi on e{fective
internacional arrangements in this regard.

*g_ At the start of the work of the Ad Hoc Committee in 1987. the Chairman
put forward as topics for discussion in the Ad Hoc Committes a review of
positions and consideration of new proposals ir the light of recent
developments in arms control and international relations: and a consideration
of conclusions tha* the Ad Hoc Committee could draw, includina, inter alia,
the poasibilities for interim mesauris and alternatives for action. During
consideration of the first item in the Ad Hoc Committee, delegations vpointed
to various aspects of recent develooments in the field of disarmament and
international relations and different views were expressed on their relevance
to the questiocn of securitv assurances.
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"10. In connection with the second item, one deleaation put forward a proposal
categorizing the non-nuclear-weapon States according to the diversity of their
military situations (document CD/768)}, namely: (a) non-members of militarv
alliances with a nuclear-weapon State; (b) members of militarvy alliances with
a nuclear-weapon State but havinag no nuclear weapons on their territories;

and (¢) members of militarv alliances that have other States' nuclear weapons
on their territories. That delegation proposed undertakings to be assumed by
the nuclear and the non-nuclear-weapon States in respect of the various
cateqgories, and further proposed that nuclear-weapon States undertake to
commence without delay, and conscientiously, negotiations with a view to
concluding agreements to remove their nuclear weapons stationed on the
territories of other States, prohibit the use of nuclear weapons, and reduce
and eliminate existing stocks. BAn exchange of views was held on the proposal
and it was generally aqreed that it contained elements that required further

study by the Committee,

"11. In connection with the concept of 'common formula', one delegation
resubmitted a proposal of 1982 on the form in which the common elements of
such a formula could be embodied. That delegation proposed again, as an
interim measure, that the views of the nuclear-weapon States, which need not
be identical, be integrated into a Security Council resolution. That
delegation further suqgested that the Conference on Disarmament aaree to put a
paragraph in its annual report with regard to elements for a ‘common formula',
that is, in the view of that deleaation, that States that had made an
internationallv binding commitment not to acquire nuclear weapons and were not
a military ally of a nuclear-weapon State had received solemn assurances by
all nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons,
as well as with regard to the idea of a Security Council resolution as an
interim measure. Other delegations reiterated their view that a resolution of
the Security Council embodying disparate declarations of the nuclear-weapon
States could not serve as the effective arrangement sought by the
non-nuclear-weapon States and emphasized that, in view of the limitations,
conditions and exceptions contained in the declarations made by some
nuclear-weapon States, these delegations could not agree with the above
statement that all States that had made an internationally bindina commitment
not to acquire nuclear weapons and were not a military ally of a
nuclear-weapon State had received solemn assurances from all nuclear-weapon
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.

"III. PRESENT STATE OF NEGOTIATIONS

"12. At the beginning of the 1988 session, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc
Committee, after appropriate consultations, proposed a list of topics for
discussion during the first part of the session based on the experience of
the 1987 session. In addition to consideration of the present report, the
Chairman suggested the following topics: a general exchanae of views; a
review of positions and consideration of existing proposals and future
initiatives in the light of recent developments in the field of disarmament
and international relations; and conclusions including consideration,
inter alia, of the possibilities for interim measures and alternatives for
action.
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»13. The importance attached to reaching an aareement on effective
international arrangements not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons was
reaffirmed once again. As in the previous vears, the Ad Hoc Committee
concentrated primarilvy on the scope and the nature of the arranqgements on the
understanding that an aareement on the substance of the arrangements could
facilitate the agreement on the form. Within this context, the proposal made
by one delegation at the 1987 session (CD/768) cateqorizina non-nuclear-weapon
States according to the diversitv of their military situations was further
discussed. The delecation that had sponsored the prec 2dina proposal put
forward an alternative option to the effect that nuclear-weapon States set
aside their various unilateral declarations to facilitate effective
neqotiations and the adoption of a convention on the basis of a common
approach or formula. According to that alternative option, any nuclear-weapon
gtate would have the right to make reservations reflecting its unilateral
declarations while ratifying such a convention. The proposals were widely
recognized as a aood basis for discussion and neqotiation. This view was not
shared by a number of delagations which maintained that these provosals were
not likelv to facilitate aqreement on a ‘common formula' which could be
included in an international instrument of a legally bindirn7 character.
However, the in-depth discussion on the proposals raised some questions and it
was widely felt that more time was needed for reflection. All delegations
expressed their readiness-to seek aqreement on a ‘commcn formula' acceptable
to all ¢ be included in an international instrument of a legallv binding
character.

n14. Some deleaations reiterated their long-standing belief that the most
effective quarantee against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons was
nuclear disarmament and the prohibition of nuclear weapons. Thev held that
pending the achievement of that gonl, negative security assurances were an
indispensable measure toc assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapous. In their view, nuclear-weapon States had an
obligation to quarantee, in clear and categorical terms and in an
internationally bindinag form, that non-nucleat-weapon States would not be
attacked or threatened with nuclear weavons. Thoy remained convinced that the
existing assurances and unilateral declarations fell far short of the credible
assurances sought .y non-nuclear-weapon States. They continued to assert
their belief that, in order to be effective, those assurances must be
unconditional, without gualification, not subject to diveraqent interpretation
and unlimited in scope, application and duration. In the view of these
delegations, the declarations of four of the five nuclear-weapon States were
based solely on their own strateagic considerations and did not responé to the
legitimate security concerns of the non~nuclear-weapon States, which had
voluntarily renounced the nuclear weapon option in the larger interest of
promoting nuclear disarmament. These delegations held that the positions of
those four nuclear-weapon: States confirmed the opinion that the question of
negitive security assurances continued to be approached by nuclear-weapon
States from the narrow point of view of their security perceptions vis-a-vis
each other and was not aimed at providing effective and credible quarantees to
assure the security of non-nuclear-weapon States. Those delegations
maintained that Article 51 of the United Nations Charter could not be invoked
to justify the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons in the exercise of the
right of self-defence in the case of armed attack not involving the use of
nuclear weapons, since nuclear war would threaten the very survival of
mankind. They once again expressed the apprehension that a situation wher eby
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some nuclear-weapon States claimed the right to use nuclear weapons against
non-nuclear-weapon States would weaken the non-proliferation réagime. They
also continued to maintain that assurances sought by non-nuclear-weapon States
could best be provided by an international instrument with binding legal
effect. They stressed again that the need for assurances had not lessened but
rather increased with the vassage of time. Thev called upon the concerned
nuclear-weapon States to demonstrate a genuine will to reach a satisfactory
agreement and review their positions so as to remove the limitations,
conditions and exceptions contained in their unilateral declarations. Several
deleqations also held that insistence on unilateral declarations by nuclear-
weapon States introduced a new element in multilateral disarmament
negotiations which undermined the sovereiantv of States. Similarly, these
deleqations felt that insistence on the part of the non-nuclear-weapon States
on unconditional assurances without due regard to the security concerns of the
nuclear-weapon States would be unfruitful, unrealistic and unattainable.

These delegations felt that security assurances must be effectively neyotiated
taking into full consideration the realities of the securitv situation of the
present day. They drew attention to the fact that the majority of States
represented at the Conference on Disarmament and of States Members of the
United Nations have renounced, in legally binding international instruments,
their sovereign right to manufacture nuclear weapeons and appealed for gqreater
flexibilitvy and understanding on the question of negative secur ity assurances
from both nuclear and non-nuclear-weapon States,

"15. A number of delegations, including a nuclear-weapon State, restated that
they shared the belief that the most effective and reliable quarantee against
the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons was nuclear disarmament and the
complete elimination of nuclear weapons. They held the view that pending the
achievoment of that objective, various interim measures should be taken to
strengthen the securitv of non-nuclear-weapon States. These delegations
referred to proposals, such as the prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons
by an appropriate internaticnal convention, the assumption of a policy of
non-first-use of such weapons by all nuclear-weapon States which would
actually preclude the use of nuclear weapons against all States, including the
non-nuclear-weapon States, the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones as
an effective means to ensure the nr-'rssary prerequisites for all
nuclear-weapon States to assume ob.- gjations not to use or threaten to use
nuclear weapons against the zonal non-nuclear-weapon States, They maintained
their support for the conclusion of an international leqally binding
instrument to assure effectively, uniformly and unconditionallyv the
non-nuclear-weapon States having no nuclear weapons on their territories
against the use or threat of use of such veapons. The nuclear-weapon State
belonging to that group of delegations rearfirmed the continuing validity of
its quarantee of non-use of nuciear weapons with respect to such
non-nuclear-weapon States, as well as of its obligation not to be the first to
use nuclear weavons. That nuclear-weapon State pointed to the fact that it
had provided relevant quarantees to the States parties to the Tlatelolco
Treaty and had ratified Protocols 2 and 3 to the Treaty of Rarotonga without
any reservations. It also stated that, in the event of a nuclear-weapon-free
zone beina created in the Balkans, it would be ready te provide all necessary
quarantees to the States parties to the zone. These deleqations reaffirmed
their readiness to pvarticipate in the search for a solution to the 'negative
secur ity assurances' problem, which would arrive at a ‘common formula' to be
included in an international legally binding document. They were of the view
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that the military doctrines of military alliances, par ticularly of the
nuclear-weapon States parties to those alliances, had a most direct bearing on
the security assurances to non-nuclear-weapon States. These delegqations
rejected the doctrine of nuclear deterrence and pointed to the need for a
fresh political and military approach to uraent security issues, manv of which
relate to the security of non-nuclear-weapon States as well. They supported
the view that Article 51 of the United Nations Charter could not be invoked to
justify the use or threat of use of nuclear weavons in the exercise of the
right of self-defence in the case of armed attack not involving the use of
nuclear weapons, since nuclear war would threaten the verv survival of
mankind. In a broad perspective, these delegations stronaly favoured the
adoption of a comprehensive system of international peace and security, which
they believed would lead to a world free of nuclear weapons and a non-violent
world. They again drew attention to the procosal in the Berlin document of

29 May 1987, entitled 'On the Military Doctrine of the States Parties to the
Warsaw Treaty' (CD/755) calling for consultations at expert level between the
WTO and NATO 'in order to compare the military doctrines of the two alliances,
analyse their nature and jointly discuss the patterns of their future
development’. These deleqations reaffirmed the position of their States, as
expressed in that document, that (i) thevy will never under anv circumstances
jnitiate military action against anv State or alliance of States unless they
are themselves the target of an armed attack, and that (ii) thev will never be
the first to employ nuclear weapons, which, toaether with other provisions of
the document, underlined, in their view, the defensive character of their
military doctrine.

“16. A number of delegations, including three nuclear-weapon States, while
reasserting the importance they attached to the question, underlined that for
the discussions on the subject to be successful thev needed to be placed
squarely in the framework of the aqgreed mandate and should be marked by a
spirit of realism. These delegations continued to believe in the fundamental
importance of adherence by member States to the commitment contained in
Article 2 of the Charter to refrain frem the use or threat of use of force
against the territorial integrity or political independence of any State.
They also stressed again that Article 51 of the United Nations Charter states
that nothing shall impair the inherent right of individual or collective
self-defence if an armed attack occurred against a member. They reaffirmed
the position of their States as expressed in the Bonn Declaration of June 1982
that none of their weapons would ever be used except in response to attack.
These delegations stressed, at the same time, that it was justified that the
States renouncing the possession of nuclear weapons should receive in return
the assurance that these weapons would not be used against them. They held
that such an assurance, however, should remain qualified by a provision of
non-attack in alliance or in association with a nuclear-weapon State. These
delegations underlined the fact that the assurances qiven by the three
nuclear-weapon States among them took this point into account and were valid
for all non-nuclear-weapon States, irrespective of their formal adherence to
an alliance or of their non-aligned status. They stated that the condition
that the -uarantee lapses in the event of an attack covers all contingencies
and indeed strengthens the credibilitv of the assurances. They asserted that
the unilateral assurances given by the three Western nuclear-weapon States
were £irm, credible and reliable commitments and that thev constituted
effective security measures for non-nuclear-weapon States. These delegations
stated that the insistence of some States on referring to non-first-use of
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nuclear weapons was not relevant to the topic addressed by the Committee,
viz., assurances to non-nuclear-weapon States. These deleqations reaffirmed
their readiness to continue to participate in the search for a 'common
formula' acceptable to all, but pointed again to the difficultyv in reaching
this goal, given the diversity of positions and interests. They suqgested
that the existing unilateral assurances reflected different concerns linked to
specific security policies and that a 'common formula'® should probably allow
for the expression of these concerns. They reaffirmed the validity of
proposals for General Assembly or Security Council resolutions taking stock of
the declarations of the nuclear-weapon States.

"17. A number of delegations drew attention to the Second Protocol of the
South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone Treaty (Treaty of Rarotonga) which contains
neqative security assurances and expressed the hope that all nuclear-weapon
States would adhere to it without reservation.

"18. One nuclear-weapon State reasserted its long-held view that it was
entirely reasonable and legitimate for non-nuclear-weapon States to demand
that rnuclear-weapon States undertake not to use or threaten to use nuclear
weapons against them. It was of the view that the most effective assurances
for the security of non-nuclear~weapon States was the complete prohibition and
thorough destruction of nuclear weapons and pending the achievement of that
goal, in order to prevent nuclear war and reduce the threat to
non-nuclear-weapon Statzs, all nuclear-weapon States should assume obligations
not to be the first to use nuclear weapons under any circumstances and

under take unconditionally not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons
against non-nuclear-weapon States and nuclear-weapon-free zones. This was
their minimum obligation. It restated that on.this basis, an international
treaty on the prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons should be concluded,
with the participation of all nuclear-wearan States. The sama State
reiterated its unilateral declaration made in 1964 when it had its first
nuclear explosion that at no time and under no circumstances would it be the
first to use nuclear weapons and its unconditional quarantee not to use or
threaten to use nuclear weavons against non-nuclear-weapon States and
nuclear-weapon-free zones. It stated that it was based on this position that
it signed the relevant protocols to the Treatv for the Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapons in Latin America and the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone Treatv. At
the same time, it hoped that the ma+jor nuclear-weapon States would adjust
their positions towards the question of assuring the securitv of
non-nuclear-weapon States so as to make it possible for the Ad Hoc Committee
to move forward in its work. It expressed its support for the conclusion,
through negotiations, of an international convention to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons
and its readiness to make further efforts to seek a ‘common formula' in
conscnance with the demands of non-nuclear-weapon States. It also welcomed
any ideas or specific suggestions aimed at achieving this objective. The same
State regretted that difficulties still prevented the Committee from reaching
agreement on a 'common formula' and hoped that, in light of the favourable
¢climate in the international situation, joint efforts be made to break the
deadlock and make progress in the work on this item so as to meet the
reasonable demands of the non-nuclear-weapon States.
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"19. In connection with the topic concerning recent developments, many
delegations pointed to the significance of the signature of the INF Treaty of
pecember 1987 and were of the view that it enhanced security on an overall
level, and therefore was particularly relevant to the question. Other States,
while welcoming the Treaty, questioned its relevance to the subject of
negative security assurances.

w20. Deliberations on the conclusions that could be drawn from the
negotiations during the first part of the 1988 session, includina a
consideration of the possibilities for interim measures and alternatives for
action, once again proved inconclusive. Manvy delegations expressed again
their shared view that the nuclear-weapon States held special responsib2irv
to break the deadlock in which the item has found itself since before the
second special session on disarmament.

nty. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

»21. The Ad hoc Committee once again reaffirmed that non-nuclear-weapon States
should be effectively assured by the nuclear-weapon ctates against the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons pending effective measures of nuclear
disarmament. Since Auaqust 1982, a number of proposals and specific ideas on
both the form and on the substance of such effective international
arrangements were put forward. Considerable efforts were made to arrive at a
common approach on the subject. Work on the substance of the arrangements,
however, revealed that specific difficulties relating to differing perceptions
of security interests of nuclear-weapon States and non-nuclear-weapon States
persisted and that the complex nature of the jssues involved continued to
prevent agreement on a ‘common formula'. At the same time, the discussion
underlined the wide support for continuing the search for such a ‘common
formula' which could be included in an international legally binding
jinstrument to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of
use of nuclear weapons.”

G. New tvpes of weapons of mass destruction and new
systems of such weapons; radiological weapons

62. The question of radiological weapons has been considered since 1982
mainly in a subsidiary body of the Conference. The report of the Ad Hoc
Committee referred to in the following paragraph contains a description of the
work of that subsidiary bodv.

93, At its 460th plenary meetina on 26 April 1988, the Conference adopted the
report of the Ad Hoc Committee re-established by the Conference to deal with
the questici of radiological weapons at its 436th plenary meeting. That
report (CD/820)} which was submitted in view of the third special cession of
the General Assemblv devoted to disarmament, is an integral part of this
gpecial report and reads as follows:

wf, INTRODUCTION
»1., Taking into consideration paragraph 76 of the Final Document of the first

special session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament,
the relevant recommendations of the United Nations Disarmament Commission, in
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particular those adopted in connection with the Second Disarmament Decade in
1980, as well as successive resolutions adopted by the General Assembly on the
subject, the Conference on Disarmament continued to consider the question of
radiclogical weapons during the second part of its 1982 session as well as
during its sessions in 1983, 1984, 1985, 1986 and 1987.

®"2. To that end, the Conference successively re-established the Ad Hoc
Committee on Radiological Weapons */ with a view to reaching agreement on a
convention prohibiting the development, production; stockpiling and use of
radiological weapons. It was chaired by Ambassador H. Weqener (Federal
Republic of Germany) in 1982, Ambassador C. Lidgard (Sweden) in 1983,
Ambassador M. Vejvoda (Czechoslovakia) in 1984, Aambassador R. Butler
(Rustralia) in 1985, Ambassadcr C. Lechuga Hevia {(Cuba) in 1986 and
Ambassador D. Meiszter (Hungary) in 1987. During the course of the second
part of its 1982 session and of its 1982 to 1987 sessions, the Ad Hoc
Committee held a total of 69 meetings. At various stages of its work, the
following States not members of the Conference on Disarmament participated in
the meetings of the subsidiary body: Austria, Burundi, Denmark, Finland,
Greece, Ireland, New Z2ealand, Norway, Portugal, Senegal, Spain, Switzerland,
Turkey and Zimbabwe.

"3. During the above-mentioned period, the Ad Hoc Committee continued to
consider the prohibition of radiological weapons in the 'traditional' sense
and the prohibition of attacks against nuclear facilities, **/ without
prejudice to the final positions of delegations on a treaty or treaties as
such, the 'link®' between the above two issues, delzgations' positions on the
appropr iate manner of dealing with them and to any other approaches and
questions which might be presented. At some stages of its work the A4 Hoc
Committee considerod those two issues on the basis of the so-called ‘uvnitary!
approach; at other stages it considered them in two contact qroups.

"4. Tt was recognized throughout the period that both the subjects befcre the
Ad Hoc Committee were important and needed solution, and it was aqreed that
the Conference on Disarmament continue to deal with them.

"5. The activities of the Ad Hoc Committee showed, however, that, while
further intensive efforts were made to overcome the persistent difficulties,
including a number of new proposais and initiatives submitted by various
delegations te that end, Qifferent approaches continued to exist with regard
to both the subjects under consideration, in particular on the scope of
prohibition, criteria and definitions, peaceful uses, the relationship of the
proposed agreement or agreements with other international measures in the
field of disarmament, including nuclear disarmament, as well as on the
procedures for verification and compliance and other main elements.

“6. During the 1987 session, the various approaches to the above questions
were considered in a structured and systematic manner. The result of that
work was contained in the annexes to the ad Hoc Committee report to the
Conference on Disarmament {CD/779).

"*/ B4 Hoc Working Group in 1982 and 1983,

"**/ One delegation did not take part in the work on the prohibition of
attacks against nuclear facilities.
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nIT. PRESENT STATE OF WORK

na. Orqanization of work and documentation

7. In accordance with the decision taken by the Conference on Disarmament at
jts 436th plenary meeting held on 2 February 1988, as contained in document
¢p/804, the Ad Hoc Committee on Radiolcgical Weapons was re-established, for
the duration of the 1988 session, with a view to reaching aareement on a
convention prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and use of
radiological weapons. The Conference further decided that the Ad Hoc
Committee would report to it on the proaress of jits work before the conclusion
of the first part of the 1988 session, in view of the fortheoming third
special session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

g, At its 439th plenary meetina on 11 February 1988, the Conference on
pisarmament appointed Ambassador Tessa soiesby of the United Kingdom as
Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee. Mr. Victor Slipchenko, United Nations
Depar tment for pisarmament Affairs, continued to serve as gecretary of the
Ad Hoc Committee.

ng9_, The Ad Hoc Committee held four meetings from 29 February
to 28 March 1988. 1In addition, the Chairman held a number of informal
consultations with delegations.

n10, At their request, the representatives of the following States not members
of the Conference oOn pisarmament participated in the work of the Ad Hoc
Coumittee: Austria, penmark, Finland, Greece, Treland, New Zealand, Norwav,
portugal, Spain, Switzerland, Turkev and Zimbabwe.

nji. In addition to various resolutions adopted by the General Assembly on the
subject at its previous sessions, the Ad Hoc Committee had before it
resolutions 42/38 B and F adopted by the General Assembly at its fortv-second
session entrusting specific responsibilities to the Conference on Disarmament
on this subject.

n12. In addition to the documents of previous sessions, 1/ the Ad Hoc
Committee had before it the followinag new documents for consideration:

- cp/ri/we.77, da;ed 29 Pebruary 1988, entitled 'Programme of work for
the first part of the 1988 session'

- CD/RW/wWP.78, dated 21 March 1988, entitled 'Report of Contact
Group Al

- CD/RW/WP.79, dated 21 March 1988, entitied ‘Report of Contact
Group B'.

—————————

*1/ The list of documents of the previous sessions may be found in the
1982-1987 reports of the A3 Hoc Committee, which are an integral part of the
reports of the Conference on Dicarmament (CD/335, ch/421, Cb/540, cn/642,
CcD/732 and CD/7€7).
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AR A S VAT

"B. Work during the first part of the 1988 session

"13. At its lst meeting on 29 Februarv 1988, the Ad Hoc Committee decided to
re-establish two contact groups: contact group A to consider issues relevant
to the prohibition of radiological weapcns in the "traditional® sense and
contact group B to consider issues relevant to the prohibition of attacks
against nuclear facilities, each to be chaired by a co-ordinator.

"14. Following the above decision of the Committee, Mr. Hadi Wavarabi of
Indonesia and Mr. Csaba Gydrffy of Hungary aareed to assist the Chair by
serving as co-ordinators of the contact groups A and B, respectively.

"15. At its 2nd meetina on 4 March 1988, the Ad Hoc Committee after conducting
a general exchange of views on the subjects before it, decided on certain
quidelines to be given to the two co-ordinators in the conduct of their work
during the first part of the 1988 session, in particular on the issues to be
considered in their resvective groups and on a possible order of such a
consideration. Specifically, the contact aroups were directed to concentrate
their attention during the time allocated to them to the consideration of
issues pertaining to verification and compliance as well as other main
elements. The two contact groups continued the formulation of the various
approaches in a structured and systematic manner.

"16. Following the work conducted within the contact groups, both formally and
informally, the two co-ordinators presented to the Ad Hoc Committee, at its
3rd meeting on 25 March 1988, their respective reports (CD/RW/WP.78 and 79}
which are reproduced in Annexes I and II to this report, reflecting the
current state of consideration of the issues before the Ad Hoc Committee, It
was understood that the Annexes would be used as a basis for future work of
the ARd Hoc Committee and that the Committee would also give consideration to
other proposals submitted to it. It was further understood that the contents
of the Annexes were not binding on any delegation.
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"ANNEX I
"Report of Contact Group A

%1, In accordance with the decision taken by the Ad Hoc Committee on
Radiological Weapons (CD/RW/WP.77), Contact Group A was re-establisheéd on

29 Pebruary 1988 to continue its consideration of the issues relevant to the
prohibition of radioloaical weapons.

»2. Contact Group A held three aseetings from 11 to 21 March 1988, 1In
addition, the Co-ordinator held a number of informal corsultations with
delegations.

»3, Following the quidelines approved by the Ad Hoc Committee at its
2nd meeti 3 on 4 March 1988, the Contact Group concentrated its work on the
consideration of elements relating to verification and compliance.

»4., Por the purpose of gacilitating the work of the Contact Group, the
Co-ordinator presented a discussion paper based on documents cp/779, Ch/4l4,
cp/31 and CD/32. Consideration was of a strictly preliminary nature. The
result of that consideration was recorded by the Co-ordinator in an integrated
manner and its main purpcese is to facilitate future consideration. The
Co-ordinator 'e record is not binding upon any delegation and does not pieclude
any deleqatiocn from introducing propoeale or alternatives to the text as a
whole or the elements thereof, at a later -":qe.

»5. The Co-ordinator's record on the jssues of verification and compliance,
together with the record contained in Annex I to the Report of the Ad Hoe
Committee on its work in 1987 (CD/779), are attached in combined form. It is
recoomended that the combined record be appended to the Ad Hoc Committee's
gspecial report to the third gspecial session of the United Nations

General Assembly devoted to disarmament, as a basis for future work.
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"Attachment

"POSSIBLE ELEMENTS FOR A CONVENTION ON THE
PROHIBITION OF RADIOLGGICAL WEAPONS */

"SCOPE

"l. Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes never under any circumstances
to develop, vroduce, stockpile, otherwise acquire or possess, transfer or use
radioloaical weapons. 1/

®*2. Each State Party to this Treaty also under takes never under any
circumstances to emplov deliberately, by its disseminaticr.. any radioactive
material, not defined as a radiological weapon in ... of this Treaty to cause
destruction, damage, or injury by means of the radiation produced by the decay
of such material. 2/

*3. Each State Party to this Treaty also undertakes not in any way to assist,
encourage, or induce any person, State, group of States, or international
organization to endage in any of the activities which the States Parties to
the Treaty have undertaken not to engage in under the provisions of

paragraphs 1 and 2 of this Ar‘icle.

"4. Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes, in accordance with its
constitutional procedures, to take any measures which it considers necessary
anywhere under its jurisdiction or control:

"{a) to prohibit and prevent any of the activities which for a State
Party would constitute a violation of the obligations undertaken bv the State
Parties under this Treaty;

"{b) to prohibit and prevent diversion to radiological weapons, or to
the employment prohibited by paraqraph 2 of this Article, of radicactiv:
materials that might be usea for such weapons or employment;

®"(c) to prevent loss of radioactive materials that might be used for
such weapons or employment.

%%/ These elements are not intended to prejudice the eventual positions
of delegations regarding the question of 'linkage’.

"l/ A view was expressed that the focus should be on the prohibition of
the use of radioclogical weapens in warfare and that it was necessary to
cimplify the formulation in this paragraph.

"2/ A view was expressed concerning the need to focus on the prohibition
of the use of radiological weapons in warfare.
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*5.%/ Nothing in paragraph 4 above shall be Interpreted as requiring or
permitting a State Party to take measures which could affect the programmes of
other States for the use 1/ of nuclear enerqy or technoloqy for their economic
or social development. 2/
"DEFINITIONS
sror “he purpases of this Treaty:

"The term ‘radiclogical weapon' means F®/, ®UkS, RARR/ - GRRIR /G

“pirst alternative

(i} Ary device, including any weapon or equipment, specifically desianed
ro employ radicactive material by disseminating it to cause
destructicn, damage, or injury by means of the radiation produced by
the decay of such materials;

*/  Some &:legations expressed the view that consideration should be
aiven to whecher the concerns reflected in this paragraph should be addressc”®
ynder Lh@ draft element 'Peaceful Uses’.

wak/ A view was expressed that, for the purposes of this Treaty, it miaht
be necessary to clarify what is meant by ‘radiocaciive materials’.

wrkk/ A view wis exprassed that the term '‘radiological weapons' might
inciude the so~called particlie beam weapons which give ionizing radiation in
cther ways than throwgh radiocactive decay.

waxkx/ Sojne delesations expressed the view that 'particle beam weapons®
should not be treated as radiclogical weapons, that the definition of
radicloc ‘cal weapuns as contained in CD/31 and CD/32 is based on the decay of
nuclear material, whereas directed enerqgy devices produce particle beams
without nuclear involvement, that known concepts of directed enerqy devices do
rot omploy the radiation spectrum of radiologival weapons but make use of
protong and electrons whiie radiological weapons would exploit mainly gamma-
and neutron-radiation as well as beta- and short ranging alpha-radiation, and
that therefore, the development, production, stockpiling, acquisition or
possession, transfer or use of directed energy devices is compatible with this
Tr eaty.

asaaku/ gome delegations expressed the view that nothing in this Treatv
shall be interpreted as in any way legitimizing the development, production,
stockpiling, acquisition or possession, transfer or use of directed energy
wea2pons .,

"1/ Some delegations suggested that the word ‘peacetul * be inserted
hefore the word ‘use’,

"2/ Oue delegation suqgested the addition at the end of the paragraph of
*in conformity with thei: priorities, interests and riceds’'.
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"(ii) Any radioactive material specifically confiqured 1/ for employment,
by its dissemination, to cause destruction, damaage, or injury by
means of the radiation produced by the decavy of such material,

"Second alternative

"Any device, including any weapon or equipment, specifically designed to
employ radioactive material to cause destruction, damage, or injury by
means of the radiation produced by the decay of such material.

"PEACEFUL USES

"l. First alternative

"Nothing in this Treaty should be interpreted 2/ as affecting in any way
the full exercise of the inalienable rights of all States Parties to apply and
develop their programmes for the peaceful 3/ uses of nuclear eneray for
economic and social development in conformity with their priorities, interests

and needs. 4/

"Second alternative

"Nothing in this Treaty should be interpreted as affectinag the
inalienable rights of the States Parties to this Treaty to develop and apply
their programmes for the peaceful uses of nuclear enerqy for economic and
social development, consistent with the need to prevent the proliferation of
nuclear weapons, 5/ in conformity with their priorities, interests and needs,

"2. PFirst alternative

"Each State Party undertakes to contribute 6/ to the strenathening of
international co-operation in the.peaceful uses of nuclear energyv in
conformity with 7/ the needs of developing countries. 4/

"Second alternative

"Each State Party undertakes to promote co-operation in the peaceful uses
of nuclear enerqy in conformity with 7/ the needs of developing countries.

"1/ Some deleaations preferred 'prepared' or ‘'designed' to 'confiqured'.
"2/ A suggestion was made to insert 'or imblemented' after 'interpreted'.
"3/ Some deleqations suagested the deletion of 'peaceful'.

"4/ A view was expressed that, in order to strike an inner balance
conducive to consensus, there should be an addition reflecting the last
sentence of paraqraph 68 of the Final Document of SSOD I.

"5/ Some delegations suggested ‘under international aqreements' instead
of ', consistent with the need to prevent the proliferation of nuclear
weapons'.

"6/ Some delegations suggested the insertion of 'to the fullest possible
extent' after 'contribute',

"1/ A preference was expressed for 'taking into account' instead of 'in
conformity with',
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»3, BRach State Party undertakes to contribute to the fullest poesible
extent 1/ to the development of adeaquate measures of protection for all States
against the harmful effects of radiation.

"CESSATION OF THE NUCLEAR ARMS RACE
AND NUCLEAR DISARMAMENT

%}, The State Parties to this Treaty undertake to pursue uragently
negotiations for the cessation of the nuclear arms race, the conclusion of
effective measures to prevent the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, &nd
the achievement of nuclear disarmament. 2/

»2. The implementation of these cbligations should be periodicallv reviewed
as provided for in Article ... 3/

"OTHER MAIN TLEMENTS

»1., The provisions of thi’s Treaty shall not apply to nuclear explosive
devices or to radiocactive material produced by them. 4/

»2. Kothing in this Treaty shall be interpreted as in any way legitimizing
the use of nuclear weapons oOr detracting from the cbligation of States to
refrain from the use oOr threat of use of such weapons. 4/

w3, FPirst alternative
"Nothing in this Treaty shall be interpreted as in any way limiting or
detracting from existing rules of international law applicable in armed

conflict or limiting or detracting from obligations agsumed by the
States Parties under any other international agreement.

»gecond alternative

"Nothing in this Treaty shall be interpreted as in anvy way limiting or
detracting from existing rules of international law applicable in armed
conflict or limiting or detracting from obligations assumed by the
States Parties under any other international aqreement, consistent with the
need to prevent the proliferation 5/ of nuclear weapons and the need to
achieve urgent measures of nuclear disarmament.

————————

*1l/ Some delegations sugaested the insertion of 'and in accordance with
international undertakings’ after ‘cointribute to the fullest possible extent'.

*2/ Some deleqations were of the view that such an undertakina was
outside the purview of this Treaty.

*3/ Questions were raised concerning t' & need for t.is paraaraph.
- 74 Objections were raised concerning this paragraph.

"5/ Some delegations vreferred ‘yertical, horizontal and qeoqraphic
proliferation’® to '‘proliferation’.
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"VERIFICATION AND COMPLIANCE :/ ::/
"First Element

"l. The States Parties to this Treaty undertake to consult one another and to
co-operate in solving anv problems which mavy be raised in relation to the
objectives of, or in the application of the provisions of, the Treatv.

"2. Consultation and co-operation pursuant to this article may also be

under taken through appropriate international procedures within the framework
of the United Nations and in accordance with its Charter. These international
procedures may include the services of appropriate intermational
organizations, as well as of a consultative committee and a fact-finding panel
as provided for in article ... of this Treaty.

"3. The States Parties to this Treaty shall exchange to the fullest possible’

extent, bilaterally or multilaterally, informution deemed necessary to provide
assurance of fulfilment of their obligations under the Treaty.

"Second Element

"l. For the purpose of effective fulfilment of paragraph 2 of the previous
article of this Treaty, a consultative committee and a standing fact-finding
panel shall be established. Their functions and rules of procedure are
established in Annexes I and IT, respectively, which constitute inteqral parts
of the Treaty.

"2, Any State Party to this Treatv which has reéascns t: . slieve that any
other Stat~ Party may not be in compliance with the vrovisions of the Treaty,
or which has concerns about a related situation whichk may be considered
ambiquous, and is not satisfied with the results of the consultations provided
for under the previous article of the Treaty, may request the Depositary to
initiate an inquirv to ascertain the facts. Such a request should include all
relevant information, as well as aill possible evidence supporting its validity.

"3. For the purpcses set forth in paragraph 2 of this article, the Depositary
shall convene as soon as vossible, and in any case within 10 days of the
receipt of a request from any State Party, the standing fact-finding panel
established pursuant to paragraph 1 of this article.

——n

"%/ B2s is reflected in the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on
Radiolcgical Weapons (CD/779, Annex I}, a view was expressed that the focus
should be on the prohibition of the use of radiclogical weavons in warfare.
In accordance with this view, verification should concentrate on the use of
radiological weapons. '

"#%/ Some delejations were of the view that the subject ncads further
consideration and reserved their right to express their view at a later stage.
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x4, If the possibilities for fact-finding pursuant to paragraphs 2 and 3 of
this article have been exhausted without resolution of the problem, {five or
more States Parties] [anvy State party] may request the Depositary to convene a
meating of the consultative committee of States Parties to consider the matter.

a5, Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes to co-cperate to the fullest
possible extent with the consultative committee and with the fact-finding
panel with a view to facilitatina their work.

»[6. Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes to provide agsistance, in
accordaice with the provisions of the Charter of the United Nations, to any
State Party to the Treaty which has been harmed or is likely to be harmed as 2
result of violation of the Trezty.)

»[7. The provisions of this article shall not be interpieted as affecting the
rights and duties of States Parties under the Charter of the United Nations,
including bringing to the attention of the Secur ity Council concerns about
compliance with this Treatv.]
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"Annex I to Second Element

"[Consultative Committee]

"l. The consultative committee of States Parties [, in addition to
establishing the fact-finding panel as provided for in Aanex II,] shall
undertake to resolve any problem which may be raised by the [States Parties]
{State Partyl requesting a meeting of the conmittee. For this purpose, the
assembled States Parties shall be entitled to request and receive any
information which a State Partv is in a position to communicate.

"2. The work of the consulta’:ive committee shall be oraanized in such a way
as to permit it to perform the functions set forth in paraqraph 1 of this
Annex. The committee shall [decide procedural questions relative to the
organization of its work] [take decisions], where pessible by consensus, but
otherwise by a majority of these present and voting. ([There shazll be no
voting on matters of substance.] The chairman shall have no .te.

"3. Any State Party may participate in the work of the consultative
committee. Each representative on the committee may be assisted at meetings
by advisers.

"4. The Depositary or ais representative shail serve as chairman of the
committee,

"5. The consultative committee shall be convened by its chairman|:

"(a) within 30 days after entrv into force of this Treaty for the
purpose of establishing the standing fact-finding panel;

"{b)] as soon as possible and in any case withia 30 davs aftaer a request
for a meeting pursuant to paragraph 4 of the second element.

"6. Each State Party shall have the right, through the chairman, to request
from States and from international orqanizations such information and
assistance as the State Party considers desirable for the acccmplishment of
the committee's work.

“7. A summary of any [problem-solvinqg] meeting, incerporating all views and

snformation presented during the meeting, shall be prepared. The chairman
shall distribute the summary to all States Parties.
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*Annex 11 to Second Element

" (Fact-Finding Panel]

#»1. The standing fact~finding panel shall undertake to make appropriate
findings of fact and pruvide expert views relevant to any problem referred to
it by the Depositary purrguant to paragraph 3 of the second element. [Pursuant
to paragraph 5 of the sesond element, the fact-finding panel may carry out
on-site investigations when necessary.]

®» (2. The fact-finding panel shall be composed of not meore than 15 members
representing States Parties:

%(a) Ten members shall be appointed by the [chairman] {consultative
committee] after consultation with States parties. In selecting these members
due regard shall be given to ensur ing an appropriate geographical balance.
Members shall be pamed for a two-year period, with five members being replaced
each years

®(b) In addition, those permanent members of the United Nations Security
Council who are parties to the Treaty shall also be represented on the
fact-finding panel.}

®{2. The tact-finding panel shall be composed of not more than (blank) members
representing States Barties. Members of the initial panel shall be appointed
by the [chairman, after consultation with States Parties,] {consuitative
committee) at its firat meeting, one-third being named for one year; one-third
for two years, and one-tnird for three years. Thereafter all members shall be
named for a three-yeatr period by the chairman [of the consultative committee,
following principles decided by the committee during its first meeting and]
after consultation with States Parties. In selecting the members, due regard
shall be given to ensuring an appropriate geographical balance.}

w3, Each member may be assisted by one or more advisers.

w4, The Depositary or his representative shall serve as Chairman of the panel
{, unless the panel GeciGea otherwise under the procedures established in
paragraph 5 of this annezxl.

w5, The work of the fact~r i+ 1ing panel shall be organized in such a way as to
pernit it to perform the functions set forth in paragraph 1 of this annex.

{at the first meeting of the panel, to be held not later than 60 days after
jts establishment [by the consultative committee], the Depositary shall submit
recommendations, based on consultations with States Parties and signatories,
as to the organ®=ation of the work of the panel, including any necesaary
resources.] IThe panel shall decide procedural questions relative to the
organization of its work, where possible by consensus, but otherwise by &
majority of those present and voting. There shall pe no voting on matters of
subgtance.] [The panel sh.ll take decisions, wheie possible by consensus, but
otherwise by & majority of those present and wvoting.} The chairman shall have
no vote.
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"6. Each member shall have the right, through the chairman, to request from
States and from international organizations such information and assigtance as
the member considers desirable for the accomplishment of the work of the panel,

"7. The State Party requesting the inquiry and any State Party against which
the inquiry is directed shall have the right to [participate n the work of
the panel) [be represented at meetings but may not take part in deciszions}],
vhether or not they are members of the panel,

"8. The fact-finding panel shall, without delay, transmit to fthe Depositary]
all States Parties? a report on its work, including its findings of fact and
incorporatiig all views and information presented to the panel during its
proceedings[.] [, together with such recommendations as it may deem
appropriate. If the panel is unablas to secure sufficient data for factual
findings, it shall state the reasons for that inability.] (The Depositary
shall distribute the report to all States Parties.]
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"ANNEX II

*Report of Contact Group B

®*}. In accordance with the decision taken by the Ad Hoc Committee on
Radiological Weapons (CD/RW/WP.77), Contact Group B was re-established on

29 February 1988 to continue its consideration of the issues r2levant to the
prohibition of attacks against nuclear facilities.

2., Contact Group B held three meetings from 7 to 21 March 1988. 1In
addition, the Co-ordinator held a number of informal consultations with
delagations.

*3, Following the guidelines approved by the Ad Hoc Committee at its

2nd meeting on 4 March 1988, the Contact Group concentrated its attention
during the time allocated to it to the consideration of issues vertaining to
verification and compliance as well as other main elements. On tuie basis of
proposals presented by the Co-ordinator, the views of delegations were
recorded in an integrated manner.

wg. In addition, the Contact Group reviewed the 1987 Co-ordinator's record as
contained in the Attachment to Annex II to the Report of the Ad Hoc Committee
rn its work in 1987 (CD/779). Some new proposals were made in connection with
the Attachment.

*5. The new material concerning verification and compliance as well 2" other
main elements, together with the amended record cf the 1987 work, is z'.tached
to the report to reflect the current stage of the Contact Group's
consideration.

6. The Co-ordinator's record is not binding upon any delegation and its main
purpose is to facilitate future consideration. It is recommended that it be
appended to the Ad Hoc Committee's special report to the third special session
of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament, as a basis for
future work.
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"Attachment

"POSSIBLE ELEMENTS RELEVANT TO THE PROHIBITION
OF ATTACKS AGAINST NUCLEAR FACILITIES */ Axy

"SCOPE (Purpose)
"Paragraph 1 ***/

"First alternative

"Each State Party undertakes never under any circumstances to attack
nuclear facilities covered by the provisions of this Treaty.

"Second alternative

"Each State Party undertakes never under any circumstances tc attack any
nuclear facility.

“Third alternative *hEk s kkkkk s

"Each State Party under takes never under any circumstances to release and
disseminate radioactive sSubstances by attacking nuclear facilities covered by
the provisions of this Treaty.

relating to the question of ‘linkage', or the positions of delegations on the
question of the need of having additional legal protection for nuclear
facilities. As to the latter, a view was expressed that additional discussion
on existing international agreements pertaining to the question is needed,

"t/ This record does not pPrejudice the eventual positions of delegations

"**/ fThe placement of the various alternatives in the text should not be
regarded as indication of Priority or the degree of their acceptability to the
Committee.

"k**/ Some delegations suggested that the Scope should also cover an
undertaking not to threaten to attack nuclear facilities.

UEkkk/  Some delegations stated that the third alternative .of Scope based on
the criterion of mass destruction read in conjunction with the first
alternative of paragraph 2 (Definitions), the first alternative of Criteria,
the first alternative of Paragraphs 1 to 8 (Register) as well as the first
alternative of paragraph 1 and the second alternative of paragraph 2 (Special
Marking) constitute one com-iete and consistent get cf elemenfts to be included
in a draft Treaty.

"kakit /s  QOther delegations pointed out that the criterion of 'mass
destruction', on which the third alteznative of Scope was based, was
irrelevant to the purpose of the proposed Treaty. They also stated that
besides other flaws, it would amount to legitimizing attacks on nuclear
facilities which did not fulfil the arbitrarily defined specifications
Proposed by the authors of this criterion for such facilities to qualify for
protection. A Treaty based on elements mentioned in the Previous footnote
would, therefore, be discriminatory against developing countries as their
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"Fourth alternative

"BEach State Party undertakes never under any circumstances to attack
nuclear facilities subject to the specifications of this Treaty.

“Paragraph 2

“First alternative

"Each State Party undertakes not in any way to assist, encourage or
induce any perscn, State, group of States, or international organization to
engage in any activity which the State Parties to the Treaty have undertaken
not to engage in.

*Second alternative

"Each State Party undertakes not in any way to assist, eacourage or
induce any person, State, group of States or international organization to ...

"DEFINITIONS

"Paragraph 1 */ **/

"For the purposes of this Treaty, the term ‘attack’ means any act which
causes, directly or indirectly:

"(i) any damage to, or the destruction of, a nuclear facility; or

"(ii) any interfcrence, interzuption, impediment, stoppage or breakdown in
the operation of a nuclear facility; or

"(iii) any injury to, or the death bf, any of the personnel of a nuclear
facility.

nuclear facilities, in many cases, did not come up to the proposed
‘threshold'. Furthermore, such a Treaty would weaken the protection afforded
to nuclear facilities under present international law which was nct
conditional upon their meeting any quantitative specifications. Consequently,
such a Treaty would defeat the main purpose of concluding a new international
agreement on this subject, which is to strengthen the present legal régime in
this regard and to remove existing loopholes.

"*/ Some delegations did not see the need for any definition of the word
‘attack'. In their view, the definition is clearly linked to the unlimited
scope of paragraph 1 of Scope.

"k%/ Other delegations were of the view that it would be necessary to

define the word ‘attack' wvhichever alternative on Scope was eventually
adopted.
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'Paragragh 2

*Pirs. alternative
"For the purpose of this Treaty, the term 'nuclear facilities® means;
"(i) Muclear reactors;
"(ii) Intermediate spent fuel storages;
*(iii) Reprocessing plants;
"(iv) Waste deposits; R/ Ry
which ate included in a Register maintained by the Depositary, Bary
"Second alternative
"For the purpose of this Treaty, the term ‘nuclear facilities! mesns s
"(i) Nuclear reactors;
"{ii) Enrichment piants;
®(iii) Reprocessing plants;
"(iv) Other nuclear fuel cycle facilities;
"{v) Radiocactive waste management facilities; anq
"(vi) Facilitijes for the storage of nuclear fuels or radioactive wastes,
"Third alternative
"For the purpose of this Treaty, the term 'nuclear facilities®' means;
“{i) MNuclear reactors;
"(i1) Intermediate spent fuel storages;
"(iii) Reprocessing plants;

et ———————

**/ Some delegations were of the view that this covers only intermediate
waste deposits above ground.

“t¥/ Some delegations suggested that since waste deposits generally mean
thogse buried deep underground, only interim waste deposits above ground should
be included.

"t**/ Some delegations opposed the idea of limiting the scope of t(he Treaty
to nuclear facilities included in 3 Register,
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"{iv) Waste deposits;
"(v} Temporary waste storages; and
"{vi) Installations for production of intensive sources of radiation.

"Fourth alternative

®A nuclear facility means a nuclear reactor or any other facility for the
production, handling, treatment, processing or storage of nuclear fuel or
other nuclear material.
"CRITERIA */ %%/

"First alternative

"The nuclear facilities mentioned in paragraph 2 of Definitions shall
meet the following specifications:

"{i) They shall be stationary on landj ***/ kkkk
®"(ii) MNuclear reactors shall be designed for a thermal power which could
exceed 1 [10) Megawatt, shall have reached their first criticality

and shall not have been decommissionedy ***%%/

"(iii) Intermediate spent fuel storages shall be designed for storing
radioactive material exceeding 1017 [1018] Bq;

"{iv) Reprocessing plants shall be designed for containing radicactive
material exceeding 1017 {1018} Bqs

"(v) Waste deposits shall contain radioactive material exceeding
1017 (1018} Bq.

"*/ A view was expressed that should the second alternative of
paragraph 1 of the Scope be agreed upon, the consideration of ‘criteria' was
needed only to specify exceptions,

"k%/ Reservations were expressed as to the applicability of specifying
power threshold for nuclear reactors and level of quality and quantity of
radioactive materials for other facilities as mentioned in
sub-paragraphs (iii), (iv), (v) and (vi) of first and second alternatives.

“**%/ Regarding (i) in first and second alternatives, a view was expressed
that nuclear facilities other than those stationary on land should also be
covered.

"Ak¥%/ A view was expressed that such nuclear facilities should not belong
to weapons systens.

Pkaii%/ A view was expressed that the aspect of decommissioning has to be
studied further,
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"Second alternative
aznc . astérnative

"The nuclear facilities mentioned in Paragraph 2 of Definitions shall
meet the follat ing specificationgs

"(i) They shall be stationary on land;

“{ii) They shall be used for peaceful burposes and subject to IAEA
safeguards;

"(iii) mclear reactors shall be designed for a tharmal power which could
excaed 1 [10]) Megawatt, shall have reached their first criticality
and shall not have been decommissioned;

" ({iv) Intermediate spent fuel storages shaill be designed for storing
radiocactive material exceeding 1017 (1018) gy,

"{v) Reprocessing plants shgll be designed for containing radioactive
material exceeding 1017 1018) pq,

"(vi} wWaste deposits shall contain radioaccive material exceeding
1017 [1018) pq,

"Third alternative

"The nuclear facilities mentioned in pParagraph 2 of Definitions shall
meet the following specifications:

"{i) Nuclear reactors designed for a thermal effect which could exceed
10 MW;

"(ii) Intermediate spent fuel storages designed for storing radiocactive
material which emit gamma radiation exceeding 105 watty */ *%y

"(iii) Installations for reprocessing of nuclear spent fuel;
"{iv) Installations for Production of intensive Sources of radiation
designed to contain radicactive materijal emitting gamma radiation

exceeding 105 watt; or

"(v) Waste deposits containing radioactive material which emit gamma
radiation exceeding 165 watt. X/ *ry

**/ Some delegations pointed out that the internationally adopted way of
reasuring radiation fall-out after a nuclear accident was in decay per second,

"3%/  Some delegations Suggested that 'Bg' should be used as the standard
of measurement for radiocactive intensity which was formally adopted by the
General Conference Oon Weights and Measures in 1575,
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"Fourth alternative

“"The provisions of paragraph 1 of Scope shall not apply to:
"(i) Nuclear reactors other than those which are stationary on land;
“(ii) Military nuclear facilities nf nuclear weapon States,

"Additional specification suggested to the above specifications */

. "The nuclear facilities mentioned in paragraph 2 of Definitions which are
under the safeguards of the International Atomic Energy Agency are covered by
the previsions of this Treaty.
"DEFOS ITARY
"The Depositary shall be ...
"REGISTER **/ *%%/

"Pirst alternative

"l. The Depositary shall maintain a Register of nuclear facilities covered by
the provisions of this Treaty and shall transmit certified copies thereof to
each State Party to the Treaty.

"Second alternative

"1. The Depositary shall maintain a Register of nuclear facilities subject to
the specifications of this Treaty and shall transmit certified copies thereof
to each State Party to the Treaty.

"First alternative

"2, State Parties requesting that nuclear facilities under their jurisdiction
be included in the Register shall for each such facility communicate to the
Depositary the following written information:

"(a) Details on the exact geographical locztion 6f the nuclear i.cility;

"(b) Identification of the type of nuclear facility, i.e. if it is a
reactor, intermediate spent fuel storage, reprocessing plant or waste deposit;

"(c) Detailed specifications as applicable in accordance with
Paragraph ... (Definition} and Paragraph ... (Criteria) of this Treaty.

"%/ This refers either to the first, second or third alternative of
Criteria. A view was expressed that the first, second or third alternative
should become paragraph 1 of Criteria and this additional specification should
become. paraygraph 2.

"**/ Some delegations opposed the idea of limiting the scope of the Treaty
to nuclear facilities included in a Register.

"k%*¥/ Other delegations maintained that nuclear facilities covered by the
provisions of this Treaty should be included in a Register.
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"Second alternative

"2, State Parties requesting that nuclear facilities under their jurisdiction
be included in the Register shall for each such facility cecmmunicate to the
Depositary the following written information:

"{a) Details on the exact geographical location of the nuclear facility;

"(b) Identification of the type of nuclear facility, i.e. if it is a
reactor, intermediate spent fuel storage, reprocessing plant or waste deposit.

"Third alternative

"2. State Parties requesting that nuclear facilities under their jurisdiction
be included in the Register shall for each such facility communicate to the
Depositary the following written information:

"{a) Details on the exact geographical location of the nuclear facility;

"(b) Identification of the type of nuclear facility, i.e. if it is a
nuclear reactor, enrichment plant, reprocessing plant, other nuclear fuel
cycle facility, radioactive waste management facility or facility for the
storage of nuclear fuels or radioactive wastes.

"First alternative

"3. Upon receipt of a request for an inclusion'in the Register, the
Depositary shall without delay initiate procedures to confirm that the
information contained in the request is correct:

"(a) Through, to the extent possible, documentation from the IAEA; and/or

"(b) Through other means, including mission to the facility, when
necessary.

"4, PFor the parpose of carrying out the procedures in paragraph 3 (a) above
the Depositary may, as it deems necessary, enter into agreement with the IAEA.

"S. For the Purpose of carrying out the procedures in paragraph 3 (b) abocve
the Depositary shall, with the co-operation of State Parties to the Treaty,
compile and maintain a list of qualified experts, whose services could be made
available to undertake such missions, :

"6. The Depositary shall include the facility in the Register as well as
relevant details about the facility concerned, as soon as the information
given in the request has been substantiated, and shall immediately notify
State Parties to the Treaty of any new inclusion in the Register.

"7. State Parties having nuclear facilities under their jurisdiction included
in the Register shall immediately inform the Depositary of any change that pay
.occur conicerning the information given in the raquest. '

"8. The costs for implementing these Procedures shall be borne by the
requesting State. '
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*Second alternative

"3. Upon receipt of a request for an inclusion in the Register, the
Depositary shall communicate it to all State Parties.

"4. The Depositary shall include the facility in the Register as well as
relevant details about the facility concerned, as soon as the information
given in the request has been substantiated, and shall immediately notify
State Parties to the Treaty of any new inclusion in the Register.

"5. State Parties having nuclear facilities under their jurisdictiorn included
in the Register shall immediately inform the Depesitary of any change that may
occur concerning the information given in the request.

"6. The costs for implementing these procedures shall be borne by the
requesting State.

"SPECIAL MARKING X/ kxy

“Paragragh 1

"First alternative

"Muclear facilities which are included in the Register should bear
Special Marking.

"Second alternative

“2ny nuclear facility covered under Paragraph ... (Definition) ang
Paragraph ... (Criteria) of this Treaty should bear Special Marking.

"Paragragh 2

"First alternative

"D State Pparty may request the Depositary to mark its nuclear facilities
referred to in paragraph 1 with the Special Marking.

"Second altgrnative

"A State Party may mark its nuclear facilities referred to in paragraph 1
with the Special Marking upon the consent of the Depositary.

"Third alternative

"A State Party may mark its nuclear facilities referred to in paragraph 1
with the Special Marking upon the consent of other State parties,

"%/ Some delegations opposed Ehe idea of limiting the scope of the Treaty
to nuclear facilities having Special Marking.

"%/ Other delegations maintained that nuclear facilities covered by the
Provisions of this Treaty should be included in ‘a Register and might bear
Special Marking.
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"Fourth_ alternative

"A State Party may mark its nuclear facilities referred to in paragraph 1
with the Special Marking.

"VERIFICATION AND COMPLIANCE AND OTHER MAIN ELEMENTS

"Paragraph 1

"First alternative

"A State Party may lodge a complaint with the Depositary */ in case it
believes that any othen: State Party acted in breach of obligations deriving
from the provisions of the Treaty. **/ Such complaint shall include all
relevant information wnd all possible evidence supporting the validity of the
complaint,

*Second aluvernative

"A State Party may lodge a complaint with the Depositary in case it
believes that any of its nuclear facilities subject to the specificaticns of
this Treaty was attacked by unother State Party.

"third alternative

"A State Party may ledge a complaint with the Depositary in case it
believes that an attack has been carried out on any nuclear facility on its
tecrritory by any other State Party in breach of obligations deriving from the
provisions of the Treaty. Such a complaint shall be accompanied by all
possible evidence and other relevant information supporting the validity of
the complaint.

"Paragraph 2

"First alternative

"Within ... days of the receipt of a complaint from any State Party the
Depositary may initiate an investigation of the alleged attack including
arrangements for a fact-finding mission on or at the site, if possible, to
ascertain the facts ***/ relevant to the complaint. The fact-finding panel
shall transmit to the Depositary the summary of its findings of fact., *%*#/

"%/ A view was expressed that procedures other than the one through the
Bepositary should also be considered.

%%/ It was suggested to add after 'Treaty' the wozds 'related to its
scope’.

"k**/ A view was expressed that the task of the fact-finding mission would
rather be to evaluate the damage caused to the facilitcy.

"kxkk/ A view was expressed that a fact-finding mission will have to be
carried out not on a routine basis but only if requested by the State Party
concerned.
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"Sacond alternative

"Immediately upon receipt of the complaint, the Depos%tary ;h:;lalnlt;ate
an investigation to ascertain facts Felgvantlto_the complalntg S?te 02 the
investigation shall include a fact-finding mission to or at e i he_
nuclear facility concerned and to any theF site as may be a.xpproprt th.
fact-finding mission shall submit its findings to the Depositary a e

earliest possible date. '

"Paragraph 3

"For purposes of carrying out a fact-finding mission the Dgp9sitary shall
maintain a list of qualified experts, selected on as wide a political and
geographical basis as possible, whose services may be available to undertake

such missions. i

“paragraph 4

"States Parties undertake to co-operate in carrying out the investigation
which the Depositary may initiate on a complaint received from any State
Party. The Depositary shall inform the State Parties of the results of the

investigation. '

"Paragraph 5

"First alternative

"The Depositary shall convene the Conference of States Parties to
consider the report on the results of the investigation, */

"Second alternative

"The Depositary shall submit to States Parties a report on the results of
the investigation carried out by him, including the findings of the
fact-finding mission, and shall convene a conference of States Parties to
consider the report and adopt such measures ag may be appropriate.

"Paragragh 6
"Relationship of IAEA safequards to verification and compliance

"Pirst alternative

"The continuing application of IAEA safeguards at a nuclear facility will
form an essential part of the arrangements to verify that the facility is a
peaceful nuclear facility within the meaning of the Treaty. **/ &#%,

LFTT ) s ’ . : . .
not ver;fyTts :1ew was expies§e§ that ' the application of IARmA safeguards could
. s juclear facility was a peaceful one but rather that
material remained in peaceful use., at nuclear
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nsecond &’ .ernative

"The application of IAEA safeguards to a nuclear facility shall be of no
relevance to the verification of compliance with obligations assumed by States
parties under this Treaty. ‘

sthird alternative

“The determination that a facility is and remains a peaceful nuclear
facility within the meaning of the Treaty shall be nmade by the applicaticn of
IAEA safeguards. */ *%/

"Paragraph 7

"Assistance

"States Parties undertake to provide or support assistance to wuny State
party harmed as a result of the violation of the Treaty. ***/

"Paragraph 8

"Relationship to other treaties

"provisions of this Treaty are without prejudice to the obligations of .
States Parties undertaken in other internatioral instruments relevant te the
subject of this Treaty.

94, After the second special session of the CGeneral Assembly devoted to
disarmament, the Conference continued to deal with the question of new types

of weapons of mass destruction aid new systems of such weapons, in its plenary
and informal meetings. In particular, during the second part of its

1982 session, the Conference held two informal meetings, under the agenda .
item, with the participation of experts from some Member States, with a view |
to examining proposals and suggestions pertaining to that issue,

95. At various stages of its work the Conference has received a number of
proposals from members of the Socialist Group regarding the agenda item, which
included the.establishment of an ad hoc group of qualified governmental
experts to elaborate a draft general agreement on the issue as well as
separate agreements banning particular weapons of mass destructiorns
declarations by the permanent members of the Security Council and other

"/ It was stated that the application.of IAEA safeguards was irrelevant
to the objectives of this Treaty and that if anyway addressed, the issue
belonged under the provisions for inclusion in the Register.

"k%/ The view was expressed that the application of IAEA safeguards could
not verify that a nuclear facility was a peaceful one but rather that nuclear
material remained in peaceful use. .

RIS A view was expressed that the. obllgat1on of States Parties to prov1de
asgistance was limited to the:.radiological damage caused by an attack.

-
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militarily significant Staies containing pledges not to develop any such
weapons) pledges by all States members of the Conference on Disarmament,
either in a joint declaration or in unilateral Geclarations, to start
negotiations immediately on the prohibition of any new type of wzapon of mass
destruction cnce it has been identified, accompanied by a simultaneous
moratorium on practical development of such a weapon, and the setting up
within or outside the framework of the Conference of a group of qualified
experts entrusted with the task of detecting and identifying new types of
weapong of mass destructions and a ban on development of non-nuclear~weapons
based on new physical principles whose destructive capacity is close to that
of nuclear weapons and other means of mass destruction. Some of these
proposals have been supported by members of the Group of 21,

96. It has been generally recognized that it would be a most serious
development and a great danger to international peace and security if any new
kind of weapon of mass destruction were invented or deployed. Western
delegations stated that, as no new types of such weapons had been identified
since existing types of weapons of mass destruction had been categorized

in 1948 as nuclear, lethal chemical, biological and radiological, nor was
their existence imminent, the practice followed in the past of holding
informal meetings of the Conference from time to time, with the participation
of experts as appropriate, would be the most Practical way of enabling the
Conference to deal with this questicn. These delegations also did not believe
that it would be appropriate to negotiate a comprehensive agreement on a
hypethetical subject. Such an agreement could be neither specific in scope
nor susceptible of verification and therefore could not command internaticnal

confidence.
H. Comprehensive programme of disarmament

897. The item on the agenda entitled "Comprehensive Programme of disarmament®
has been considered sinze 1982 mainly in a subsidiary body of the Conference.
The report of the A3 Boc Committee referred to in the following paragraph
contains a description of the work of that subsidiary body.

98. At its 462nd plenary meeting on 20 April 1988, the Conference adopted the
report of the Ad Hoc Committee re-established by the Conference under the
agenda item at its 436th plenary meeting. That report (CD/832), which was
prepared for its submission to the third special session of the

General Assembly devoted to disarmament, is an integral part of this special
report and reads as follows:

“I. INTRODUCTION

"l. Following the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament, the A3 Hoc Working Group on the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament was re-established to continue negotiations on the subject with a
view to submitting a revised draft of the Programme to the General Assembly at
its thirty-eighth session, taking into account the views expressed and the
Progress achieved on the subject at the second special session of the

General Assembly devoted to disarmament. The subsidiary body was again
re-established at the 1684 session, and renamed 'Ad Hoc Committee®, to renew,
as soon as the circumstances were Propiticus for that purpose, the work on the
elaboration of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament with a view to the
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submission to the General Assembly of a complete draft of such a Programme,
not later than at its forty-first session. 1In accordance with the Committee's
mandate, the results of its work, as contained in the annex to its 1987 report
(CD/783) , were submitted to the General Assembly at its forty-first session.
In that report, the Committee, noting that areas of disagreement remained with
respect to various aspecte of the Programme and, bearing in mind that the
preparatory Committee for the Third Special Session of the General Assembly
Devoted to Disarmament had recommended the inclusion in the agenda of the
third special session of an item entitled 'Consideration and adoption of the
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament', recommended to the Conference on
Disarmament that the Committee be re-established at the outset of the

1988 session with a view to resolving outstanding issues and concluding
negotiations on the Programme in time for its submission to the

third special seasion of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. The
Conference agreed to that recommendation (CD/787, para. 91) and r--established
the Ad Hoc Committee at its 436th plenary meeting, on 2 February 1988, with a
view to resolving outstanding issues and concluding negotiations on the
Programme in time for its submission to the General Assembly at its

third special session devoted to disarmament.

"II. ORGANIZATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTATION

"2. During the period covered by this report, Ambassador Alfonso Garcia Robles
{(Mexico), was Chairman of the A3 Hoc Committee. Ms. Aida Luisa Levin, Senior
Political Affairs Officer, United Nations Department of Disarmament Affairs,
served as the Committee's Secretary.

"3. During this period, the Ad Hoc Committee held a total of 100 meetings.

"4, At various stages of the work, representatives of the following States
not members of the Conference participated in the meetings of the A3 Hoc
Committees Austria, Bangladesh, Burundi, Camercon, Colombia,

Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Finland, Greece, Ireland, Malaysia, New Zealand,
Norway, Portugal, Senegal, Spain, Tunisia, Turkey and Zimbabwe.

5. 1In addition to the documents submitted by member States in the course of
the 1983, 1984, 1985, 1986 and 1987 sessions, 1/ the Ad Hoc Committee had
before it at the 1988 session a proposal submitted by the United Kingdom for
inclusion in the Section 'Other Measures' of chapter V of the draft
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament (CD/CPD AP, 90) .

“III. SUBSTANTIVE WORK DURING 1983-1988

"6, In 1983, the Ad Hoc Working Group, in accordance with its mandate, took
as the basis of its work the texts that resulted from the neqgotiations on the
Comprehensive Programme on Disarmament at the second special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament (A/S-12/32, Annex I). Contact groups

1/ The list of documents may be found in the relevant reports of the
Ad_Hoc Working Group and of the Ad Hoc Committee, which are an integral part
of the annual reports of the Committee on Disarmament and of the Conference on
Disarmament to the United Nations General Assembly (CD/335, CD/421, CD/540,
CD/642 and CD/732 and Add.l).
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were established to deal with the various chapters of the Programme. The .
results of the work were reflected in the annex to the 1983 report, with the
understanding that delegations could not take final positions until agreement
was reached on outstanding points of difficulty and until the document was
complete. As indicated in the annex, the text of Some paragraphs remained
pending and there were differences of view regarding the appropriateness of
including certain pParagraphs and the desire to add further paragraphs. 1In
addition, in the time available to it, the Working Group was not- able to
consider certain questions. . .

Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament as soon .s the circumstances were
propitious for that purpose. At the ‘1984 session, it was agreed that .the
circumstances were not conducive to making progress towards the resolution of
outstanding issues -and that, therefore, it would not be fruitful to pursue the
elaboration of the Programme at that session.

"8. In 1985, the Ad Hoc Committee resumed thz task of the elaboration of the
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, taking as the basis of jits work the
text annexed to the 1983 report of the previous Ad Hoc Working Group. At that
and subsequent sessions, the Committee concentrated its work on the resolution
of various outstanding issues. At each session, contact groups vere
established and consultations were held among interested delegations with a
view to resolving existing differences. In addition, at various stages,
consultations and informal meetings were held under the quidance of the
Chairman. In the course of the work new proposals were submitted. Additional
points of disagreement also arose with respect to existing texts.

"9. Intensive efforts were made with a view to completing the elaboration of
the Programme  and submi tting a draft thereof to the General Assembly at its
third special session devoted to disarmament. 1In some cases it was possible
to reach agreement on the text of the relevant paragraphs and in others
considerable progress was made towards harmonizing positions. However, as
reflected in the annex to this report, points of difference remained on a
number of issues.

"IV. ' CONCLUS ION

"10. In accordance with its mandate, the Ad Hoc Committee agreed to submit to
the Conference on Disarmament the results of its work on the elaboration of
the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, as contained in the annex to this
report, for submission to the General Assembiy at its third special session
devoted to disarmament. It was understood that delegations could not take
final positions until agreement was reached on outstanding points of
difficulty and until the document was complete. ° : '
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"Annex

v (Draft Comprehensive Programme of Disarmanent]

" rexts for the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament]

"I. Introduction

"], The States Members of the United Nations reaffirm that the ultimate goal
of a comprehensive programme of disarmament is general and complete .
disarmament under effective international control. Prodress towards this.goal
requires the implementation of measures to halt and reverse the arms race and
clear the path towards lasting peace.. Negotiations on the entire range of
those issues should be based on the strict observance of the purposes and
principles enshrined in the Charter of the United Nations, with full
recognition of the role of the United Nations in the field of disarmament. and.
reflecting the vital interest of all peoples of the world .n; this sphere.

"2, In paragraph 109 of the Final Document of the first special session of
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, the Committee on Disarmament -
now the Conference on Disarmament - was requested to ['] undertake the
elaboration of a comprehensive programme of disarmament encompassing all
measures thought to be advisable in order to ensure that the goal.of general
and complete disarmament under effective international control becomes a
reality in a world in which international peace and security prevail [and in
which the new international economic order is strengthened and consolidated‘j.
in the same paragraph of the Final Document it was also stated that: ‘The
comprehensive programme should contain appropriate procedures for ensuring
that the General Assembly is kept fully informed of the progress: of the
negotiations including an appraisal of the situation when appropriate and, in
particular, a continuing review of the implementation of the procgramme’.

"3, The Conference on Disarmament has elaborated and adopted by consensus
this draft comprehensive programme of disarmament for its presentation to

the ... session of the United Nations General Assembly. -  In .addition to th»
present introduction, the programme comprises five chapters, the titles of
which are the following: 'Objectives', 'Principles', 'Priorities’, 'Measures
and stages.of implementation', and 'Machinery and procedures'. */

"4, The Programme is adopted by consensus by the United Nations

General Assembly. Through the adoption of the Programme all Member States of
the United Nations express their willingness to make every effort possible
toward the realization as soon as possible of general and complete disarmament
under effective international control.

»%/ The final text of this paragraph will be determined when the -
Conference on Disarmament adopts the Programme. a
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"II. Objectives

"l. The immediate objectives of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament
should be to eliminate the danger of war, ([in particular nuclear war, the
prevention of which remains the most acute and urgent task of the present
day,) [inter alia, nuclear war,] to implement measures to halt and reverse the
armg race, [in particular the nuclear arms race,] and to clear the path
towards lasting peace. To this end the programme will also aim:

- To maintain and further the momentum genecated by the first special
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament;

- 7To initiate or engage in further negotiations, o expedite the halting of
the arms race in all its aspects, [in particular the nuclear arms races}

= To consolidate and develop the results reflected in agreements and
treaties achieved so far, relevant to the Problems of disarmament;

= To open and accelerate the process of genuine disarmament on an
internationally agreed basis.

¥2. The ultimate objective of the Comprehensive Programme is to ensure that
general and complete disarmament under effective international control becomes
a reality in a world in which international peace and security prevail [and in
which the New International Economic Order is fully achieved].

"3. Throughout the implementation of the Programme towards the progressive
reduction and firal elimination of armaments and armed forces, the following
objectives should be pursued:

=~ To strengthen international peace and security, as well as the security
of individual States, in accordance with the Charter of the
United Nations:

= To contribute to the safeqguarding of the sovereignty and independence of
all States;

= To make, through the implementation of the Programme, an effective
contribution to the establishment of conditions favourable to the
economic and social development of States, in particular developing
States;

= To increase international confidence and relaxation of international
tension;

- 7To establish international relations based on peaceful coexistence and
trust between all States, and to develop broad international co-operation
and understanding with a view to promoting conditions favourable to the
implementation of the Programme;

= 7To promote further public understanding and support for the efforts to
halt the arms race and achieve disarmament, through accurate, balancead,
factual and objective information and education in all regions of the
world.
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"1I1I, Principles

"[l. [The United Nations Charter together with the Final Document of the First
special Session of the General Assembly on Disarmament embodies the basic
philosophy for achieving general and complete disarmament.]

v2, [The objective of security, which is an inseparable element of peace, has
always been one of the most profound aspirations of humanity. VYet today the
accumulation of weapons, particularly nuclear weapons which alone are
sufficient to destroy all life on earth, constitutes much more a threat than a
protection for the future of mankind and, far from helping to strengthen
international security, on the contrary weakens it. Therefore, it is
essential to halt and reverse the nuclear arms race in all its aspects in
order to avert the danger of war involving nuclear weapons. !

"3, All States Members of the United Nations reaffirm their full commitment
to the purposes of the Charter of the United Nations and their obligation
strictly to observe its principles as well as other relevant and generally
accepted principles of international law relating to the maintenance of
international peace and security. [They stress the special importance of
refraining from the threat or use of force against the sovereignty,
territorial integrity or political independence of any State, or against
peoples under colonial or foreign domination seeking to exercise their right
to self~determination and to achieve independence, non-acquisition and
non-annexation of territories by force and non-recognition of such acquisition
or annexation, non~intervention and non-interference in the internal affairs
of other States: the inviclability of international frontiers: and the
peaceful settlement of disputes, having regard to the inherent right of States
to individual and collective zelf-defence in accordance with the Charter.]

"4, In order to create favourable conditions for success in the disarmament
process, all States should strictly abide by the provisions of the Charter of
the United Nations, refrain from actions which might adversely affect efforts
in the field of disarmament, and display a constructive approach to
negotiations and the political will to reach agreements.

"5,  [Enduring international peace and security cannot be built on the
accumulation of weaponry by military alliances or be sustained by a precarious
balance of deterrence or doctrines of strategic superiority. Genuine and
lasting peace can only be created through the effective implementation of the
security system provided for in the Charter of the United Nations and the
speedy and substantial reduction of arms and armed forces, by international
agreement and mutual example, leading ultimately to general and complete
disarmament under effective international control. At the same time, the
causes of the arms race and threats to peace must be reduced and to this end
effective action should be taken to eliminate tensions and settle disputes by
peaceful means.]

"6. [The arms race, particularly in its nuclear aspect, runs counter to
efforts to achieve further relaxation of international tension, to establish
international relations based on peaceful coexistence and trust between all
States, and to develop broad international co-operation and understanding.
The arms race impedes the realization of the pr-rposes, and is incompatible
with the principles, of the Charter of the Uni 3 Nations, especially respect
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for sovereignty. refraining fzom the threat or use of force against the
territorial integrity or political independence of any State, the peaceful
settlement of diaputes and norn-intervention and non-interference in the
internal affairs of States. On the other hand, progress on détente and
progress on disarmament mutually complement and strengthen each other. ]

"7. Disarmament, relaxation of international tension, respect for the right
to self-determination and national independence, the peaceful settlement of
disputes in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations and the
strengthening of international peace and security are directly related tc each
other. Progress in any of these spheres has a beneficial effect on all of
them; in turn, failure in one sphere has negative effects on others.

"8. Progress in disarmament should be accompanied by measures to strengthen
institutions for maintaining peace and the settlement of international
disputes by peaceful means.

"9. [The Members of the United Nations are fully aware of the conviction of
their peoples that the question of general and complete disarmament is of
utmost importance and that peace, security and economic and social development
are indivisible, and they have therefore recognized that the corresponding '
obligations and responsibilities are universal.]

"10. All the peoples of the world have a vital interest in the success of
disarmament negotiations. Consequently, all States have the duty to
contribute to efforts in the field of disarmament. All States have the right
to participate in disarmament negotiations. They have the right to
participate on an equal focting in those multilateral disarmament negotiations
which have a direct bearing on their national security.

*1l. [In a world of finite resources, there is a close relationship between
expenditure on 2rmaments and economic and social development. The
continuation of the arms race is detrimental to and incompatible with the
implementation of the new international econcmic order based on justice,
equity and co-operation. Consequently, there is a close relationship between
disarmament and development. Progress in the former would help greatly in the
realization of the latter and resources released as a result of the
implementation of disarmament measures should be devoted to the economic and
social development of all nations and contribute to the bridging of the
economic gap between developed and developing countries,)

"12. IDisarmament and arma limitation, particularly in the nuclear field, are
essential for the prevention of the danger of nuclear war and the
strengthzning of international peace and security and for the eccnomic and
social advancement of all peoples, thus facilitating the achievement of the
new international economic order.}

"13. [Nuclear weapons pose the greatest danger to mankind and to the survival
of civilization.)

*14. Mindful of the danger posed to all mankind by an arms race in outer

space that could undermine international peace and security and retard the
pursuit of general and complete disarmament, all States should refrain in

their activities relating to outer space from actions contrary to the
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observance of the relevant existing treaties or to the objective of preventing
an arms race in outer space, thus securing that it shall not become a new
arena for an arms race.]

"15. The adoption of disarmament measures should take place in such an
equitable and balanced manner as to ensure the right of each State to security
and to ensure that no individual State or group of States may obtain
advantages over others at any stage. At each stage the cbjective should be
undiminished security at the lowest possible level of armaments and military
forces.

*16. [In accordance with the Charter,] the United Nations has a central role
and [a] primary responsibility in the sphere of disarmament. In order
effectively to discharge this role and facilitate and encourage all measures
in this field, the United Nations should be kept appropriately informed of all
steps in this field, whether unilateral, bilateral, regional or nmultilateral,
without prejudice to the progress of negotiation.

*17. While disarmament is the responsibility of all States, all the
nuclear-weapon States have the primary responsibility for nuclear disarmament
and, together with other militarily significant States, for halting and
reversing the arms race.

"18. In the task of achieving the gocals of nuclear disarmament, all the
nuclear-weapon States, in particular those among them which possess the most
important nuclear arsenals, bear a special responsibility.

"19. 2n acceptable balance of mutual responsibilities and obligations for
nuclear and non-nuclear-weapon States should be strictly observed.

"20. Negotiations on partial measures of disarmament should be conducted
concurrently with negotiations oa more comprehensive measures and should be
followed by negotiations leading to a treaty on general and complete
disarmament under effective international control.

"2l. [Qualitative and quantitative disarmament measures are both important for
halting the arms race. Efforts to that end must includz negotiations on the
iimitation and cessation of the qualitative improvement of armaments,
especially weapons of mass destruction and the development of new means of
warfare so that ultimately scientific and tec’..ological achievements may be
used solely for peaceful purposes.]

"22. Disarmament and arms limitation agreements should provide for adequate
measures of verification satisfactory to all parties concerned in order to
create the necessary confidence and ensure that they are being observed by all
parties. The form and modalities of the verification to be provided for in
any specific agreement depend upon and should be determined by the purposes,
scope and@ nature of the agreement. [Every effort should be made to develop
appropriate methods and procedures which are non-discriminatory and which do

~not unduly interfere with the internal affairs of other States or jeopardize
‘their economic and social development or prejudice their security.}
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%23. Universality of disarmament agreements helps create confidence among
States. When multilateral agreements in the field of disarmament are
negotiated, every effort should be made to ensure that they are universally
acceptable. The full compliance of all parties with the provisions contained
in such agreements would coatribute to the attainment of that goal.

®24. All States, in particular nuclear-weapon States, should consider various
propogsals designed to secure the avoidance of the use of nuclear weapons, and
the prevention of nuclear war. In this context, while noting the declarations
made by nuclear-weapon States, effective arrangements, as appropriate, to
assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or the threat of use of
nuclear weapons could strengthen the security of thosc States and
international peace and security.

*25. [The establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones on the basis of
agreements or arrangements freely arrived at among the States of the zone
concerned and the full compliance with those agreements or arrangements, thus
ensuring that the zones are genuinely free from nuclear weapons, and respect
for such zones by nuclear-weapon States constitute an important disarmament
measure. }

"26. Non-proliferation of nuclear weapons [, horizontal, vertical and
spatial,] is a matter of universal concern. Measures of disarmament must be
congistent with the inalienable right of all States, without discrimination,
to develop, acquire and use nuclear technology, equipment and materials for
the peaceful use of nuclear energy and to determine their peaceful nuclear
programmes in accordance with their national priorities, needs and interests,
bearing in mind the need to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons.
International co-operation in the peaceful uses of nuclear energy should be
conducted under agreed and appropriate international safeqguards applied on a
non-discriminatory basis. */

*27. Significant progress in nuclear disarmament would be facilitated both by
parallel political or internatioral legal measures to strengthen the security
of States and by progress in the limitation and reduction of armed forces and
conventional armaments of the nuclear-weapon States and other States in the
regions concerned.

*28. Together with negotiations on nuclear disarmament measures, negotiations
should be carried out on the balanced reduction of armed forces and of
conventional armaments, based on the principle of undiminished security of the
parties with a view to promoting or enhancing stability at a lower military
level, taking into account the need of all States to Protect their security.
Thege negotiations should be conducted with particular emphasis on armed
forces and conventional weapons of nuclear-weapon States and other militarily
significant countries.

"%/ One delegation reserves its position on the inclusion of the text
following the first sentence in the chapter on principles.
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%29, Collateral measures in both the nuclear and conventional fields, together
with other measures specifically designed to build confidence, should be
undertaken in order to contribute to the creation of favourable conditions for
the adoption of additiocnal disarmament measures and to further the relaxation
of international tension,

»30, As security and stability should be assured in all regions taking into
account the specific needs and requirements of their respective situations,
bilateral arnd regional disarmament negotiations may also play an important
role and could facilitate neqotiations of multilateral agreements in the field
of disarmament.

"3l. Agreements or other measures should be resolutely pursued on a bilateral,
regional and multilateral basis with the aim of strengthening peace and
gecurity at a lower level of forces, by the limitation and reduction of armed
forces and of conventicnal weapons, taking into account the need of States to
protect their security, bearing in mind the inherent right of self-defence
embodied in the Charter of the United Nations and without prejudice to the
principle of equal rights and self-determination of peoples in accordance with
the Charter, and the need to ensure balance at each stage and undiminished
security of all States,

%32, Bilateral, regional and multilateral consultations and conferences should
be held where appropriate conditions exist with the participation of all the
countries concerned for the consideration of different aspects of conventional
disarmament.

"33, Draft multilateral disarmament conventions should be subjected to the
normal procedures applicable in the law of treaties. Those submitted to the
General Assembly for its commendation should be subject to full review by the
Assembly.

"34. [Each fully implementad arms limitation or disarmament measure helps to
build [the) confidence [needed] [and] to advance to more significant steps
toward general and complete disarmament measures.]

"35. |Respect for and the effective exercise of human rights and fundamental
freedoms [, especially the right to live in a nuclear-weapon-free,
demilitarized and non-violent world,] are essential factors for international
peace, justice and security.]

"36. [Confidence-building measures, especially when applied in a comprehensive
manner, have a potential to contribute significantly to the enhancement of
peace and security and to promote and facilitate the attainment of disarmament
measures.]

"37. |A better flow of cbjective information on mili:.ry capabilities could
help relieve international tension and contribute tc .ae building of
confidence among States on a global, regional or subregional level znd to the
conclusion of concrete disarmament agreements.]]
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"(l. [The United Nations as well as generally accepted principles of
international law provide the basic norms required for progress in the field
of disarmament. The process of achieving general and complete disarmament
under effective international control should take duly into account the basic
principles and priorities established by the Final Document of the first
special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament.]

iThe United Nations Charter as well as generally accepted principles of
international law provide norms of conduct for nations required for progress
in the field of disarmament. Only strict obgservance of these norms can create
conditions necessary for the achievement of the ultimate objective of general
and complete digarmament under effective international control, also reflected
in the Final Document of the first special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament.]

"2, All States Members of the United Nations should affirm their full
commitment to the purposes and principles of the United Nations Charter,
atrictly observe its provisions as well as other relevant and generally
accepted principles of international law relating to the maintenance of
international peace and security [including the Declaration on Principles of
International Law concerning Friendly Relations and Co-operation among States)
and refrain from actions which might adversely affect efforts in the field of
disarmament and the process of building confidence and security, displaying a
constructive approach to negotiations and the political will to reach
agreements.

"3, Disarmament, relaxation of international tension, respect for the right
to self-determination and national independence, the peaceful settlement of
disputes in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations and the
strengthening of international peace and security are directly related to each
other. Progress in any of these spheres has a beneficial effect on all of
them; in turn, failure in one sphere has negative effects on others.

*4. Recognizing that security is an inseparable element of peace, that the
arms race is inherently unstable and that enduring peace and security for the
future cannot be built on the accumulation of weaponry, all States should
adopt defence policiea and military doctrines which could contribute to
reductions in armed forces and armaments to the levels necessary for defence,
to a decrease in military confrontation and to greater confidence and
stability in relations among States. All States should seek to strengthen and
ensure international security through peaceful and mutually beneficial
co-operation and disarmament agreements, which is essential in order to halt
and reverse the arms race and prevent war, in particular nuclear war. '

"5, ©Progress in disarmament should be accompanied by measures to strengthen
ingtitutions for maintaining peace and the settlement of international
disputes by peaceful means.

*6. All States have the obligation to promote international peace and
security and to contribute to efforta in the field of disarmament. [All
States have the right to participate in the disarmament procegss.] All States
have the right to participate on the basis of equality in those multilateral
disarmament negotiations which have a direct bearing on their national
security.
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*7, Progress in the field of disarmament should contribute to the social and
econonic development of all nations, particularly developing nations.

"3. Outer space shall be the province of all mankind. 1Its exploration and
use shall be carried out for the benefit and in the interests of all States
and irn the interest of maintaining international peace and security and
promoting international co-operation and understanding. All States, in
particular the major space Powers, should contribute actively to the
prevention of an arms race in outer space.

"9. Bearing in mind the right of each State to security, the adoption of
disarmament measures should take place in such an equitable and balanced
manner as to enhance the security of each State and to ensure that no
individual State or group of States may obtain advantages over others at any
stage. At each stage the objective should be undiminished security at the -
lowest possible level of armaments and military forces.

*"10. The United Nations have a central role and primary responsibility in the
sphere of disarmament and in the promotion of internmational peace and
security. 1In order effectively to discharge this role and facilitate and
encourage all measures in this field, the United Nations should be kept
appropriately informed of all steps in this field, whether unilateral,
bilateral, regional or muitilateral, without prejudice to the progress of
negotiations,

"l11. An acceptable balance of mutual responsibilities and obligations for
nuclear and non-nuclear-weapon States should be strictly observed. While
disarmament is the responsibility of all States, the nuclear-weapon States, in
particular those among them which possess the most important nuclear arsenals,
have the primary respensibility for nuclear disarmament and, toge*her with
other militarily significant States, for halting and reversing the arms race.

®12. Qualitative as well as quantitative aspects must be taken into account in
disarmament and arms limitation agreements in order to promote international
peace and security and to ensure [that improvement in armaments does not
undermine the validity and viability ¢f agreements 2nd] that ultimately
scientific and technological developments be used for peaceful purposes,

*13. Disarmament and arms limitation agreements should provide for effective
measures of verification in order to create necessary confidence, monitor and
premete compliance. The specific measures of verification in any specific
agreement should be determined by the purposes, scope and nature of the
agreement.

"l4. Toget-=r with negotiations on nuclear disarmament measures, negotiations
should be warried out on the balanced reduction of armed forces and of
conventional armaments, based on the principle of undiminished security of the
parties with a view to promoting or enhancing stability at a lower military
level, taking into account the need of all States to protect their security.
These negotiations should be conducted with particular emphasis on armed
forces and conventional weapons of the countries with the largest military
argenals and other militarily significant countries.
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*15. A1l efforts should be exerted to achieve the prohibition of all other
weapons of mass destruction, in particular the final elaboratien of a
convention onr the prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling and
use of all chemical weapons and on their Qestruction at the earliest pessible
date.

"16. Collateral measures in both the nuclear and conventional fields, :cge:her
with other measures specifically designed to build confidence, sheuld ke
undertaken in crder to further the relaxation of international tension and
thus create favourable conditions for the adoption of additicnal disarmamenc
measures.

"l17. As security and stability should be assured in all regions t=king into
account the specific needs and requirements of their respective situatic.s,
bilateral and regional disarmament negotiations should also play an important
role in order to facilitate negotiations of multilateral agreama=nts in the
field of disarmament, which would enhance international peace and security.

"18. All States should promote a better flow of objective informaticn on
military capabilities in order to centribute to the building of confidence
among States on a global, regional or regional level and in order to
facilitate the conclusion of concrete . ;armament agreements, which would
enhance international peace and security.])

“IV. Priorities
"l1. */ 1In the implementation of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament
for the achievement of general and complete disarmament under effective
international control as the ultimate goal, the priorities which reflect the
urgenty attached to the measures for negotiations are:
- nuclear weaponsi
[- preventicn of an arms race in outer space,]

- other weapons of mass destruction, including chemical weapons;

- conventional weapons, including any which may be deemed to be excessively
injurious or to have indiscriminate effects; and

- reduction of armed forces.

"2. |[Effective measures of nuclear disarmament, the prevention of nuclear war
and the prevention of an arms race in outer space have the highest priority.
Along with negotiations on these measures, effective measures should be
negotiated to prohibit or prevent the development, production or use of other
weapons of mass destruction, as well as on the balanced reduction of armed
forces and of conventional armaments. ]

"*/ Some delegations expressed the belief that the order of the items
listed ir this paragraph does not constitute an agreed order of importance.
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"3. [Nothing should preclude States from conducting negotiations on all
priority items concurrently.] Bearing in mind these priorities, negotiations
should be pursued on all measures which would lead to general and complete
disarmament under effective international control.

v, [Measures and gstages of implementation

First stage]
"DISARMAMENT MEASURES

"A. Nuclear weapons

"1. [Nuclear weapons pose the greatest danger to mankind and to the survival
of civilization. It is essential to halt and reverse the nuclear arms race in
all its aspects in order to avert the danger of war involving nuclear

weapons. The ultimate goal in this context is the complete elimination of
nuclear weapons.

In the task of achieving the goals of nuclear disarmament, all the
nuclear-weapon States, in particular those among them which possess the most
important nuclear arsenals, bear a special responsibility.

The process of nuclear disarmament should be carried out in such a way,
and requires measures to ensure, that the security of all States is guaranteed
at progressively lower levels of nuclear armaments, taking into account the
relative qualitative and quantitative importance of the existing arsenals of
the nuclear-weapon States and other States concerned.]

"2, The achievement of nuclear disarmament will require [urgent] negotiation
of agreements at appropriate stages and with adequate measures of verification
satisfactory to the States concerned for:

"{a) Cessation of the qualitative improvement and development of
nuclear ~weapon systemsj;

"(b) Cessation of the production of all types of nuclear weapons and
their means of delivery, and of the production of fissionable material for
weapons purposesj

"(c) [A comprehensive, phased programme with agreed time-frames, whenever
feasible, for progressive] [Significant] and balanced reduction of stockpiles
of nuclear weapons and their means of delivery, leading to their ultimate and
complete elimination at the earliest possible time.

"Consideration can be given in the course of the negotiations to mutual

and agreed limitation or prohibition, without prejudice to the security of any
State, of any type of nuclear armaments.
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"3. Nuclear test ban:

The cessation of nuclear-weapon testing by all States within the
framework of an effective nuclear disarmament process would be in the interest
of mankind. */ It would make a significant contribution to the aim of ending
the qualitative improvement of nuclear weapons and the development of new
types of such weapons and of preventing the proliferation of nuclear weapons.
ITherefore, all efforts should be made to conclude, as an impor tant part of
the process of nuclear disarmamen:, a multilateral nuclear test ban treaty at
the earliest possible date.] [Therefore, it is necessary to make all efforts
for the elaboration of a multilateral treaty on a nuclear test ban at the
earliest possible date.] [Therefore, negotiations should be immediately
initiated for the urgent conclusion of a nuclear test ban treaty.] (It is
necessary to undertake all possible efforts and immediately hold negotiations
for the urgent eiaboration of a treaty on the complete and general prohibition
of nuclear weapon testsj; before the conclusion of such a treaty all
nuclear-weapon States should declare a moratorium on all nuclear explosions.]
[It is therefore necessary as an important part of the process of nuclear
disarmament to make every effort to achieve an effective and verifiable
multilateral treaty on a nuclear test ban at the earliest practical date.l

"4. |Pending the conclusion of further agreements relating to nuclear
disarmament the USSR and the United States should, on a reciprocal basis,
continue to refrain from actions which would undercut existing strategic arms
agreements concluded between them.]

*S. Negotiations between the United States of America and the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics on nuclear and space arms:

The United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
have expressed consciousness of their special responsibility for maintaining
peace and have agreed that a nuclear war cannot be won and must never be
fought. The agreement between the United States and the Soviet Union to
accelerate the work at their bilateral nuclear and space arms negotiations has
been widely welcomed. 1In this context nations of the world have endorsed the
proclaimed objective of these negotiations and have stressed the importance of
their being pursued with utmost dispatch with the objective of reaching early
agreements. In this regard the United States and the Soviet Union should also
continue to keep in view the following:

"(a) The objective to work out effective agreements aimed at preventing
an arms race in space and terminating it on Earth as well as limiting and
reducing nuclear arms.

"(b) The need to take fully into account the security interests of all
States.

"*/ Some delegations reserved their position with respect to the first
sentence of this text.
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"(c) The need to display a spirit of flexibility and to maintain equal
and undiminished security for all at constantly decreasing levels of armaments
and the principle that neither side should geek to achieve military
superiority over the other.

“(d) The requirement for effective measures for verification of
compliance with agreements.

"(e) The fact that while reductions in the nuclear arsenals of the
United States and the USSR are directly to be negotiated and effected by the
two sides involved, tle overall subject of nuclear disarm~ment is of
world-wide concern since nuclear weapons and their accumulation pose a threat
not only to their possessors and their allies but every other nation.

"(£) [The Unitad Nations General Assembly has reiterated its belief that
bilateral and multilateral efforts for nuclear disarmament should complement
and facilitate each other.j}

{The fact that bilateral negotiations do not in any way diminish the
urgent need to initiate multilateral negotiations in the Conference on
Disarmament on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. )

®{g) The need to keep the United Nations General Assembly and the
Conference on Disarmament appropriately informed of the state of negotiations,
inter alia, in view of the responsibilities entrusted to these bodies as well
as the universal desire for progress towards disarmament.

The Soviet Union and the United States, having agreed to accelerate the
pace of their bilateral negotiations, should exert every effort to achiesve
agreements on substantial reductions in their nuclear arsenals to be
implemented during the initial phase of the disarmament preocess, which should
be as brief as possible. In this context, the two sides have already agreed
on the Drinciple of 50 per cent reductions in their nuclear arms appropriately
applied, as well as the idea of an interim INF agreement. During this initial
phase other agreements helpful to the overall disarmament process should also
be concluded and put into effect.

Following is the text of the Joint United States-Soviet statement which
was issuved on 8 January 1985, regarding their negotiations on nuclear and
space arms:

'As previously agreed, a meeting was held on 7 and 8 January 1985 in
Geneva between George P, Schultz, the United States Secretary of State,
and Andrei A, Gromyko, Member of the Politburo of the Central Committee
of the CPSU, First Deputy Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the
USSR and Minister of Foreign Affairs of the USSR.

During the meeting they discussed the subject and objectives of the
forthcoming United States-Soviet negotiations on nuclear and space arms.

The sides agree that the subject of the negotiations will be a
complex of questions concerning space and nuclear arms - both strategic
and intermediate=-range - with all these questions considered and resolved
in their interrelationship.
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The objective of the negotiaticns will be to work out effective
agreements aimed at preventing an arms race in space and terminating it
on Earth, at limiting and reducing nuclear arms, and at strengthening
strategic stability. The negotiations will be conducted by & delegation
from each side divided into three groups,

The sides believe that ultimately the forthcoming negotiations, just
as efforts in general to limit and reduce arms, should lead to the
complete elimination of nuclear arms everywhere.

The date of the beginning of th. negotiations and the site of these
negotiations will be agreed through diplomatic channels within one month.'

"6. Multilateral negotiations on nuclear disarmament:

(The urgent initiation Of multilateral nuclear disarmament negotiations
is of vital interest to the nuclear and non-nuclear-weapon States. The
conclusion of multilateral disarmament agreements would he facilitated by
substantial progress in the bilateral negotiations in this area between the
States which possess the most important arsenals and have a special
responsibility in the field of nuclear disarmament. Also, multilateral
negotiations are particularly important to achieve significant and universal
progress toward the achievement of nuclear disarmament. This will require
negotiation of agreements at appropriate stages, taking due account of the
relative quantitative and qualitative importance of existing arsenals and the
necessity of maintaining the undiminished security of all States, nuclear and
non-nuclear, at each stage, and with adequate measures of verification
satisfactory to all parties concerned, for the cessation of the qualitative
improvement and development of nuclear-weapon systems, for the cessation of
the production of all types of nuclear weapons and their wneans of delivery and
for the reduction of stockpiles of nuclear weapons and their means of delivery.

In the course of such negotiations, a combination of the measures as
detailed in paragraph 2 above, or a combination of different elements of such
measures, could be considered.

The overall objective of the measures for nuclear disarmament outlined in
the preceding paragraphs for negotiation during the first stage of the
Comprehensive Programme, and of those included in subsequent stages, would be
to achieve qualitative and quantitative limitations on and significant
reductions of the nuclear-weapon arsenals existing at the beginning of the
stage.}

"7. BAvoidance of the use of nuclear weapons and prevention of nuclear war:

[There is today an international consensus that a nuclear war cannot be
won and must never be fought. There is no objective of greater importance
than the prevention of nuclear war. The surest way to remove the danger of
nuclear war and the use of nuclear weapons is nuclear disarmament and
elimination of nuclear weapons. [All Member States recognize the need to
prevent war, especially because war can escalate to nuclear war. As an
important step in improving international security and reducing the risk of
war, including nuclear war, the nuclear-weapon States with the most important
nuclear arsenals should seek deep and verifiable reduction in their nuclear
arsenals [to equal levels in a more stable configuration].] Pending the
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achievement of nuclear disarmament for which negotiations should be
relentlessly pursued all States should co-operate for the adoption of
practical and appropriate measures to prevent the outbreak of a nuclear war
and to avoid the use of nuclear weapons.

In this context account should be taken of existing undertakings by
nuclear-weapon States about no-first-use of nuclear weapons as well as about
non-use of any weapons except in response to an attack. 1In addition, it
should@ be borne in mind that the situation in the wake of any use of nuclear
weapons cannrot be limited or controlled and would lead to a global war
endangering the very survival of human civilization as it is known. It is
therefore incumbent on all States, in particular, nuclear-weapon States to
ensure that their future actions, policies and agreements {rule out the use of
nuclear weapons.] [are conducive to the elimination of nuclear weapons].]

"g, Effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons:

The nuclear-weapon States should take steps to assure the
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons. Bearing in mind the declarations made by the nuclear-weapon States,
efforts should be pursued to conclude, as appropriate, effective arrangements
‘to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of
nuclear weapons.

"g, Nuclear non-proliferation:

It is imperative, as an integral part of the effort to halt and reverse
the arms race, to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons. The goal of
nuclear non-proliferation is on the one hand to prevent the emergence of any
additional nuclear-weapon States besides the existing five nuclear-weapon
States, and on the other progressively to reduce and eventually eliminate
nuclear weapons altogether. This involves obligations and responsibilities on
the part of both nuclear-weapon States and non-nuclear-weapon States, the
former undertaking to stop the nuclear arms race and to achieve nuclear
disarmament by urgent application of the measures outlined in the relevant
paragraphs of the Final Document, and all States undertaking to prevent the
spread of nuclear weapons.

Effective measures can and should be taken at the national level and
through international agreements to minimize the danger of the proliferation
of nuclear weapons without jeopardizing energy supplies or the development of
nuclear energy for peaceful purposes. Therefore, the nuclear-weapon States
and the non-nuclear-weapon States should jointly take further steps to develop
an international consensus of ways and means, on a universal and
non-discriminatory basis, to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons.

Full implementation of all the provisions of existing instruments on
non-proliferation, such as the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons and/or the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in
Ilatin America (Treaty of Tlatelolco) and the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone
Treaty (Treaty of Rarotonga) by States parties to those instruments will be an
important contribution to this end. Adherence to such instruments has
increased in recent years and the hope has been expressed by the parties that
this trend might continue.
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Non-proliferation measures should not jeopardize the full exercise of the
inazlienable rights of all States to apply and Gevelop their programmes for the
peaceful uses of nuclear energy for economic and social development in
conformity with their priorities, interests and needs. All States should also
have access to and be free to acquire technology, equipment and materials for
peaceful uses of nuclear energy, taking into account the particular needs of
the developing countries. Internaticnal co-operation in this field should be
under agreed and appropriate international safeguards applied through the
International Atomic Energy Agency on a non-discriminatory basis in order to
prevent effectively the proliferation of nuclear weapons.

Each country's choices and decisions in the field of the peaceful uses of
nuclear energy should be respected without jeopardizing their respective fuel
cycle policies or international co-operation, agreements and contracts for the
peaceful uses of nuclear energy, provided that the agreed safegquard measures
mentioned above are applied.

In accordance with the principles and provisions of General Assembly
resolution 32/50 of 8 December 1977, international co-operation for the
promotion of the transfer and utilization of nuclear technology for economic
and social development, especially in the developing countries, should be
strengthened.

"10. Establishment of nuclear -weapon=free zones:

Bearing in mind the importance of significant nuclear arms reductions and
other measures discussed in this chapter, the establishment of
nuclear-weapon-free zones, on the basis of agreements or arrangements freely
arrived at among the States of tie region concerned, [can] constitute([s} an
important [disarmament] [nuclear non-proiiferation) measure. The process of
establishing nuclear-~weapon~-free zones [that will enhance world-wide security
and stability] in different parts of the world should be encouraged, with the
ultimate objective of achieving a world entirely free of nuclear weapons. In
the process of establishing such zones, the characteristics of each region
should be taken into account. The States participating in such zones should
undertake to comply fully with all the objectives, purposes and principles of
the agreements or arrangements establishing the zones, thus ensur ing that they
are genuinely free from nuclear weapons. With respect to such zones, the
nuclear-weapon States in turn are called upon to give undertakings, the
modalities of which are to be negotiated with the competent authority of each
zone, in particular:

"(a) to respect strictly the status of the nuclear-weapon~free zone;

"(b) to:reftain from the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons against
the States of the zones.

"The following nuclear-weapon-free zones have been established:

“(a) In Latin America, under the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapons in Latin America (Treaty of Tlatelolco). In this respect, the States
concerned should adopt all relevant measures to ensure the full application of
the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America (Treaty of
Tlatelolco), taking into account the views expressed on the adherence to it at
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the tenth special session of the General Assembly, the General Conferences of
OPANAL and other relevant forums, and including ratification of Additional
protocol I by all States concerned.

"(b) In the South Pacific, under the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone
Treaty {(Treaty of Rarotonga). In this respect and in view of the measures
undertaken by the Parties to the Treaty, the attention of the States concerned
is drawn to the Protocols attached to the Treaty, with relevant measures which
they are invited to undertake.

"Other international legal instruments which give comparable
nuclear-weapon-free status to their respective area of application are,
inter alia, the Antarctic Treaty, the Treaty on Principles Governing the
Activities of States in the Exploration and Use of OQuter Space; including the
Moon and other Celestial Bodies and the Treaty on the Prohibition of the
Emplacement of Nuclear Weapons and other Weapons of Mass Destruction on the
Seabed and the Ocean Floor and in the Sub-soil Thereof.

“In the light of existing conditions, where the establishment of
nuclear -weapon-free zones has been proposed, and without prejudice to efforts
for establishing nuclear-weapon-free zones in other regions, the following
measures, among others, should be considered:

“"(a) In Africa, the Organization of African Unity has affirmed the
denuclearization of the continent. The United Nations General Assembly in
successive resolutions has supported the African initiative for the
denuclearization of the continent and at its tenth special session the
General Assembly, by consensus, called upon the Security Council to take
appropriate effective steps to prevent the frustration of this objective.

" (b) The establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free 2zcne in the Middle East
in compliance with General Assembly resolution 35/147 would greatly enhance
international peace and security. Pending the establishment of such a zone in
the region, States of the region should solemnly declare that they will
refrain on a reciprocal basis from producing, acquiring or in any other way
possessing nuclear weapons and nuclear explosive devices and from permitting
the stationing of nuclear weapons on their territory by any third party, and
agree to place all their nuclear activities under International Atomic¢ Energy
Agency safequards. Consideration should be given to a Security Council role
in advancing the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the
Middle East.

"(c) All States in the region of South Asia have expressed their
determination to keep their countries free of nuclear weapons. No action
should be taken by them which might deviate from that objective. 1In this
context, the question of establishing a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asia
has been dealt with in several resolutions of the General Assemhly, which is
keeping the subject under consideration.

"(d) [BEfforts to create nuclear-weapon-free zones in other regions of the
world should be promoted at the initiative of States which intend to become
part of the =zone.]
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{Specific proposals have been put forward for the establishment of a zone
free of nuclear weapons in the Balkans., Regional States have expressed their
determination to undertake individual or joint steps to bring about the
withdrawal of nuclear weapons and to set up such a zone. Interested Balkan
countries have engaged in a process of bilateral and multilateral dialogue on
practical measures aimed at creating a nuclear-weapon-free zone and enhancing
security, confidence, good neighbourliness and co-operation.]

[It was proposed that negotiations be opened without delay on the
establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free corridor in Central Europe. It is
suggested that the corridor - from the territory of which all nuclear -weapon
systems should be removed - should range approximately 150 kilometres along
both sides of the borderline between the Federal Republic of Germany on one
side and the German Democratic Republic and the Czechoslovak Socialist
Republic on the other. At a subsequent stage, it would be expanded to cover
the whole area of Central Europe as defined for the purpose of the Vienna
negotiations on mutual reductions of armed forces and armaments in
Central Europe.] */

{Implementation of the plan for reducing armaments and increasing
confidence in Central Europe which, inter alia, provides for gradual
disengagement and reduction of jointly agreed cperational and battlefield
kinds of nuclear arms, so that all types of nuclear arms would be covered by
international negotiations and agreements.)

[The right of any group of States to conclude regional treaties in order
to assure the total absence of nuclear weapons from their respective
territories is internaticnally recognized. Efforts to create
nuclear-weapon-free zones in other regions of the world have been undertaken
at the initiative of States which intend tc become part of the zone. Not all
States have formally recognized these proposals.

Proposals for the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones have been
put forward for various parts of Europe, including the Balkans, Central Europe
and Northern Europe. Not all States in the respective areas have yet agreed
on the merits of establishing such zones.]

"(e) [Ensuring that the zones are genuinely free from nuclear weapons and
respect for such zones by nuclear-weapon States constitute an impor tant
disarmament measure.])

"*/ The proposal for a corridor free from battlefield nuclear weapons in
Central Europe was first suggested by the Independent Commission on
Disarmament and Security Issues (now known as the Palme Commission). One
delegation emphasized that such a corridor would not constitute a
nuclear-weapon-free-zone as defined in the present paragraph. Some
delegations emphasized that a nuclear-weapon-free corridor (also widely
referred to as a 'zone') when, as proposed, expanded to cover the whole area
of Central Europe, would in effect become a nuclear-weapon-free zone,
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"B. Other weapons of mass destruction

". All States should adhere to the Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use
in War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and of Bacteriological
Methods of Warfare, signed at Geneva on 17 June 1925,

%2, All States which have not yet done so should accelerate the process of
adhering to the Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production
and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their
Destruction.

"3. It is necessary to make all possible efforts for the early achievement at
the negotiations in the Conference on Disarmament of an international
convention on the complete and effective prchibition of the development,
production, stockpiling and use of all chemical weapons and on their
destruction.

"4. An internatiocnal treaty on the prohibition of the development,
production, stockpiling and use of radiological weapons should be concluded,
bearing in mind the negotiations under way in the Conference on Disarmament
and all propcsals made in connection therewith.

"5. Effective measures should be taken to avoid the danger and prevent the
emergence of new types of weapons of mass destruction based on new scientific
principles and achievements. Efforts should be appropriately pursued aiming
at the prohibition of such types and systems of weapons. Specific agreements
coculd be concluded on particular types of new weapons of mass destruction

which may be identified. This question should be kept under continuing review.

"C. Conventional weapons and armed forces

"l. Together with negotiations on nuclear disarmament measures, the
limitation and gradual reduction of armed forces and conventional weapons
should be resolutely pursued within the framework of progress towards general
and complete disarmament. States with the largest military arsenals have a
special responsibility in pursuing the process of conventional armaments
reductions.

"2, */ In view of the present situation where the concentration of troops and
armaments in Europe **/ has reached an especially high level, it is necessary
to strengthen strategic stability through the establishment, at a
significantly lower level, of a stable, comprehensive and verifiable balance
of conventional forces. The more stable situation should be achieved by
agreements on appropriate and mutual reductions and limitations in the whole

"*/ The mentioning of Vienna negotiations and the Stockholm Conference
under the heading 'Conventional weapons and acrmed forces' is without prejudice
to the content of talks in those fora. -

"*%*/ With the common understanding that this does not refer to neutral
and non-aligned States.
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of Europe and on effective confidence- and security-building measures, taking
into acoount the need to dispel the mutual suspicion and distrust accumulated

over many years.

Such steps should ensure undiminished security of all States with full
respect for the security interests and independence of all States, including
those outside military alliances,

The agreement on a set of confidence- and security-building measures at
the Conference on Confidence-~ and Security~Building Measures and Disarmament
in Europe, held in Stockholm, represents a new step of great political
importance. 1Its full implementation will reduce the dangers of armed conflict
and of misunderstanding or miscalculation of military activities in that
region, The agreed measures are of military significance and politically
binding and are provided with adequate forms of verification which correspond
to their content.

On the basis of equality of rights, balance and reciprocity, equal
respect for the security interests of all CSCE participating States, and of
their respective obligations concerning confidence~ and security-building
measures and disarmament in Europe, these confidence-~ and security-building
measures cover the whole of Europe as well as the adjoining sea area */ and
air space, whenever notifiable military activities affect security in Europe
as well as constitute a part of activities taking place within the whole of

Europe.

The positive results obtained at the Stockholm Conference show that,
degpite differences of opinion, concrete and verifiable agreements are
possible in the sensitive field of military security. Their implementation is
appropriate for furthering the process of confidence-building and improving
security, making an important contribution to developing co-operation in
Europe, thereby contributing to international peace and security in the world
as a whole. **/

"3. MAgreements or other measures should be resolutely pursued on a bilateral,
regional and multilateral basis with the aim of strengthening peace and
security at a lower level of forces, by the limitation and reduction of armed
forces and of conventional weapons, taking into account the need of States to
protect their security, bearing in mind the inherent right of self-defence
embodied in the Charter of the United Nations and without prejudice to the

"*/ 1In this context, the notion of adjoining sea area is understood to
refer also to ocean areas adjoining Europe.

"**/ Further formulations on confidence- and security-building measures

and disarmament in Europe should be possible on the basis of work under way in
Vienna.
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principle of equal rights and self~determination of peoples in accordance with
the Charter and the need to ensure balance at each stage and undiminished
security of all States. Such measures might include the following:

n"(a) Bilateral, reqional and multilateral consultations and conferences
should be held where appropriate conditions exist with the participation of
all the countries concerned for the consideration of different aspects of
conventional disarmament, such as the initiative envisaged in the Declaration
of Ayacuchoc subscribed to by eight lLatin American countries on 9 December 1974.

°(b) Consuitations should be carried out among major arms suppliers and
recipient countries on the limitation of all types of international transfer
of conventional weapons, based in particular on the principle of undiminished
security of the parties with a view to promoting or enhancing scability at a
jower military level, taking into account the need of all States to protect
their security as well as the inalienable right to self-determination and
independence of peoples under colonial or foreign domination and the
obligations of States to respect that right, in accordance with the Charter of
the United Nations and the Declaration on Principles of International Law
cxcerning Friendiy Relations and Co-operation among States.

g4, Prohibition or restrictions of use of certain conventionzl weapons,
including those which may cause unnecessary suffering o¢ which may have
indiscriminate effects:

"(a) Adherence by all States to the agreement adopted by the
United Nations Conference on Prohibition or Restrictions of Use of Certain
Conventional Weapons Which May be Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious or to
Have Indiscriminate Effects.

"(h) Broadening of the prohibition or restrictions of use of certain
conventional weapons which may be deemed to be excessively injurious or to
have indiscriminate effects, either through amendments to the existing
Protocols or through the conclusion of additional Protocols, in accordance
with Article 8 of the Cenvention on Prchibition or Restrictions of Usc of
Certain Conventional We¢apons Which May be De:cmed to Be Excessively Iniurious
or to Bave Indiscriminate Effects.

“{c) The result of the above-mentionéd Conference should be considered by
all States, especially producer States, in regard to the question of the
transfer of such weapons to other States,

"D. Militacy budgets */

"}. Gradual reduction of military budg:ts on a mutually agreed basis, for
example, in absolute figures or in terms of percentage points, particularly by
nuclear-weapon States and other militarily significant States, wouwld be a
measure that would contribute to the curbing of the arms race and w.nuld
increase the possibilities of reallocation of resources now being used for
military purposes to economic and social development,. par“icularly for the
ber.efit of the developing countries.

"%/ One delegation reserves its position on the inclusion of the current
text in the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament.
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"2. The basis for inplementing this measure will have to be agreed by all
participating States and will require ways and means of its implementation
acceptable to all of them, taking account of the problems involved in
assessing the relative significance of reductions as among different States
and with due regard to the proposals of States on all the aspects of reduction
of military budgets.

"3. The General Assembly should continue to consider what concrete steps
should be taken to facilitate the reduction of military budgets, bearing in
mind the relevant proposals and documents of the Urited Kations on this
question.

"E. Related measures

"l. Further steps to prohibit military or any other hostile use of
environmental modification techniques:

Review of the need for a further prohibition of military or any otrer
hostile use of environmental modification technigques with a view to the
adoption of further measures to eliminate tha danger tc mankind from such use.

"2. Further steps to prevent an arms race on the sea-bed and the ocean floor
and the subsoil thereof:

Consideration of further measures in the field of disarmament for the
prevention of an arms race on the sea-bed and the ocean floor and in the
subsoii thereof in order to promote the peaceful use of, and to avoid an arms
race in, that environment, taking into account, as appropriate, the
United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea and the proposals made during
the First and Second Review Conferences of the Parties to the Treaty on th-
Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclear Weapons and Other Weapons of Ma:s
Degtruction on the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor and ia the Subsoil Thereof, as
well as any relevant technological developments.

"3. */ 1In order to prevent an arms race in outer space, further measurea
should be taken and appropriate international negotiations held in accor  .nce
with the spirit of the Treaty on Principles Governing the Activities of States
in the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including the %ncnh and Other
Celestial Bodies.

All States, in particular those with major space capabilities, should
contribute actively to the objective of the peaceful usz2 of outer space and
take immediate measures to prevent an arms race in outer space in the interest
of maintaining international peace and security and promoting international
co-operation and understanding. **/

"*/ The plicement of this paragraph in the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament will be determined .ater.

"*%/ Some delegations reserved their position on the first two paragraphs

until the language of this entire section. is completed and its placement
resolved.
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To thL:: d all effective efforts should be made both bilaterzlly and
multilateraily.

In this regard bilateral negotiations have been undertaken and should be
continued to work out effective agresments on the prevention of an arms race
in outer space. The two parties are requested to continue to keep the
conference on Disarmument and the United Nations General Assembly informed of
the progress made in their bilateral sessions in order to facilitate
meltilateral work on this subject.

Efforts should be made by the Conference ca Disarmament in the exercise
of its responsibilities as the multilateral disarmament negotiating forum
in accordance with paragraph 120 of the Final Iocument of the
tenth special session of the General Assembly and which has a primary role in
the negotiation of a multilateral agreement or agreements, as appropriate, on
the prevention of an arms race in outer space. */

"{4. The establishment of zones of peace: **/

The establishment of zones of peace in various regions of the world under
appropriate conditions; to be clearly defined and determined freely by the
States concerned in the zone, takirg into account the characteristics of the
zone and the principles of the Charter of the United Wations, and in
conformity with international law, can contribute to strengthening the
security of States within such 2ones and to international peace and security
as a whole.

"(a) Soulh-Bast Asia:

In the interest of the promotion of peace, stability and co-operation in
South-~East Asia, steps should be taken by all States of the regicn, primarily
those States most directly interested, through consultations and dialogue
among themselves, towards the early establishment of a zone of peace, freedem
and neutrality in South-East Asia, which would@ be consistent with the
Political Declaration of the Seventh Summit Conference of the Non-Aligned
Countries in New Delhi, held in March 1983, ***/

"*/ Many delegaticns consider that the first paragraph, which reproduces
paragraph 80 of the Final Document of the first special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, should be supplemented to reflect
that present urgency and importance of the subject. They further consider
that it should occupy a more prominent place in the Programme and, to that
end, propose that it be included as subseci.icn B in the section 'Disarmament
measures’, under the heading: 'Prevention of an arms race in outer space'.
Other delegations are considering the placement of this paragraph pending the
balance of the overall document.

"**/ Measures related to the Asian and Pacific Ocean region were also
proposed.

"***/ QOpne delegation reserves its position on this text.
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"(b) Indian Ocean:

Achievement of the objectives of the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a
Zone of Peace would be a substantial contribution to the strengthening of
international peace and security.

There is agreement within the United Mations for practical steps to be
taken to establish a Zone of Peace in the Indian Ocean region.

Practical steps should be taken within the United Nations
Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian Ocean to prepare for an early Conference, as a
necessary step towards establishing a zone of peace.

Taking into account the political and security climate in the region, the
Ad Hoc Committee should complete its preparatory work relating to the
Conference on the Indian Ocean to enable the Conference to be opened at a date
not later than 1988 to be decided by the Committee in consultation with the
host country. Such Preparatory work would comprise organizational matters and
substantive issues, including the provisional agenda fo.. the Conference, rules
of procedure, participation, stages of conference, level of representation,
documentation, consideration of appropriate arrangements for any international
agreements that may ultimately be reached for the maintenance of the
Indian Ocean as a zone of peace and the preparation of the draft final
docur.nt o2f the Conference.

The A3 Hoc Committee should, at the same time, seek the necessary
harmonization of views on remai. ing relevant issues.

The creation of a zone of peace requires the active participation of and
full co-operation among the littoral and hinterland States, the permanent
members of the Security Council and the major maritime users to ensure
conditions of peace and security based on the purposes and principles of the
Charter, as well as the general Principles >f international law.

The creation of a zone of peace also requires respect for the
independence, stvereignty and territori.i integrity of the littoral and
hinterland States.

?(c) Mediterranean:

Bearing in mind that security in the Mediterranean region is closely
linked with European security and with international peace and security,
positive steps should ke taken by all States concerned to ensure peace,
security and co-operation in the Mediterranean region.

To this end further efforts are necessary for the reduction of tensions
and of armaments; for strengthening of confidence; for the creation of
conditions of security and fruitful co-operation in all fields for all
countries and peoples of the Mediterranean, on the basis of the principles of
sovereignty, independence, territorial integrity, security, non~intervention
and non-interference, non-violation of international borders, ncn-use of force
or threat of use of force, the inadmissibility of the acquisition of territory
by force, peaceful settlement of disputes and respect for permanent
sovereignty over natural resources; for the promotion of just and viable
solutions of existing problems and crisis in the area on the basis of the
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provisions of the Charter and of relevant resolutions of the United Nations,
the withdrawal cf foreign forces of occupation and the right of peoples under
colonial or foreign domination to self-determination and independence.

The States of the Mediterranean region and other concerned States should
co-operate to define and implement, as appropriate, such steps and measures
which should be conducive for creating conditions of peace, security and
co-operation in the Mediterranean region in accordance with the purposes and
principles of the Charter of the United Nations and with the provisions of the
Declaration on Principles of Interpational Law Concerning Friendly Relations
and Co-operation among States in accordance with the Charter of the
tnited Nations.

In this connection note is taken of the commitments assumed by the
participants of the meeting of the Mediterranean members of the Movement of
the Bon-Aligned Countries held at Valletta, Malta in 1984, and at Brioni,
Yugoslavia, in 1987, with the objective of contributing to peace and security
in the region. */

"{(d) South Atlantic:

The declaration of the Zone of Peace and Co-operation of the
South Atlantic constitutes a concrete step towards the goals set forth by the
international community to be achieved through the establishment of zones of
peace in various regions of the world for the benefit of ali mankind, thereby
contributing significantly to the strengthening of international peace and
security and to the promotion of the principles and purposes of the
United Nations. 1In this context, it is recognized that the States of the
region have a special interest and responsibility to promote regional
co-operation for economic development and peace.

States of other regions, in particular militarily significant States,
should scrupulcusly respect the South Atlantic region as a zone of peace and
co-operation, especially through the r~duction and eventual elimination of
their military presence there, the no. .ntroduction of nuclear weapons or
other weapons of mass destruction and the non-sxtension into the region of
rivalries and conflicts foreign to it.

All States of the region and of all other regions should co-~operate in
the elimination of all sources of tension in the zone, respect the national
unity, sovereignty, political independence an’ territorial integrity of every
State therein, refrain from the th.eat or use of force, and strictly observe
the principle that the acquisition of territory by force is inadmissible.

The elimination of apartheid and the attainment of self-determination and
independence by the people of Namibia, as well as the cessation of all acts of
aggression and subversion against States in the zone are essential for peace
and security in the region. To that end, implementation of all United Nations
resolutions pertaining to colonialism, racism and apartheid is urgently
required. ]}

"%/ There was a proposal for the convening of a conferen~e on the
Mediterranean region.
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"OTHER MEASURES

"l. Confidence-building measures

"In order to facilitate the process of disarmament, it is necessary to
take measures and pursue policies to strengthen international peace and
security and to build confidence among States. Commitment to
confidence-building measures couid significantly contribute to preparing for
further progress in disarmament. For this purpose, measures such as the
following, and other measures yet to be agreed upon, should be undertaken:

"{a) The prevention of attacks which take place by accident,
miscalculation or communications failure by taking steps to improwve
communications between Governments, particularly in areas of tengions, by the
establishment of 'hot lines' and other methods of reducing the risk of
conflict;

" (b) States should assess the possible implications of their military
research and development for existing agreements as well as for further
efforts in the field of disarmament.

"{c) States should consider implementing measures based on the pPrinciples
of openness and transparency, such as the provision of objective information
on military matters.

"2. Prevention of the use of force in international relations

"(a) Strict adherence and full commitment by all States Members of the
United Nations to the purposes of the Charter of the United Mations and their
obligation strictly to observe its principles as well as other relevant and
generally accepted principles of international law relating to the maintenance
of international peace and security, in particular the principles of
refraining from the threat or use of force against the sovereignty,
territorial integrity or political independence of any States or against
peoples under colonial or foreign domination seeking to exercise their right
to self-determination and to achieve independence, non-acquisition and
non-annexation of territories by force and non-recognition of such acquisition
or annexation, non-intervention and non-interference in the internal affairs
of other States; the inviolability of international frontiers; and the
peaceful settlement of disputes, having regard to the inherent right of States
to individual and collective self-defence in accordance with the Charter.

"(b) Strengthening the role of the United Nations in the maintenance of
international peace and security and full implementation of the decisions of
the Security Council by all States Members of the United Nations in accordance
with their obligations under Article 25 of the United Nations Charter.

"3. World public opinion in favour of disarmament

"Knc.sledge of facts and opinions about the armaments race and the efforts
to halt and reverse it is an essential condition for world public opinion to
mobilize in favour of disarmament. In order to inform werld public opinion on
such issues, the specific measures set forth below, designed to increase the
dissemination of information on these matters should be adopted in all regions
in a balanced, factuai and objective manner:
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"{a) Throughout the implementation of the programme, therefore,
governmental and non-governmental information organs of Member States and
those of the United Nations and its specialized agencies as well as
non-governmental organizations should be encouraged, as appropriate, to
undertake further programmes of information relating to the danger of the
armaments race as well as to disarmament efforts and negotiations and their
results, particularly by means of annual activities conducted in connection
with Disarmament Week.

*(b) With a view to contributing to a greater understanding and awareness
of the problems created by the armaments race and the need for disarmament,
Governments and governmental and non-governmental international organizations
are urged to take steps to develep programmes for disarmament and peace
studies at all levels.

"(c) The World Disarmament Campaign, which was solemnly launched by the
General Assembly at the opening meeting of its second special session devoted
to disarmament, should provide an opportunity for discussion and debate in all
countries on all points of view relating to disarmament issues, objectives and
conditions. The Campaign has three primary purposes: to inform, to educate
and to generate public underst-nding for the objectives of the United Nations
in the field of arms limitation and disarmament.

"(d} As part of the process of facilitating the consideration of issues
in the field of disarmament, studies on specific questions should be
undertaken on the decision of the General Assembly, when necessary for
preparing the ground for negotiations or reaching agreement. Also, studies
pursued under the auspices of the United INitions, in particular by the
United Nations Institute for Disarmament Research could bring a useful
contribution to the knowledge and exploration of disarmament problems,
especially in the long term.

"(e) Member States should be encouraged to make all efforts to ensure 2
better flow of information with regard to the various aspects of disarmament
issues, to avoid dissemination of false and tendentious information concerning
armaments, and to concentrate on the widest possible dissemination and
unimpeded access for all sectors of the public to a broad range of information
and opinion on the danger of the escalation of the armaments race and on the
need for general and complete disarmament under effective international
control.

"4, Verification

*Disarmament and arms limitation agreements should provide for adequate
measures of verification satisfactory to all parties concerned in order to
create the necessary confidence and ensure that they are being observed by all
parties. The form and modalities of the verification to be provided for in
any specific agreement depend upon and should be determined by the purposes,
scope and nature of the agreement. Agreements should provide for the
participation of parties directly or through the United Nations system in the
verification process. Where appropriate, a combination of several methods of
verification as well as other compliance procedures should be employed.
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"In order to facilitate the conciusion and effective implementation of
disarmament agreements and to create confidence, States should accept
appropriate provisions for verification in such agreements.

"In the context of international disarmament negotiations, the problem cof
verification should be further examined and adequate methods and procedures in
this field b2 considered. Every effort should be made to develop appropriate
methods and procedures which are non-discriminatory and which do not unduly
interfere with the internal affairs of other States or jeopardize their
econamic and social development.

"Adequate and effective verification requires employment of differeni:
techniques, such as national technical means, international technical means
and international procedures, including on-site inspections. Verification
arrangements should be addressed at the outset and at every stage of
negotiations on specific agreements. All States have equal rights to
participate in the process of international verification of agreements to
which they are parties.

"All States parties to arms limitation and disarmament agreements should
strictly implement and fully comply with the entirety of the provisions of
such agreements if individual nations and the international community are to
derive enhanced security from them. &Any violation of such agreements not only
adversely affects the security of States parties, but can also create security
risks for other States relying on the constraints and commitments stipulated
in those agreements. Weakening of confidence in such agreements diminishes
their contribution to global and regional stability and to further disarmament
and arms limitation efforts and undermines the credibility and effectiveness
of the international legal system. States parties should support efforts
aimed at the resolution of non-compliance questions, with a view to
encouraging strict observance by all parties of the provisions of such
agreements and maintaining or restoring the integrity of such agreements.

® {DISARMAMENT AND DEVELOPMENT

"l. In view of the relationship between expenditure on armaments and economic
and social development, the implementation of the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament should make an effective contribution to economic and social
development of all States, in particular of the developing countries. 1In this
context, it is of particular significance that substantial progress in
disarmament should be made in accordance with the responsibility that each
State bears in the field of disarmament, so that real resources now being used
for military purposes can be released to economic and social development in
the world, particularly for the benefit of the developing countries.

“2. Disarmament would contribute over the long term to the effective economic
and social development of all States, in particular developing .countries, by
contributing towards reducing the economic disparities between developed and
developing countries and establishing {the] {a] new international order on the
basis of justice, equity and co-operation and towards solving other global
problens,

"3. The Secretary-General shall periodically submit reports to the

General Assembly on the economic and social consequences of the armaments race
and its extremely harmful effects on world peace and security.)
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" IDISARMMMENT AND INTERNATIONAL SECURITY

*l. Progress in disarmament should be accompanied by measures to strengthen
institutions for maintaining peace and the settlement of international
disputes by peaceful means. During and after the implementation of the
programme of general and complete disarmament, therze should be taken, in
accordance with the principles of the Charter of the United Nations, the
necessary measures to maintain international peace and security, including the
obligation of States to place at the disposal of the United Nations agreed
ranpower necessary for an international peace force to be equipped with agreed
types of armaments. Arrangements for the use of this force should ensure that
the United Mations can effectively deter or suppress any threat or use of arms
in violation of the purposes and principles of the United Nations.}

"Intermediate Stage */

"f{1. The intermediate stage should start no later than 1990 and last five to
seven years.

"2, The USSR and the United States should go on with the reduction agreed
upon during the first stage and also carry out further measures designed to
eliminate their medium-range nuclear weapons and freeze their tactical nuclear
systems.

"3. Other nuclear-weapon States should pledge to freeze all their nuclear
weapons and also not to station them in the territcries of other countries.

"4, ALl nuclear-weapon States should eliminate their tactical nuclear arms,
i.e. weapons having a range (or radius of action) of up to 1,000 km. 'This
measure should be taken after the completion by the USSR and the United States
of the 50 per cent reduction of their nuclear weapons that can reach each
other's territory.

¥5. The Soviet-American accord on the prohibition of space-strike weapons
should become multilateral with the mandatory participation in it of major
industrial States.

"6. All nuclear-weapon States should cease nuclear-weapon tests.
"7. There should be a ban on the development of non-nuclear weapons based on

new physical principles, whose destructive capacity is close to that of
nuclear arms or other weapons of mass destruction.] **/

"*/ The heading is without prejudice to the position of delegations with
respect to questions relating to stages of implementation.

"k*/ Some delegations reserved their position on these paragraphs which
represent the position of one group of States.
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"last stage */

"[1. The last stage should begin no later than 1995. During this stage the
elimination of all remaining nuclear weapons should be completed. By the end
of 1999 there should be no more nuclear weapons on earth.

*2. A universal accord should be worked out to ensure that nuclear weapons
never again come into being.

"3. The last stage should be completed by the end of 1999,] hoka¥4

"VYi. Machinerv and Procedures

"l. The United Nations [, in accordance with the Charter,) should continue to
have a central role and primary respc.sibility in the sphere of disarmament,

®2. Negotiations on multilateral measures of disarmament envisaged in the
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament should, as a rule, be conducted in the
Conference on Disarmament, the single multilateral negotiating body in the
field of disarmament.

"3. Bilateral and regional disarmament negotiations may also play an
important role and could facilitate negotiations of multilateral agreements in
the field of disarmament.

"4. The United Nations should be kept duly informed through the

General Assembly, or any other appropriate United Nations channel reaching all
Members of the Organization, of all disarmament efforts outside its aegis
without prejudice to the progress of negotiations.

"5. The Programme has three stages: The first stage, the intermediate stage
and the last stage. The objective of the last stage is to achieve the goal of
general and complete disarmament under effective international control. The
general wish being to complete the disarmament process, all efforts should bhe
made to implement each stage, as well as the Programme as a whole at the
earliest possible date in such a way as to contribute to the security of
States and enhance international security.

In the first stage of the Programme, all States should make maximum
efforts towards implementation of the priority measures and as many other
measures included therein as possible..

Those measures that have not been implemented by the end of the first
stage will be included in the intermediate stage. The scope of disarmament
measures during the intermediate stage will depend on the progress made in the

**/ The heading is without prejudice to the position of delegations with
respect to questions relating to stages of implementation.

"*%*/ Some delegations reserved their position on these paragraphs which
represent the position of one group of States.
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implementation of the first stage. In addition, the intermediate stage
comprises the measures necessary to prepare for the last stage. The time of

the implementation of the intermediate stage would depend on the measures
included therein.

The last stage comprises the total elimination of nuclear weapons and the
implementation of other measures necessary to assure that, by the end of the
stage, general and complete disarmament under effective international control
will have been achieved.

"6. All efforts should be made by States, particularly through the conduct of
negotiations in good faith, on specific arms limitation and disarmament
measures, to achieve the goal of ‘eneral and complete disarmament, as defined
in the Comprehensive Programme. In order to assure continued progress towards
the full realization of this ultimate goal, there shall be reviews - including
at special sessions of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament - of the
implementation of the measures included in the various stages of the
Comprehensive Programme. The first such review will take place on a date to
be decided by the United Nations General Assembly and will:

"(a) review the implementation of measures .included in the First stage of
the Comprehensive Programmes;

"(b) consider the readjustments that need to be made in the Programme in
the light of the review and the steps that need to be taken to stimulate
progress in its implementation;

"{c) elaborate, if necessary, in more concrete terms further measures,
taking into account the progress made so far and other relevant developments
and

"(d) recommend the date of the next review,

“7. In addition to the periodic reviews to be carried out at special
gessions, there should be an annual review of the implementation of the
Programme. Therefore, an item entitled 'Review of the implementation of the
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament' should be annually included on the
agenda of the reqular sessions of the General Assembly. To facilitate the
work of the Assembly in this regard, the Secretary-General should annually
submit a report to the General Assembly on progress in the implementation cf
the Programme.

"8. During its annual review, or at its periodic special sessions to review
the implementation of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, the

General Assembly may, as appropriate, consider and recommend further measures
and procedures to enhance the implementation of the Programme.




"9, In the implementation of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, the
Disarmament Commission shall continue functioning as a deliberative body, a
subgsidiary organ of the General Assembly, and shall consider and make
recommeridations on various problems in the field of disarmament.

"10. Proposals listed in paragraph 125 of the Final Document of the first
special session and annex II of the Concluding Document of the second special
session devoted to disarmament should be considered, and decisions taken, at
an appropriate time.

*11l. At the earliest appropriate time, a world disarmament conferenc: should
be convened with universal participation and with adequate preparation.”

I. ¢ nsideration of other areas dealing with the cessation of the
arms race and disarmament and other relevant measures

89, 1In addition to the consideration ¢f the items on the agenda, members of
the Conference discussed other questions dealing with the cessation of the
arms race and disarmament and other relevant measures.

100. The subject of verification was mainly examined in the context of
disarmament measures relating to the agenda items under consideration and its
central role was generally recognized. In th~ course of the work of the
Conference, members have welcomed a growing . :ivergence of views which has
emerged on that question. Some members drew attention to the Stockholm
Declaration, by which its signatories stated their intention to propose at the
third special session of the General 2Assembly devoted to disarmament, the
establishment of an integrated multilateral verification system within the
United Nations (CD/807). The Conference alsc had before it documentation on
verification submitted by one member containing detailed information on
various aspects of that subject (CD/275, CD/670, CD/707 and CD/774).

10l. At various stages of its work, the Conference also considered the
question of further measures in the field of disarmament for the preventicn of
an arms race on the seabed, the ccean floor and the subsoil thereof.

Different views were expressed by members on this subject.

Je Consideration and adoption of the special report of the Conference
to the third special session of the General Assembly of the
United Nations devoted to disarmament

102. This item on the agenda was considered by the Conference, in accordance
with its programme of work, from 11 to 29 April 1988.

103. This special report, as adopted by the Conference on 29 April 1988, is
transmitted by the President on behalf of the Conference on Disarmament.

David Meiszter

- President
Conference on Disarmament
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