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Explanatory notes
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Operational Heads of Nation41 Narcotics Law
Bnforcement Agencies

united Nations Office at Vienna

United Nations Fund for Drug Abuse CODtrol

International Organization of CODsumers Unions

Single Convention on Narcotic Drugs. 1961. slgned in
New York on 30 March 1961
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Convention on Psychotropic Substances, Gisned in
Vienna on 21 FebruarJ 1971

Single Convention on Narcotic Druss. 1961. a....nded
by the 1972 Protocol ~ndlnl the Single Convention
on Harcotlc Drugs, 1961

General Agree_ent on Tariffs and Trade

United Nations Bducational. Scientific and
Cultural Organization

International Narcotics Control Boa~d

Committee on Programme and Co-ordination
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Previous reports of the Commission on Narcotic Drugs to the Economic and
Social Council are referred to as "Report, ••. session". These reports have
all been published &s Supplements to the Official Records of the Economic and
Social Council, and may be identified &s follows:

TMenty-fou~th session Official Records of the Economic and Social Counci~

Pifty-second Session. Supplement Ho~
(1.5082 - £/CI.7/544)
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(1/5248 - B/CN.7/555)
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Sixth special session Ibid., 1980. Supple.ent No. 4
(8/1980/14 - B/CN.7/654)
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(1/1919/35 - R/CN.7/638)

Fourth special session Ibid., Sixtieth Session, Supplement No.4
(E/571l - E/CN~7/587)
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1,1Ibid., 1983 L Supplement No. 5
(1/1983/15 - E/CN.7/1983/18)

Ibid., 1981. Supplement No. 4
(1/1981/24 - B/CN.7/668)
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Twenty-nln~h session
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Council, 1~78. Supplement No. 5
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Taking into ~co~nt. parag~aph SS of the Report of the International
Narcotics Control Board for 1983,

1. Urges t.he Governments of those countries that have not already done
so to take urgent and effective steps to implement the above-mentioned
resolutions;

2. Requests the International Narcotics Cont.rol Board t.o devise and
t.ake, in accordance wit.h the Single Convent.ion on Narcotic Drugs, 1961,
appropriate measures wit.h a view to promot.ing and monit.oring the urgent
implementation of t.he above-mentioned resolutions;

CHAPTER I

HATTERS REQUIRING ACTION BY THE ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COUNCIL

3. Furt.her requests the International Narcotics Control Board to assist
in the further development, in consultation with the producing and consuming
countries and the concerned Unit.ed Nations bodies, of effective ways of

- 1 -

The Economic-!n~ So~ial Council,

Demand and supply of opiat.es for medica~ and scientific_need~ 1/

A. Draft recolutions

I

Bearing in mind the urgent need to liquidate the accumulated stocks held
by the traditional supplier countries with a "view t.o achieving a lasting
world-wide balance between demand and supply of opiates for medical and
scientific purposes,

Further not.ing with concern that. the traditional supplier countries
continue to hold large accumulated stocks of opiate raw materials which
constitute heavy financial and other burdens for them,

~aving considered t.he report of the International Narcotics Control Board
for 1983 (E/INCB/1983/1) on the demand and supply of opiates for medical and
scient.ific needs,

Noting with concern the apprehension of the International Narcotics
Control Board t.hat a return to over-production is likely and that the
possibility of an increase in the already excessive stocks cannot be excluded,

Recalling it.s resolutions 1979/8 of 9 May 1979, 1980/20 of 30 April 1980,
1981/8 of 6 May 1981, 1982/12 of 30 April 1982 and 1983/3 of 24 May 1983, as
well as Commission on Narcot.ic Drugs resolution 1(XXIX) of 11 February 1981
ent.it.1ed "St.rat.egy and policies for drug control",

1. At. its eight.h special session, t.he Commisslon on Narcotic Drugs
~ecommended t.o t.he Economic and Social Council t.he adoption of the following
draft resolutions:
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The cannabis problem 2/

4. Requests the Sscreta~y-General to transmit the present resolution to
all Governments for thei~ consideration and implementation .

11

~he Economic and Social Council,

assuring a balance in supply and demand and of reducing excessive stocks of
( licit opiate raw mate~ials included as activity A-1 to be undertaken by the
ill Secretary-General under the prog~amme of action for the biennium 1984-1985 of

the United Nations Basic Five-Year Programme of the International Drug Control
j strategy as approved by the General Assembly;

I. I

I
!

J
'1

J
\

!
i

Recalling its resolution 1933 (LVIII) of 6 May 1975 recommended by the
Commission on Narcotic Drugs in its resolution 3 (XXVI),

Reeosnizing that knowledge concernin~ the harm that the use of cannabis
and cannabis resin can cause to human organisms, especially the brain, the
1un~s and cell structures, is considerably greater today than it was a few
years ago,

Bearing in mind that the Single Convention on Narcotic Drugs, 1961,
requires, inter alia, that the use and possession of all the substances listed
in Schedule I should be confined exclusively to medical and scientific
put,·poses,

Bea~ing in mind also that that Convention recommends, for the substances
listed in Schedule IV (including cannabis and cannabis resin), application of
all the special control measures which the Contracting Parties have deemed
necessary in light of the particularly dangerous properties of those
substances,

i

I
II Noting with great concern that the International Narcotics Control Board
! in its two most recent annual reports has emphasized that the abuse, illicit

; .•1. CUltivation and trafficking of cannabis and cannabis resin is increasing in a
! majority of regions of the world, ~

Aware that in many regions of the world cannabis and cannabis resin
obviously play an important role in the spread of drug abuse and in the
illicit drug traffic, particularly among young persons,

1. Recommends that all Governments combat systematically the abuse of
cannabis and cannabis resin and intensify national as well as international
efforts to fight the illicit cultivation of, and traffic in, these narco~ic

drugs;

2. ~ecommends also that all Governments that have not yet done so
consider all appropriate measures needed to confine the cultivation and the
licit use of cannabis products to medical and scientific research, in
accordance with article 2, paragraph 5 (b), of the Single Convention on
Narcotic Drugs. 1961;

~---
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3. Recommends further that scientific research, and especially long-term
investigations into the effects of cannabis abuse on the human o~sanism.

should be continued and accelerated;
.

4. Recommends in addition that all Governments should m~intain or adopt
appropriate preventive measures concerning the hazardous cortsequences of
cannabis abuse;

5. ~eguests the Secretary-General to inform all Gover~ents of the
present resolution, and to invite them to take action with a view to its
effective implementation, in accordance with the pertinent prov'isions of the
Single Convention on Narcotic Drugs, 1961.

III

~eview for scheduling of the amphetamine-like drults 3/

The Economic and Social Council.

Recalling Commission on Narcotic Drugs resolution 4(XXX) of 16 February
1983,

Noting with concern the serious health and social problems posed by
amphetamine-like drugs in some countries,

Noting also with concern the growing traffic in and abuse of
amphetamine-like drugs in some countries not currently SUbject to
international control,

~ware that many of these substances have limited or no recognized
therapeutic use,

Recognizing that the Secretary-General has recently obtained information
from mBny States with respect to these substances, in response to his request,

1. Urges the World Health Organization to select any of those
amphetamine-like drugs for which data has been collected and which represent
the most serious social and health consequences and to review those substances
immediately, in accordance with Commission on Narcotic Drugs
resolution 2(S-VII) and consistent with the principles of the new review
procedures of the World Health Organization (EB.73.R11), and make its findings
available to the next regular session of the Commission;

2. Bequests the Secretary-General to ana1yze the information recently
obtained by him, in accordance with all. relevant provisions of Commission on
Narcotic Drugs resolution 2(S-VII), to prepare a report on the basis of that
analysis, and to convey that report, together with the report of the World
Health Organization, to Parties to the Convention and Members of the
Commission not later than two months prior to the beginning of the next
regular sesslon of the Commission.

I
.1

j

I

~ .

I,
I '

I

I
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B. Other aatters requiring action by the
Rconoale and Social Council

2. At its 942nd, 943rd and 944th meetln~~, on 7 and 8 February 1984, the
Ca.al •• lon on Narcotic Druss discussed the report of the International
.arcotics Control Board for 1983. The att~ntlon of the council is drawn to
the COBMi.slon's co..ents, contained in chaptQr II.C of tbe present report.
In that connection, the Commission recommended to the Council the adoption of
the followins draft decision:

I

~e20~t of the International Narcotics Control Board !/

At its plenary meeting, on 1984, the Council toot note of
the report ef the International Narcotics Control Board for 1983.

3. At it. 948th ~etin&, on 10 February 1984, the Commission adopted by
consenlus the report on its eishtb special session, and requested the
secretariat to submit the following draft decision to the Council for adoption:

11

Report of the C~ission on Narcotic Drull

At Its plena~J meetins, on 1984, the Council toot note of
the report of the COmMission on Narcotic Drul8 on its eilbth special session.
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CHAPTER 11

IMPLEMBNTATION OP THE INTERNATIONAL TREATIES ON THE CONTROL
OF NARCOTIC DRUGS AND PSYCHOTROPIC SUBSTANCES

A. Consideration of proposals for scheduling under the international
~rug control treaties 5/

1. Single Convention on Narcotic Druss, 1961

Alfentanil

4. At its thirtieth session, tbe COmMission hQd been informed that the
Gover~nt of Belsiu. had notified the secretary-General of the United RatioDs
that in its opinion alfentanil should be included in Schedule I of the Slnsle
Convention OD Narcotic Druss, 1961. 61 The World Health Orsanization (WHO)
bad exaained that proposal in accordance with the provisions of article 3,
parasrapb 3, of the Sinl1e Convention and Its Director-General had notifled
the Secretary-General that WHO recommended the inclusion of alfentanil in
Schedule I.

5. The com-lss10n had before it document 8/CN.7/1984/3 contalnins the
notification from the Director-General of WHO, an exce~pt fro. the report of
the WHO Review Group concerning alfentanll, and an outline of the action
required by the COmMission under the provisions of article 3, parasrapb 4, of
the Sinsle Convention (8/CN.7/1984/3, parasraphs 1-5).

6. The representative of Be1sium, introducing the subject. emphasized that,
althoush there was no known abuse of this new medica.ent, its profile was
clolely related to the profiles of other substances alread, included in
Schedule I; moreover, he said, there see.ed to be senera! &Iree.ent that
control under the provisions of that Schedule would be appropriate. Tbe
observer for WHO stated that the Review Group had reached the s... conclu8ion.

7. At its 940th meeting. on 6 February 1984, the Commission d~cided by
consensus to include alfentanil in Schedule I of the Sinlle Convention. (Por
the text of this decision, see chapter VIII, B, decision 3 (S-VIII).)

2. 1971 Convention on Psychotropic Substances

,Pentazocine

8. The Co..is810n had before it in document E/CN.7/19S4/3 a notification
received fro. the Director-General of WHO reCOmMending that pentazocine be
included in Scbedule III of the 1971 Convention on Psychotropic Substance••
The COMMi8s10n had conside~ed possible scheduling of this substance earlier,
under the provisions of the Sinsle Convention. 11 The observer for WHO
explained how the Review Group had arrived at the recommendation now .ade by
the Director-General.
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9. The ~ep~esentative of F~ance was of the opinion that the Schedule III
control measures were not sufficiently stringent with respect to the substance
under review and moved, under rule S2 of the rules of p:ocedure o that the
Commission include pentazocine in Schedule 11. Since the abuse of pentazocine
had now acquired an international dimension v inclusion in Schedule 11 would
mean that export and import authorizations would be required. Control at the
national level would not be considerably changed, since most countries already
required medical prescriptions for the dispensation of pentazocine. A number
of speakers agreed with that position and indicated that they would favour
inclusion in Schedule 11; however, they would also agree to inclusion in.
Schedule III if the Commission did not decide on inclusion in Schedule 11.
Several delegations pointed out that pentazocine was already subject to
national control, either at a level equivalent to the Schedule III control
measures or at the level applied to narcotic drugs in Schedule I of the Single
Convention. The latter, for example, was the case in Austria, the German
Democratic Republic, Turkey and the USSR.

10. The United States was in favour of control in Schedule Ill. It opposed
control in Schedule 11, but would find Schedule IV a reasonable alternative to
Schedule Ill. Brazil also favoured Schedule Ill, while Argentina declared
lhat, although, at the national level, it already included pentazocine in
Schedule 11, which was the solution it preferred, it would approve its
inclusion in either of the .two schedules. Austria, Canada and the German
Democratic Republic favoured Schedule 11.

11. At its 940th meeting, the Commission decided to vote~First on whether or
not to include pentazocine in Schedule 11 of the 1971 Convention. It took
note of the fact that, under the provisions of article 17, paragraph 2',"·of
that Convention, a substance could be included in the Schedules only by a'vcte
of at least 21 in favour. The vote on the possible inclusion of pentazocine
in Schedule 11 was 22 in favour,S against and 11 abstentions. The proposal
was accordingly ~ejecled. The Commission then proceeded to vote on whether to
inclUde pentazocine in Schedule Ill. That proposal was rejected by a vote of
24 in favour, 2 against and 10 abstentions. On a motion by the representative
of the Uniled States, under rule 52 of the rules of procedure, the Commission
next proceeded to vote on the inclusion of pentazocine in Schedule IV. That
proposal was adopted by a vote of 27 in favou~, 2 against and 8 abstention~ •..
12. In an explanation of vote, the representative of the USSR declared that he
had voted in favour of inclusion in Schedules 11 and 111 as well as IV. He
would have preferred more stringent cont~ol measures to be applied to
pentazocine than those in Schedule IV. The application of international
control measures to a substance must always be effected in a timely manner, he
considered, and the time had come to bring pentazocine under control.

13. In an explanation of vote, the ~epresentative of Turkey said that in his
country all the control measures stipulated for substances in Schedule I of
the Single Convention were being applied to pentazocine and fo~ this reason he
would have preferred stricter controls for this substance th~n those provided
in Schedule IV of the 1911 Convention. Neve~theless, his authorities would
continue to treat pentazocine as if it were listed in Schedule I of the Single
Convention.
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14. Du~ing the debate p~io~ to the vote, seve~a1 delegations had indicated
that they conside~ed that cont~ol of the opioid agonists and antagonists unde~

the Single Convention would be mo~e approp~iate than cont~ol unde~ the 1971
Convention. It was agreed that the attention of WHO should be d~awn to that
view. To this end, resolution 2 (S-VIII) was later adopted by the Commission.,

1S. Subsequently, the Commission app~oved by consensus, at its 9418t meetins,
a motion by the representative of Pakistan, unde~ rule SS of the rules of
procedure, to reconsider the decision to include pentazocine in Schedule IV.
The Commission then proceeded to vote on the inclusion of pentazocine in
Schedule III of the Convention and, by a vote of 34 in favour, none against
and 4 abstentions, decided to include pentazocine in that Schedule. (Fo~ the
text of this decision, see chapter VIII, B, decision 4 (S-VIII).)

16. At its 941th meeting, on 10 February 1984, the Commission adopted by a
vote of 28 in favour, none against and 6 abstentions, a draft resolution
entitled "Procedu~e to be followed in collecting data on opioid agonists and
antagonists in view of their possible scheduling unde~ the Single Convention
on Na~cotlc Drugs, 1961" (E/CN.7/1.984/L.1), co-sponsored by Austria, Belgium,
Canada, Greece, Italy, Malaysia, Netherlands, Senegal, USSR and United
Kingdom. (For the text of this ~eso1ution, see chapter VIII, B, ~esolution

2 (S-VIII).

Benzodiazepines

17. At its thirtieth session, following extensive discussion and voting on the
possible scheduling of 26 benzodiazepines, the Comn\ission had adopted its
resolution 4(XXX) entitled "Procedures to be followed by the Commission on
Na~cotic Drugs in matte~s of scheduling the benzodiazepines". 81 In that
~eso1ution, the Commission. inte~ alia, requested WHO to ~eport to it, on a
substance-by-substance basis, on all benzodiazepines cu~~ent1y on the rna~ket

as of a given date to be established by WHO. A repo~t to this effect waR
befo~e the Commission in WHO document HNH/83.28. In its resolution the
Commission had also ~equested the Sec~eta~y-Ge~era1 to p~epa~e a ~epo~t along
substance-by-substance lines, based on info~rnation collected by him f~orn

Governments. The Secreta~y-Gene~a1's'Teport was befo~e the Commission in
documents E/CN.7/1984/3 and E/CN.7/1984/CRP.3.

18. The ~ep~esentatlve of France, supported by other representatives,
suggested that the numbe~ of benzodiazepines now recommended by WHO for
schedUling indicated that the list of those substances was bound to eontinue
to grow. As they belonged to a ~elative1y homogeneous class which offered
little oppo~tunlty fo~ diffe~entiation, the 33 benzodiazepines under ~eview

shOUld accordingly all be brought unde~ inte~national cont~ol. If new data
later became available, the benzodiazepines could be rescheduled or
deseheduled, if ~equired. National controls we~e already being exe~cised by a
la~ge number of the Gove~nments which had responded to the Sec~et&ry-Genera1's

~equest for information; Schedule IV the~efo~e seemed to be adequate fo~ the
time being.

I
I

1,

~!

!
,I

1
.I I

I
. I

(

I
I



{

I
!

I

I
~

- 8 -

19. The representative of Argentina drew attention to the great therapeutical
usefulness of benzodiazepines, but admitted that evidence of their abuse was
increasing. He considered that while there might be some minor differences
between substances in the group, Schedule IV represented the minimum control
level acceptable. The representative of Colombia reminded the Commission that
at a meeting of the South American Agreement on Narcotic Drugs and
Psychotropic Substances held recently at Lima, Peru, a resolution bad been
passed in favour of placing all benzodiazepines in Schedule IV. The
representative of Austra1i~ agreed that Schedule IV seemed to be the most
appropriate. He was of the opinion that international control would support
any additional control meaeures required at the national level and that
consequently they woul~ not constituta an undue burden for Parties. He
reminded the Commission that only the \~O assessment was determinative with
respect to medical and scientific aspects of the question. The rep~esentative

of Canada expressed himself completely in favour of the WHO recommendations.
In his opinion, it was preferable to control all 33 benzodiazepines - and then
to consider deschedu1ing some, if new data became available.

20. The repreoentative of Finland pointed out that the benzodiazepines were
already c9ntrolled in Finland in a manner compatible with the requirements of
Schedule IV. As studies indicated a general similarity in abuse potential
among the substances concerned, his delegation was in favour of including all
of them in Schedule IV. The representative of France also favoured the
inclusion of all 33 substances in Schedule IV; if and when a better capacity
lo differentiate became possible, some of them could be moved to Schedule III
or descheduled. The representative of the German Democratic Republic
suggested that the availability of benzodiazepines be limited to those that
were indispensable. GaV3rnment control over stocks was one way of
accomplishing this. In the German Democratic Republic only five
benzodiazepines were available. Inclusion in Schedule IV would underline the
need for suitable control at the national level.

21. The representative of Hungary stated that in his country benzodiazepines
were dispensed only on medical prescription. While their abuse did not cause
any particular public health problems in Hungary, his delegation was ready to
vote for the inclusion of e'l 33 in Schedule IV in order to establish
international control measures. The representative of Italy indicated that
benzodiazepines did not at present constitute a public health problem in his
country. Nevertheless, his delegation would support the proposal to control
all benzodiaz~pines in Schedule IV. The representative of the Islamic
Republic of Iran drew attention to the medical usefulness of the substances,
but pointed out also that abuse problems had a~isen; he would vote in favour
of Schedule IV.

22. The representative of Madagascar was in favour of international control
over all 33 benzodiazepines, by their inclusion in Schedule IV, since 11 of
them were already controlled at the national level. The representative of
Malaysia was of the opinion that differentiation between the substances was
not possible. When there was no clear evidence of abuse, clinical evidence
pointed to abuse potential. The inclusion of only some of the substances,
rather than all of them, might make it more complicated for developing
countries to impose control measures; his delegation accordingly preferred a
group
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approach. The representative of Nigeria was not ce~tain what effect
scheduling might have on the availability of the substances under discussion;
he would, nevertheless, vote in favour of including ell 33 benzodiazepines in
Schedule IV. The representative of Senegal pointed out that, contrary to what
might be believed from a reading of document B/CN.1/1984/3, benzodiazepines
were available in his country only on medical prescription; he favoured their
inclusion in Schedule IV. The representative of Pakistan felt that it was
essential to institute control measures under Schedule IV as soon as possible.

23. The representative of the Republic of Korea indicated that all 16
benzodiazepines marketed in his country were under the same control measures
as psychotropic substances. His delegation was in favour of inclusion in
Schedule IV. The representative of the United states was of the opinion that
in the absence of compelling pre-clinical and clinical abuse liability data,
scheduling of the benzodiazepines should only take place when there was
sufficient evidence of actual abuse or illicit trafficking. He was of the
opinion that such evidence was necessary in order to warrant the economic,
social and administrative factors associated with international control. On
the basis of the above, the United states would vote for inclusion of 18 of
the 33 benzodiazepines. The 18 drugs included all 12 of the benzodiazepines
marketed in the United states as well as 6 others that met the above criteria.

24. The representative of the ~JSSR reminded the Commission that, when the
preparatory work was being undertaken for the 1971 Convention, the number of
benzodiazepinea was small. Now that number had grown and problems of abuse
had arisen: now was the time to ensure appropriate national control by
following the WHO recommendations for inclusion of the substances as a whole
in Schedule IV. That g~hedu1e seemed to be sufficient for the time being.

25. The representative of Yugoslavia stated that in his country national
cont~ols over benzodiazepines had been adequate and no known abuse had been
feported. He informed the Commission that drugs containing trihexyphenidy1
had been placed under national control. Yugoslavia was in favour of
international cont~ol as recommended by WHO. The observers for China, Egypt
and Sweden spoke in favour of scheduling all 33 benzodiazepines in accordance
with WHO proposa1sQ The observer for Portugal pointed out that while the
substances in question had important clinical use, the problems arising from
misprescriptlon and street abuse had also to be taken into consideration.
Some of the substances were being used as heroin SUbstitutes in his count~J.

Stricter control measures were under studJo

26. Other de1egatione eonsidered that a decision to schedule any of the
benzodiazepines would unnecessarily increase the administrative burden for all
Governments concerned, without bringin~ about any real improvement in
control. They believed that presen~ national control was, by and large,
adequate and should be encouraged rather than any form of international
control. Several delegations pointed out that inclusion of any
benzodlazepines in Schedule IV of the Convention might make it difficult for
certain States not now Parties to the Convention to become Parties.
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21. The repres3ntative of Belgium info~ed the Commission that his country did
not manufacture benzodiazeplnes but was nevertheless a large consumer of
them. Periodic surveys monitored the abuse situation, and such problems as
did arise were purely medical in natu~e. The administration, following the
advice of an expert group, was even contemplating removing certain
benzodiazepine preparations fro. the prescription requirements presently in
force. He did not consider that Schedule IV would increase control very much
and pointed out that it might entail considerable administrative costs. The
representatlv~ ~f Brazil stated that he had personal knowledge of instances of
medical use of benzodiazepines in connection with mental illness. It was
clear to him that such use far outweighed any negative aspects; he had never
seen a case of physical dependence. Brazil would therefore vote against the
WHO proposals.

28. The representative of the Federal Republic of Germany ~ade the point that
most of the states that had responded to the Secretary-General's request for
information had not indicated that they considered abuse of the substances
under review aa creating public health or social problems. He doubted whether
such abusei or the likelihood of such abuse, had been proven, on a
substance-by-substance baais~ to constitute a public health and social
problem, as required by article 2, paragraph 4(b) of the 1971 Convention. The
prescription requirements applicable in most countries seemed sufficient.
Inclusion in Schedule IV might only be beneficial to those States which
already had an existing control syste.; the administrative burden to othera
might be heavy. The representative of India stated that only five
benzodiazepines were currently in use in his country. They were available
only on prescription and their control did not present any particular
p~oblems. The representative of Panama reported that no serious medical or
social problems had arisen in her country owing to abuse of the substances.
She felt that, especially for developing countries with limited resources, the
increase in the administrative workload created by inclusion of the substances
in Schedule IV was not justified. On the basis of the WHO report, she would
asree that each country should apply national measures, depending on the
situation with regard to each of these substances.

29. The observer for Switzerland stated that 22 benzodiazepines were currently
in use in his country, without there being any significant abuse problem. He
agreed, basically, with the positions taken by the representati~es of Belgium
and the Federal Republic of Ge~any. The representative of the United Kingdom
stated that his GOV9rnment had announced its intention to ratify the 1911
Convention. Although the additional complications created by the scheduling
of benzodiazepines would not pose much difficulty for the United Kln~dom, they
could conceivably have a deterrent effect on other countries which were still
examining the po~sibility of becoming Parties. He noted that, generally
speaking, no social problems had been reported by Governments. Moreover,
there were no indications that scheduling would help change the existing
situation. In his opinion, adequate national controls were the most
appropriate means of preventing such abuse as existed .



Substance In favour Asalns~ Abstainins

Alprazolam 28 4 7
B~omazepam 28 3 8
Camazepam 27 3 9
Chlordiazepoxide 31 2 7
Clobazam 29 2 9
Clonazepam 29 2 9
Clorazepate . 29 2 8
Clotiazepam 28 2 10
Cloxazolam 28 2 10
Delorazepam 29 2 9
Diazepam 34 1 5
Bstazolam 29 2 9

,
11

Bthyl loflazepate 28 2 9 tPludiazepam 30 2 8
rlunlt~azep8ID 30 2 7

l~

Plurazepam 30 2 8
Halazepam 30 2 8
Haloxazolam 29 2 9
Jeetazol... 29 2 9
Loprazolua 29 2 8
Lorazepam 30 2 8
LO~.8tazepam 29 2 9
Ifedazepam 30 2 8 i
Nlmetazepam 29 2 9 !
Nltrazepam 32 2 6 l
Nordazep8l1l 29 2 9 I
Oxazepam 30 2 8 I
Oxazolam 30 2 8

"1Plnazepu 29 2 9
Prazepam 30 2 8 1
Temazepam 30 2 8 'I
Tetrazepam 29 2 9
Triazulam 30 2 8
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30. Several delegations que~ied whether WHO had, in fact, responded to all of
the ~equests set forth in Commission resolution 4(XXX). In response. the
observer fo~ WHO drew attention to the recent decision of his Organization's
Bxecutive Boa~d to reorganize its ~eview system. Bxecutive Board resolution
BB.73.&11 was an indication of the continuing efforts of WHO to reePOnd fullJ
to all requests made of it to ca~~y out its obligationa under tbe
International drug control t~eaties.

31. At its 941st meeting, the Commission next p~oceeded to vote individually
on the scheduling of the 33 benzodiazepinss. The vote was taken in the Bnglieh
alphabetical o~der, as had been proposed by the Steering COmMittee and
app~oved by the Commission. The Co..lssion once again took note of the fact
that in orde~ to be included in Schedule IV under the te~B of article 17 of
the 1971 Convention, a substance had to receive at least 27 affl~tlve

votes. The ~esult of the votlng was as follows:

J. A
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32. Before the vote on &lpra&ol.. and 4Ia&.p.., t'e r.pr••••t.tly. of tbe
United Stat•• reque.t.d a roll-call Yot., uDder rule 59 of the rUle. 01
procedure. Tbo re.ult of the roll-call vote o. ~lRra&ol!!wal al follows:
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lleaber

Alserla
Arsentina
Au.trali.
Au.trl.
I.b .
Selsl...
Br.zll
Buls.ri.
C.nad.
ColOllbl.
Flnl.nd
France
G.~ De~cratlc ••publlc
Ge~.ft,. F.der.l Republic of
Gr.ece
Buns.r,
Indl.
Iran (I.l.-le Republic of)
It.l,
Ivor, co••t
J.pan
lIad·s·.c.r:'
1I.1a,.1.
lIe.lco (.b.ent) !/
Morocco
••tberland.
Nlseria
Paki.t.an
Pan...
Peru
Republic of lorea
Senes·l
Sri Lanka
Thalland
Turk.,
USSR
united 110ldOll
Unit.ed st.t.••
YUlo.l.vl.
Zalr.
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Allerla
Arlentina
Australia
Austrl,a
Bah.as
Belslwa
Brazil
Bulsaria
Canada
Colo.bia
Pinland
Prance
Ge~an DeMOcratic Republic
Ge~an" Federal Republic of
Greece
Hunsary
India
Iran (Islamic Republic of)
Italy
Ivor, Coast
Japan
Hadasascar
Halaysia
Mexico
Horocco
Netherlands
Niseria
Pakistan
Pan..a
Peru
Republic of Korea
Senesal
Sri Lanka
Thailand
Turkey
USSR
United Itinsdom
United States
Yusoslavia
Zaire

33. The result of the roll-call vote on dlazepaa was as follows:

34. At the end of the votins, the representative of Hexico stated that he had
not been allowed access to the aeetins for 15 .lnutes, at the beslnnlns of the
series of 33 votes, and had not therefore been able to participate In the·
first three votes. Had he been present, he would have voted in favour of the
lnclusion of alprazolam, bro.azep.. and camazep...

l
I t
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35. In view of the fact that all 33 substances under consideration had
received at least the minimum 27 affirmative votes required for scheduling
under the provisions of article 17 of the 1971 Convention on Psychotropic
Substances, they were all included in Schedule IV of that Convention by
decision of the Commission. (For the text of these decisions, see chapter
VIII, 8, decisions 5 (S-VIII) - 37 (S-VIII).)

36. At its 948th meeting, on 10 February 1984, the Commission adopted, by a
vote of 33 in favour, none against and 1 abstention, as orally amended, a
draft resolution entitled "Review for scheduling of the amphetamine-like
drugs" (E/CN.7/1984/L.8) , co-sponsored by Algeria, Argentina, Austria,
Belgium, Canada, Finland, France, India, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Italy,
Madagascar, Malaysia, Mexico, Morocco, Netherlands, Nigeria, Pakistan,
Senegal, Sri Lanka, Thailand, Turkey, USSR and Yugoslavia. (For the text of
this resolution, see chapter I, A, draft resolution Ill.)

37. During the discussion of the draft resolution, the representatives of
Hungary and Canada pointed out that there was also an urgent need to schedule
a number of~barbiturates. This was in conformity with resolution 4(XXX) of
the Commission, which urged WHO to undertake the review of barbiturates as
well as amphetamines. It was felt that in some countries the scheduling of
benzodiazepines might lead practitioners to presc~ibe dependence-producing
barbiturates not yet under international control. This would not be in
conformity with good medical practice. This view was confirmed by the
observer for WHO.

B. Guidelines for the exemption of preparations under the provisions
of article 3 of the 1971 Convention on Psychotropic Substances 101

38. At its twenty-seventh session, in 1977, the Commission had expressed the
opinion that it would be highly desirable to establish recommendations
concerning the conditions under which preparations might be exempted from
certain control measures of the 1971 Convention, in accordance with the
provisions of article 3, paragraph 2, of that Convention. 111

39. The Commission had requested the secretariat and WHO to collaborate in
examining the matter. It had discussed the issue again at its fifth special
session, in 1978; 121 ~ts twenty-eighth session, in 1979; 131 its sixth
special session, in 1980; 141 its twenty-ninth session, in 1981; ~I and its
thirtieth session, in 1983. 161 At its fifth special session, the Commission
had had before it a report by WHO on the subject (HNH/78.1), and at its
thirtieth session a further one, prepared by WHO at the request of the
Commission (MHO/82.S1).

40. At its sixth special session, the Commission had adopted
resolution 2{S-VI) whereby, inter alia, it recommended that Governments take
into account certain proposals contained in document HNH/78.1. The
Commission's discussions since that time had evolved around the problem of
establishing a set of guidelines for use by national authorities.
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43. Introducins the repo~t of the International Narcotics Control Board for
1983 (B/INCB/l983/1), the President of the Board identified a number of issues
of special concern. There was a need for all States to fo~ulate and apply
policies which would be consistent with the aiMS and provisions of the drug
control treaties. Any tendency to weaken control over the substances listed
in Schedule IV of the Sinsle Convention was regrettable. It could create
doubts concerning the potential dangers of those drugs and might unde~ine the
determination of Governments. A pe~issive attitude in any Member State would
.ake the task of the Governments of other States much more difficult; an
approach reflecting international solidarity was essential.

44. Uncontrolled production of coca leaf continued to lead to an increase in "I
abuse of and traffic in cocaine and its derivatives. Cultivation of the coca .1

1

1

bush, leading to the production of cocaine and its derivatives, had reached
unprecedented levels in the Andean regions of Bolivia and Peru and was
spreading. Vigorous and concerted action was needed to eradicate illicit
cultivation through a combination of integrated rural development, crop
substitution, dete~ined law enforcement action and effective measures to
prevent and reduce demand.

41. At its thirtieth session, the Commission had adopted resolution 5(XXI)
entitled "Action required with respect to establish ins guidelines for the
exemption of preparations under the provisions of article 3 of the Convention
on Psychotropic Substances" whereby, inter alia, it asked the
Secretary-General to request comments from Governments on the more recent
proposals considered by the Commission. At its eighth special session, the
Commission accordinsly had before it a report by the Secretary-General
(B/CN.7/1984/4) containing a summary of the replies received from
Governments. The Commission took note of the reformulations susgested for the
criteria under examination.

42. At its 946th meeting, on 9 February 1984, the Commission adopted by
cODsensus, as orally amended, a draft resolution entitled "Guidelines for the
exemption of preparations from certain control measures under the provisions
of article 3 of the 1971 Convention on Psychotropic Substances"
(B/CN.7J1984/L.4), co-sponsored by Belsium, Canada, Ge~any, Federal Republic
of, Hungary, Italy, Hadasascar, Ha1aysia and Pakistan. (For the text of this
resolution, see chapter VIII, A, resolution 1 (S-VIII).)

c. Report of the International Narcotics Control Board for 1983 !11
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45. Efforts to strengthen international control over psychotropic substances
had .et with success and should be strensthened. There were on1r 76 Partiel 1

to the 1971 Convention, but more than 120 Governments bad subaitted voluntary
assellments of legitiMate requirements for Schedule 11 substance. to the Board
and .est of these were now voluntarily.submitting quarterlr statistics on
international trade. This had been of great .sslstance in preventing
diversion of large quantities of methaqualone and amphetamines. 11
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~l 46. The current situation with regard to the supply of and demand for licit
tl

~ opiates for medical and scientific purposes required furthe~ urgent
attention. In 1982. for the first time in eight years. and again in 1983. a
balance between supply and demand had been achieved. However. some reductions
had been followed by increases in cultivation; moreover. improvement in the
yields of morphine from certain strains of poppy straw could offset the
effects of decreases in cultivated areas. The existence of large stocks of
opiates. capable of meeting licit world demand for several years. was an
unresolved issue and further over-production was likely to occur in 1984.
Concerted action was necessary to prevent further adverse social and economic
consequences. The Board, in paragraph 55 of its report. indicated. inter
alia. that a meeting of major producing. manufacturing and consuming countries
might address these questions.

47. An important step forward had been taken in 1983 when China and the United
Nations had begun co-operation in the field of international drug control.

48. Representatives of the following countries made interventions in respect
of E/INCB/1983/1: Argentina. Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Belgium, Brazil,
Bulgaria, Canada, Colombia, France, German Democratic Republic, Germany,
Federal Republic of, Greece, Hungary, India, Iran (Islamic Republic of),
Madagascar, Malaysia, Mexico, Netherlands, Pakistan, Panama, Peru, Senegal,
Turkey, USSR and United States. The representative of Pakistan pointed out
that the statement in paragraph 72 of the report to the effect that tt •••

Pakistan serves as the source of heroin for abuse ..... was incorrect and should
be deleted. statements were also made by the observers from Egypt, Spain,
Sweden, Switzerland, WHO, the International Organization of Consumers Unions
(IOCU) and the International Council on Alcohol and Addictions. The observer
for China and many other speakers commended the President and the Board for a
clear, comprehensive and valuable report which had identified a number of
major issues of continuing and growing concern to the international community.

49. The representative of Panama stated that~ in addition to concurring with
the well-deserved commendation of the INCB, Panama wished to indicate its
satisfaction with the training programmes organized for officials in charge of
narcotics control. Further to that point. she wished to suggest to the Board
that it implement regional programmes which would help to improve the control
machinery in the countries concerned. These would also cont~ib~te to the
exchange of information and the standardizing of criteria relating to the
application of the relevant international treaties.

50. The representative of Senegal. speaking on behalf of the African
countries, commended the INca for having succeeded in presenting precisely the
situation in Africa with regard to drugs, notwithstanding the scarcity, even
insufficiency, of data. Th~ representative of Madagascar recalled that
Madagascar had called for a country-by-country analysis of the situation in
Africa. The representative of the Islamic Republic of Iran suggested the
establishment of an expert group, possibly under the aegis of WHO, and with
Third World participation, to stUdy the underlying causes of addiction as a
socio-economic problem, particularly in Third World countries.
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51. Hany representatives and observers outlined new and disturbing
developments in the illicit traffic which confirmed the Board's opinion that
the availability of narcotic raw materials had increased and that drug abuse
had reached unprecedented proportions. these and related factors damaged
individuals, families, societies and countries' social fabrics. Economic
development was adversely affected. Crime and violence associated with the
traffic were spreading.

52. Hany representatives and observers strongly deplored any permissiveness in
re.pect of the possession and abuse of cannabis or other drugs liable to
abule. there should be no reduction of the seriousness with which any aspect
of abuse of drugs, including possession, should be regarded. Small quantities
found in individuals' possession had almost invariably fo~ed part of larger
consignments moved in the traffic. It was important not only to obtain the
widest possible ratification of the drug control treaties, but to apply all
the provisions of those treaties strictly, at the national level.

53. the observer for Spain outlined contacts between his Government and the
Board and recent, widely misunder.stood, changes in Spanish legislative
measures. He said that it was still unlawful to possess or use drugs for"
non-medical purposes in Spain. Control was maintained under two laws and it
wa. an offence to possess or transport drugs illegally, just as it was an
offence to pos.ess or tr~nsport explosives without authorization. The
Government was fully aware of the potential health hazards of cannabis abuse,
and legislation took thia into account. He said that Spain, as a Party to the
Slngle Convention, Was fulfilling its treaty obligations.

54. Hany other representatives and observers described legislative and
.dministrative measures that had been taken to strengthen controls. In that
context, the representative of I~dia announced that his Government had decided
to ban the manufacture and sale of methaqualone. This statement was welcomed
by a number of other representatives and observers, some of whom mentioned the
beneficial effects of similar decisions to ban methaqualone in other States.
The representative of Australia drew attention to the recent discovery by law
enforcement officers that a preparation containing codeine had been used for
the manufacture of small quantities of heroin.

55. Referring to the vast expansion in the illicit supply of a number of drugs
liable to abuse, many representatives and obse~vers stressed the extent to
which such supply was a reaction to growing demand. The grave harmful effects
of such demand, once it had been generated, called for the urgent adoption of
appropriate preventive measures. A number of representatives and obseevers
also emphasized the need for more international assistance to enable the
Governments of those states where illicit production of narcotic raw material
wa. known to take place to apply more effectively the peovisions of the Slngle
Convention.

56. A number of representatives and observers, addressing themselves to the
operation of the international drug control system, welcomed the fact that
more than 120 Governments were now co-operating voluntarily in strengthening
international control over the substances listed in SchedUle 11 of the 1971
Convention. It was suggested that under the circumstances, the number of
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State8 Pa~ties to that Convention might rapidly be augmented; this would
certainly be desirable. There was an identified need to ensure strict
application of the provisions of the Sinsle Convention in respect of the
return of export autho~izations by importing countries to the competent
authoritie8 of expo~tins count~les. In the experience of a number of
represe~tatives and observers, meticulous checking of import requests was
becomins increasinsly necessary in order to detect forged or falsified
certificates; a request was made for supplementary estimates to be m~de

available more promptly.
•

57. Hany representatives stressed the need to continue to provide trainins and
related assistance to Governments that needed it in order to be able to
8trengthen control mechanisms and administrative structures for applying the
provisions of the drug control treaties. This was especially necessarJ in
some developing countries which imported psychotropic subs~ances; in that
connection, mention was made of the value of article 13 of the 1971 Convention
which provided a mechanism to suard against unwanted importation. It would be
helpful, it was suggested, if a similar system could be applied which would
.ake lnfo~ation more widely available on drugs under national control but not
controlled under the international treaties. The representative of the USSR
info~d the Commission of the assistance provided by the USSR to the
developing countries in the field of public health protection, assistance
which included the training of health-care cadres.

58. A number of representatives and observers drew attention to the wide range
of counter-measures that had been successfully adopted. Some mentioned the
effectivene8s of ecologically safe herbicides in countering th3 illegal
cultivation of illicit narcotic plants. The representative of Australia
outlined new guidelines being introduced in his country which would restrict
young persons' access to material that could be held to encourage drug abuse.
Several representatives stressed the importance of the International Youth
Year, 1985, and pointed to the advantage that might be gained from
concentrating, during that Year, on measures that might strengthen the will of
young people to resist the temptation to abuse drugs.

59. The representative of Brazil reported that in his country satellites were
being used to detect illicit cannabis plantations. A big plantation of lpadu,
a plant fro. the erythroxyplacies family, had been discovered; · this changed
the concept according ~o which Brazil was only a transit countr,. A number of
State8 had made considerable advances by adopting measures to trace the
profit8 and procee4s of drug crimes. In Peru, eradication of illicit coca
bU8h cultivation was belng actively pursued through integrated rural
development; alternative SOUrce8 of income must be made available to the
fa~r. concerned, however, so that the public would not become antagonized aB
a result of the new eradication policJ.

60. S08e representatives and observers with who. the Board had had a dialogue
durlnl the past year emphasized the usefulness of such consultations. Others
.sked the Board to do everything possible, within the li.iti of the
confldentlalitr i.posed bJ the international treatie8, to paint more directl,
at ..jor problea areas and to continue to take earlJ initiatives when it
appeared that states- Parties to the international drug control treaties were .
not fulfilling their obligations.
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61. Restrictions on the importation of, and trade in, chemical and other
precursors of illicit druss could achieve excellent results. Close control
over the issue of permission to fly certain types of aircraft; the fo~ation

of special task forces; the involvement of the army in control operations;
and the negotiation of specific bilateral agreements had been successful in
some states and more severe punishments for serious drug-related offences had
recently been adopted in many others.

62. It was suggested by the observer for lOCO that the therapeutic value of a
range of drugs which were widely produced, but whose usefulness appeared to be
marginal, ought to be examined. The wide variety of pha~aceutica1 products
now generally available might not be neceosary; posslb~7, as indicated in the
WHO list of essential drugs, it would be possible, with ad~antage, to
discontinue production of some drugs. It might also be helpful to supplement
the present methods of gathering information, undet~aken by the Board under
the provisions of the treaties, by gathering more precise date on the actual
medicinal needs for~ and use of, various drugs.~ The work initiated by WHO to
provide better info~ation on the proper use of drugs so as to prevent
ignorant or careless use could also, with advantage, be strensthened and
expanded. Similarly, activities in the field of prevention of drus abuse
already being undertaken by non-governmental organizations and voluntary
associations in a number of Member states should be encouraged to the fullest
extent possible.

63. With regard to the licit production of opiate raw materials for world
medical and scientific requirements, the Secretary of the Board provided
up-to-date information which amended some of the figures published in the
table on page 10 of E/INCB/1983/1. The amended figures indicate that the
actual area harvested in France in 1983 was 3,731 hectares and not 4,200;
that the area licensed in India for 1984 is 25,520 hectares and not 32,000
(with an estimated yield of 83.6 tonnes of equivalent morphine); and that the
area to be planted in Spain in 1984 will be 5,829 hectares.

64. The observer for Spain said that in his country strict controls were
maintained over the licit cultivation and production of opiate raw materials.
He pointed out that it was difficult to estimate in advance the final yield
from any area planted because of climatic and other variables and provided
fisures which indicated that between 1979 and 1983 considerable 108ses in
yield had been incurred. These amounted to 38 per cent in the 1982/1983
sealon. A much higher proportion had been lost in the ~atastrophlc cropping
year of 1980/1981. The Government would continue to fulfil1 all its
international obligations.

65. Address~ns nimse1f to the same subject, the representative of India
deplored the retrogressive trends revealed in the Boa~d's report as trends
which jeopardized efforts to achieve a lasting balance between demand and
supply of opiates for medical and vcientific needs. It appeared fro. the
Board's report that excess production in 1983 wmounted to 7.5 tonnes of
equivalent morphine and that this might escalate to 20.6 tonnes in 1984. with
the exception of India and France, all othor major producins countries had
increased the areas under cultivation between 1982 and 1983. A return to
over-production was likely and &n increase in already excessive stocks was
probable.
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66. The representative of India drew attentioD to the staggering increases in
areas planted and in production in two non-trad~t~ona1 supplier countries: in
one, production of poppy str6w had reached a level only previously reached in
1919; in tha other, the a~e~ under cultivation had doubled between 1982 and
1983. By contrast, India, a traditional supplisr, had progressively reduced
the area under cultivation. Reduction in the harvested area between 1978 and
1983 was approximately 51 per cent. The total area licensed for 1984 was
about 25,500 hectares, a reduction of 21 per c9nt compared with 1983 and of 62
per cent eompared with 1978. This reduction bad serious social and economic
consequences for the growing areas and adversely affected o~er a million
persons who were whol1y'or partly dependent on ~oppy cultivation for their
livelihood. Any further reduction would result in serious disruption of the
rural econoMy and would subject control systems to great strain.

67. India had made major sacrifices. ~o commensurate response, however, had
been forthcoming from other major producers; some had even increased
production. Indian exports had recovered sli~htl, du~inl 1982, but declined
again in 1983. On 1 January 1984, the stock of opium in India was 2,563
tonnes, compared with 2,366 tonnes on 1 January 1983. Expressing gratitude to
the traditional buyers who eontlnu~d to purchase their requirements of opiate
raw materials from India. the representative urged them to maintain and eveD
increase their imports.

68. The representative of India went on to say that the present situation was
commensurate with neither the letter nor the spirit of the relevant Bconomic
and Social Council resolutions. Those resolutions must be effectively
i.p1emented with a sense of urgency ln order to make progress towards solving
global over-supply problems and reducing accumulated atucks. It was essential
that licit poppy cultivation should not be undertaken or increased solely for
commercial gain. He drew attention to the Board's observations in paragraphs
332-335 of its "Special Report on the Demand and Supply of Opiates ~or Medical
Mgeds" (B/INCB/52/SUPP). He also referred to parasraph 353 of that report
which susgeste~ that licit production could be reduced more rapidly by those
countries which had most recently embcrked on such produetlon, utilizing
mechanized methods of agriculture. Traditional suppliers ~alied on
1abour-intenaive methods which involved larse numbers of farmers and limited
possibilities for the diversification ef agrieulture.

69. The repreaentative of turkey emphasi~ed the need fo~ concerted action In
aolviol this hiShly complex problem. By applying costly measures, Turker had
continued for almost 8 decade to produce no opium and to bear tbe burden of
those ~ontrol measures which roqulred each year the allocation of important
and additional financial resources, despite the seve~e economic difficulties.
Referrins to paraeraph 45 of the INCB Report, he pointed out that in 1983 the
area pe~itted for cultivation was 16,987 heetares, while the actual area
harvested was 1,002 heet8~es. This indicated a 15 per cent decrease, ~athe~

than a two-fold increase, as mentioned in the Report. The same situation was
true for 1984: the a,rea planned for cultivation WIAI 22,950 hectares whereas
the actual area permitted for cultivation was 17,391 beetarel. The aim of the
Governaent was to continue its policy of eont~011inl the cultivation in order
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to contribute to achieving a lasting balance between licit supply and demand
while ensuring a minimum of adverse socio-economic consequences for farmers in
affected parts of Turkey.

73. The re~resentative of Australia proposed that the Parties most interested
in exaaining those issues hold multilateral consultations thereon, under INCB
auQplc8s. It was likely, he considered, 'that continuing improvements in plant
breeding and related technology would further increase yields of equivalent
morphine per hectare, thus reducing areas under cultivation and enhancing
security. He pointed out that, even had there been no production by the three
major poppy straw producers during the relevant period, over 300 tonnes of
equivalent morphine would still have been stockpiled by the traditional
producers.

71. The representative of Australia~ addressing himself to the same subject,
stated that actions taken by individual Governments could not be considered in
isolation. These actions were sometimes tied to commercial decisions not
necessarily taken in the country directly concerned. The island state of
Tasmania, in Australia, provided a poppy-growing area for two international
pharmaceutical companies; decisions on production levels were made on the
basis of expected demand for pharmaceutical products manufactured and sold in
the United states and the United Kingdom in particular. The Australian
Federal and state Governments ensured that the two companies complied with the
requirements of the Single Convention and avoided the accumulation of excess
stocks. The companies, moreover, purchased substantial quantities of opiate
raw materials from traditional producers.

12. The representative of Australia pointed out that similar links in
inte~national commerce existed in respect of 'the licit trade in other narcotic
druss and between other states. For this reason, the pattern of the licit
trade as 8 whole should be examined slobal1y, on the basis of informed,
multilateral consultations. The Government of Australia was not insensitive
to the complex problems facing India and Turkey in this matter. It had
pledged itself to eo-operation and mutual concessions in the search for a
long-term solution; it believed, nevertheless, that it was necessary to
reaa88SB the economics of the industry as a whole, having regard to changing
technology and likely future developments.

70. The Rolvadin Alkaloids Factory, the representative of Turkey stated, had
now gone into commercial production and the Government expect~d that existing
stocks of poppy straw would be liquidated over the next 5-6 years. In this
context, he drew particular attention to a number of Economic and Social
Council resolutions and stressed the importance of the relevant part of the
International Drug Control strategy approved by the General Assembly in
resolution 36/168. Paragraph 13 of that strategy called on countries which
had recently begun or expanded production and manufacture of opiates for
export to restrict such production and manufacture mainly to their own
domestic consumption requirements. With regard to exports, it called on them
to exercise maximum restraint in order to avoid displacing long-established
producers. Accordin~ly, it was also de6irable that importing countries obtain
their requirements from those traditional suppliers. It was essential for a
solution to be arrived at that would allow all concerned Governments to apply
the p~ovislons of the relevant Economic and Social Council resolutions, in
keeping with the guidelines established by the strategy.
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74. Recalling interventions by representatives of Australia in previous
sessions of the Commission, he maintained that the Single Convention on
Narcotic Drugs, 1961, as amended by the 1972 Protocol, was the area in whieh a
solution should be sought; this was preferable to seeking to introduce new
elements not mentioned in the treaty. He drew attention to the specific
requirements concerning over-production and the obligations of producers. Any
link between over-production and an increased risk of diversion existed only
if control measures were inadequate, which would be"s breach of tbe
requirements of the Convention. The representative drew attention to the
relevant obligations laid down by the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade
(GATT) and to the fact 'that statistics for 1982 indicated that opium stocks
had increased by 16 tonnes of equivalent morphine whereas poppy straw stocks
had decreased by 16.5 tonnes of equivalent morphine.

75. Referring to'paragraph 54 of E/INCB/1983/1, the representative of
Australia pointed out that excess capacity for processing opiate raw materials
could not be considered in relation to plant capacity in isolation. It would
not, for instance, be realistic to ignore contractual a~rangements for the
disposal ~f the final product.

76. A number of other representatives and observers stressed the need for a
lasting solution to the problem of maintaining an equilibrium between demand
and supply of opiates for medical and scientific needs. The representative of
the USSR stated that no opium had been produced in that country since 1974;
the USSR therefore purchased its opium from India. The observer for
Switzerland stated that switzerland intended very shortly to cease morphine
manufacture. The representative of the United states drew attention to his
Government's policy of ensuring that a minimum of 80 per cent of its opiate
raw materials requirements was purchased from traditional suppliers.

17. The represen~ative of Hungar.y, stressing the urgent need to restore a more
stable balance between supply and demand of licit opiates, drew attention to
paragraph 55 of E/INCR/1983/1. The representative of the Netherlands, d~awing

attention to paragraph 52 of the same document, stated that in the view of his
Government, Turkey was no longer a source of opiate raw material; for this
reason, as indicated in paragraph 51 of E/INCB/1983/1, the Netherlands had
become a major importer of Indian opium, and thus continued to fulfil its
obligations in this field. He also expressed his Gove~nment's satisfaction
with the outc.ome of the dialogue between it and the Board regarding narcotics
control in the Netherlands, as set out in parag~arh 118 of the INCB Report.

18. The representative of the Islamic Republic of Iran expressed the opinion
that a similarity existed between the dangers of drug abuse and abuse of
alcohol and suggested that the INCB should consider this matter. The
represent~tive of the USSR said that he believed he was e~pressing the
concerted opinion of the great majority of members by reaffirming decisions
which had been taken in the Commission several ysars ago regarding alcohol.
The Commission had decided that it had no mandate to concern itself with
alcohol or alcohol misuse; this was outside the terms of reference of the
Commission. There was no reason to believe that earlier positions taken by
the Commission in this matter should change.
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79. The President of the Board expressed the thanks and appreciation of the
lHce for the seneral agreement expressed in the Commission with its posltAon.,
as described in B/INC8/l983/1. A number of specific new developments bad been
men~loned, and these had been carefully noted by the Board. They would, where
appropriate, be pu~sued in consultation with individual Governments concerned,
takins fully into account the confidentiality imposed by the international
druS control treaties in respect of consultation with Governments in so.e
cases.

80. The Board was ready to support all efforts to achieve a stable balance in
respect of the demand and supply of opiate raw materials for medical and
scientific needs. It was permanently at the disposal of Governments and
relevant international organizations to fulfill its functiona within the
mandate slven it under the international drus control treaties.

81. The representative of Turkey, on a point of clarification, stated that
th8~e could be no ambisulty with respect to who we~e the traditional suppliers
of opiates for medical and scientific purposes, and that this concept was
clearly defined in article 24, parasraph 3, of the Single Convention and
further elaborated upon by United Nations bodies and the INCB in their
re.01utloRS and reports. In that connection, he recalled in particular the
discus.lon that had taken place during the twenty-ninth session of tbe
CO_i88ion.

82. At its 944th meeting, on 8 February 1984, the Commission adopted by
CODsensus, as orally amended. a draft resolution entitled "Demand and supp1J
of opiates for medical and scientific needs" (E/CN.7/l984/L.2), co-sponsored
by Be1sium, Germany, Federal Republic of, India, Italy, Madasascar aDd
Turkey. (For the text of this draft resolution, see Chapter I, A, draft
resolution I.)

83. At its 944th meeting, on 8 February 1984, the Commission adopted by
consensus~ as orally amended, a draft resolution entitled "The cannabis
problea" (B/CN.7/1984/L.3), co-sponsored by Bahamas, Brazil, Colombia, Prance,
Ge~anJ, Federal Republic of, Greece, Panama, Senegal, Swaden, Thailand,
United states, USSR and Yugoslavia. (For the text of this resolution, see
Chapter I, A, draft resolution 11.)

D. Review of annual re20rts questionnaire 181

84. At its thirtieth s8ssion, in 1983, the Commission had decided to include
on the draft agenda for its eishth special session an item entitled "Review of
annual reports questionnaire". The reason for doing so was that the
questionnaire then in use had been approved during the Commission's
twenty-sixth ses810n, in 1915, and that, a1thousb the CommissioD had intended
on several occasions to review the questionnaire asain, it had not proved
pOI.ible to do so, because of other, more urgent business before the
Co..lssioD and the brief period of time for discussion at sessions of the
Co_issioD.
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87. The representative of Australia reminded the Commission 'that the annual
reports questionnaire had last been revised in 1975 in anticipation of tbe
entry into force of the 1911 Convention. The questionnaire was especially
important sin~e it covered a broad araa of control and prevention activities.
Review would now be timely and the sugsestlons made in the document under
consideration seemed appropriate. It would be necessary to take into
consideration also the various types of data to be collected, 8S perhaps only
some of these could be processed by computer.

88. The representative of the united States welcomed the introduction of a
questionnaire which would be used to obtain computer-usable data. It would be
advisable for such a questionnaire to focus on new trends in drug abuse and
illicit traffic. The representative of the USSR also welcomed the proposed
revision as this would provide an opportunity to simplify and shorten the
questionnaire. The exercise would also facilitate the clarification of
cartain questions a~d the redrafting of others in a more specific manner.

86. The installation of an electronic data processins system implied a
concomitant need to preseQt any revised questionnaire in a manner that would
elicit data in computer-usable form: the Commisslon concluded, therefore,
that it would be prematu~e and counterproductive to proceed with an, review of
the questionnaire until the form of data that would be compatible with the
projected retrieval and dissemination system had been more clearly established.

89. The reprasentative of Caoaea, while agreeins in seneral with the remarks
made by other speakers, drew attention to the usefulness of clrculatlns a
prelimlnar~ draft to inte~osted Governments so as to eliminate questione which
might be only marginally useful. The representative of France and the
observer for Switzerland both indicated that the introduction of electronic
data processing would result in a generally more efficient infor,matlon
syatem. They point~d o~t, boweve~, thet for some time to eome the
questionnaire would have to take into consideration tbe fact that not all
states were yet. equipped with sophisticated electronic data prot:esslns system••

f

1

1 .

I~ 85. At its eighth special session, the Commission had before it a note by the
l~ Secretary-General on the review of the annual reports questionnaire

,

il,..'..' (E/CN.7/1984/5) Which outlined recent and anticipated developlenta within the
I secretariat of direct relevance to the fOllm that future questionnaires alsht
r" take. In that connection, the Co_lsslon noted that a comp!!terlzed slste. was

j
l being introduced in the Division of Narcotic Dru!s for the storase, retrieval

and diffusion of scientific, technical, legal and general info~ation on
narcotic drugs and psychot~opic substances.

/'

90. Th~ representative of Balsium was of the opinion that many of the
questions in the curren~ questionnaire could already elicit data in a
computer-usable form. While he would welcome further developments in that
direction, he was of the opinion that it would still be necessary to allow for
narrative replies in many instances. The representative of the UnIted Klngdoa
stated that in preparing a revised questionnaire, the s8cret&rlat should
analyzo the draft text with a view to ensuring that it met the needs of all
interested United Nations bodies and determining the possible use thoae bodies
could make of the data obtained. In that connection, the observer for

i'
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tePO/Interpol mentioned that his arsanization was already consulting with the
Division of Narcotic Drugs to ensure that the reporting systems used would not
result in any duplication of effort.

91. In the course of the general debate, many representatives agreed that the
best way to proceed with the proposed revision would be to ask the Division to
have a first draft prepared by an electronic data processing specialist. That
draft could be circulatad to the membere of the Commission for their
comments. In the event that those comments proved to be highly diverse or
incompatible, thought might be given to convening an expert group to further
examine the draft revised questionnaire. The convening of such a group should
only be considered, however, if the work were sufficiently advanced and if the
meeting could be convened within available budgetary resources or financed
from extra-budgetary sources. There was consensus that the secretariat should
proceed along the lines recommended by the Commission and present a progress
report at the thirty-first session, in 1985.
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97 The representative of Belgium pointed out that in recent years 13
pharmaceutical products developed in his country had been proposed for
international control and scheduled under the Single Convention. It was
imperative, in order to assure adequate protection with regard to new products
on the international market, that the scheduling process be carried out with
all speed. Short special sessions could indeed suffice for such matters. He
agreed with the representative of the United Kingdom that additional
examination could be postponed until the thirty-first regular session.

98. The suggestion that no decision should be taken at the present special
eession, but that the question should be examined in more detail at the
thirty-first session, was also supported by the representatives of Australia,
France, Madagascar and the USSR. The observer for Sweden indicated that his
delegation was in favour of holding special sessions, and the observer for
Switzerland emphasized the need for timely action by the Commission. The
representative of India, referring to the rapid evolution of the drug abuse
problem, stated that many of the Commission's important reporting functions
tended to be annual; this was the case, for example, both with respect to the
Commission's role as a Task Force and with respect to the possibilit, of
commentlng on the report of the INCB. In the latter context, he emphasized
that, as national policies relating to the cultivation of narcotic crops were
decided on an annual basis, it should be reviewed annually. India favoured
annual sessIons, either all regular or a combination of regular and special
sessions. He agreed that ~he matter should be reviewed in detail at the next
regular session.

99. At its 945th meeting. on 9 February 1984, the Commission approved by
consensus a draft decision entitled "Alternative means of fulfilling the
Commission's treaty-based functi6ns in lisht of the bienniality of the
Co~~isslon's sessions as a functional commission of the Economic and Social
Council" (E/CN.7/1984/L.6). (For the text of this decision, see chapter VIII,
S, decision 2 (S-VIII).)
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CHAPTER IV

tNTERNATIONAL DRUG CONTROL STRATEGY 12/

Report of the SecretarY-General on the 1984-1985 prosramme of action

100. tn its consideration of the United Nations Basic Five-Year Programme
of Action of the International Drug Control strategy, the Commission had
before it two reports of the Secretary-General concerning the Programme: a
summary report on activities in 1983, the second year of the Programme
(E/CN.7/1984/10), and one on proposed activities for 1984, the third year of
the Programme (E/CN.7/1984/6). The Deputy-Director of the Division,
introducing the documents, noted that the General Assembly had approved the
programme of action for the biennium 1984-1985. The General Assembly, in its
resolution 38/98, had also decided that "beginning with its eighth special
session, the Commission on Narcotic Drugs, meeting in plenary. during its
sessions and in the presence of all interested observers will constitute the
task force envisaged in resolution 36/168 to review, monitor and co-ordinate
the implementation of the drug abuse control strategy and the programme of
action". The1proposa1s in document E/CN.7/1984/6 included proposals for
activities that might be undertaken in 1984 within United Nations regular
budget resources and activities suggested for extra-budgetary financing.

101. The Deputy-Directo~ asked that the Commission consider allowing some
flexibility in respect of activities that might be undertaken in 1984, as had
been done during the Commission's thirtieth session in respect of the
biennium, and with the possibility of recourse to extra-budgetary, voluntarily
provided resources, to the extent that these might become available. Within
the regular budget of the United Nations for the biennium 1984-1985, funds had
been allocated for the carrying out of project A.l, "Reduction of excessive
stocks of licit opiate raw materia1s"~ This allocation included funds for a
consultant as well as for 8 meeting of an expert group.

102. Funds had also been allocated for project A.2; thee,e funds we~e

needed to finance a preparatory study in i984 on measures that could be more
widely adopted to counter maritime drug smuggling and drug smuggling in
freight and for an expert group meeting on the subject to be organized
possibly in 1985. In addition, in respect of project A.5, some financing had
been agreed for the provision of consultancy services to Member states which
were encountering"difficulties in becoming Parties to the international drug
control treaties on the best ways of overcoming those difficulties.

103. The remaind~r of the projects proposed for implementation in 1984
would be dependent on extra-budgetary, voluntarily provided resources, to the
extent that these might become available. Several Governments had already
indicated their intention of providing either funds or contributions in kind
for the implementation of some projects. The Division was not, however, able
at this point to be specific about those proposals because they were s~i11 at
various stages of approval in the Member States concerned.

104. The representative of the United Kingdom recalled decisions taken by
the Commission during its thirtieth session concerning an outline of
activitiea that might be undertaken during the biennium 1984-1985. 21/ This
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outline, which was later adopted by the Economic and Social Council and the
General Assembly, pe~itted SOMe flexibility to tbe Division in takins account
of cbang1ns circumstances and of tbe availability of resources. The proposals
contained in doc~ent B/CN.7/1984/6 represented a reasonable development of
tbis outline and merited endorsement by tbe Commission.

105. It was important to remember that tbe proposed programme did not
represent the total workload being undertaken bi tbe Division in respect of
tbe Internatiunal Drug Control strategy; it would be regrettable to
perpetuate a situation in whicb routine work undertaken by tbe United Nations
drug control orsans was treated separately from tbe Five-Year Programme of
Action, whicb represented only a small part of the total work schedule. The
Com.lssion misbt wisb to ask tbe Division to prepare a paper Cor the .
tbirty-first session of the Commission, setting out tbe overat~ schedule of
work for tbe bienniu. and incorporating and identlfylns propo~als to be
included in tbe programme of action. Full appreciation of tbe bulk of the
routine and continuing work of the Division would only be possible when such
an overall description was available; there would also tben be no risk of the
Co..ission deciding on an unrealistic and unbalanced programme of action. It
would be belpful if the Division, when presenting such a paper, were to .~

indicate tbe budgetary implications of tbe various activities and projects
belns undertaken by tbe united Nations drug control organs. The Commission
could not take financial decisions, but more awareness of budgetary
implications would help it in reacbins judgements concernins activities that
might realistically be undertaken.

106. The representative of the united States said that while his
Government was strongly committed to international dru~ control, through
bilateral and multilateral efforts, it shared the commitment of the
Governments of other Member States to controlling budgetary growth in the
United Nations system. He hoped that the Commission would continue to
identify specific activities annually, in order of priority within the
programme of action, and expressed general support for the list of projects
contained in document E/CN.7/1984/6.

107. With regard to project A.l, "Reduction of excessive stocks of licit
opiate raw materials", the Government of the United states wished to stress
that all activities should be planned and implemented with the full
participation of the INCS and 1n consonance with the stated goals of the
coaaisllion. As far all project A.2, "Dru& law enforcement", was concerned, the
reprellentative suggested that the Division consJder activities that would
address issues such as the control of immediate precursors to controlled
substances and the development of drug law enforcement techniques
(e.s. controlled delivery and dru! law enforcement training). The Division
could be of assistance in collecting "trainlns packages" from Governments that
had found theM useful and making these avallable to the Governments of other
Me.be~ States on request. Sub-projects A.2 .(i1) and A.2 (iil) might, with
advantage, be supported financially by the customs Co-operation Council (CeC)
and ICPO/Interpol.

108. Witb respect to project A.3, "Scientlfic research", the
representative of the united states urged that the Laboratory Section of the
Division of Narcotic Drugs conduct activities befitting the generous resources
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available to it and suggested that it act upon the recommendations of a report
(document HNAR/8/1979) on methods for the eradication of illicit narcotic
crops.' He reco.-ended that the United Nations sponsor an internationally
co-ordinated programme of research to develop safe and effective chemical
control asents and to evaluate those herbicidal chemicals that were
comm.ercially available for the destruction of illicit coca bush CUltivation.
This activity should be given higb priority, in view of the apparent
availability of the necessary resources within the 1984-1985 biennium budget.
S~b-project A.3 (iv) "An examination of present literature on cocaine", was
also both timely and necessary. The Government of the United states was ready
to assist the Division in carrying out those activities.

109. In respect of the demand reduction activities described in project
A.4. the representative of the United states suggested that the Division
consult with WHO to determine what measures could develop or improve tbe
ability of Governments to conduct epidemiological studies on the prevalence
and incidence of drug abuse; he asked that WHO also co-operate with Member
states to develop such systems.

110. In respect of project A.S, "tnfo~ation", tbe Division's intention to
further develop an information and data processing capability was very
welcome. I~ was to be hoped that it would not be necessary to expend scarce
resources on measures to increase the number of states Parties to the
international drug control treaties and that Governments which had not yet
adhered to those treaties would do so expeditiously. Such activity should, in
any case, bs undertaken in full consultation with the INCB. It would also be
useful if the Division, subject to the availability of resources, were to
identify sources of data that could be made available to the international
community on research concerning demand reduction. Such data might be
obtained in respect of bio-physica1 studies and of the fo~a1 evaluation of
prevention and treatment programmes. If it were feasible. the presentation of
the title, source and abstract in a single document would be desirable.
Finally. the representative of the United states believad that the Commission
and the Division should consider better means of developing and proposing
activities for the programme of action and expressed the readiness of his
Government to assist in this endeavour.

111. The observer for Sweden stated that he would have p~eferred document
I/C8.7/1984/6 to set out more concrete activities. It was important that the
Governments of individual Member states assist the Division in implementing
individual projects. If this could not be achieved. the Division might
consider handing'over primary responsibility for some of the activities
fore.een in document R/CN.7/1984/6 to concerned intergovernmental
organizations. Specifically, in activities related to maritime drug smuggling
and the detection of, drugs being moved in freight, tCPO/Interpo1 and the cce

. could take the leading role.

112. The observer for Sweden agreed with earlier speakers that .ere joint
concent~ation on the identification of needs and the formulation of proposals
for inclusion iq any future programmes of action was desirable. This should
take into account possibilities for closer eo-ordination with .
intersovernmental organizations that might take a greater share of the burden
of financing and organizing individual activities. It would be necessary.
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durlns the Commi~sion's thirty-first session, for decisions to be made on the
content of the fifth year of the Prosramme of Action and on whether it was
dealrab1e to 0~t1ine a second five-year programme.

113. It was essential for the Governments of Member states to help the
Division to plan any new programme of action and to present new ideas for
activities that might be included. Without proposals on concrete and
effective prosrammes, there was no possibility for gettins an increase in the
Division's regular budget. It was also necessary to present very precise
financial implications in respect of each planned activity. The observer for
Sweden agreed with the representative of the Unit~d Kinsdom that this could
bQst be achieved in the context of greater knowledge of the complete work
schedule of the united Nations drug control orsans and of the budgetary
implications of implementing that schedule. Deliberations resarding the
bUdget and the prog~amme during the Commission's thirty-first session would be
very important as these would provide the basis for the work pro~ramme to be
carried out within the framework of the United Nations budget for 1986-1987.

114. The Division had a key role to play with resard to United Nations
work OD drug control. One important aspect of this was to implement the
International Drug Control strategy. A second essential task was to initiate
and co-ordinate co-operation between Member states and regions in applying
measures to interdict the illicit dru3 traffic and to prevent and reduce
demand. There was no doubt that more could be accomp1is~ed if the Division
disposed of greater resources. The Government of Sweden hoped that the review
to be undertaken in 1984 by the Committee on Programme and Co-ordination (CPC)
would address this issue and make proposals to improve the situation in order
that the Division might be enabled to initiate plans and develop programmes
thath would permit the achievement of these major tasks. The cpe
recommendations would have particular importance in the United Nations system
in respect of the regular budget proposals for the biennium 1986-1987.

115. Finally, the observ~e fo~ Sweden emphasized the importance of Member
states' ensurlns. to the e~t~tlit possible, that concerned specialized agencies
allocate higher priority to drug control activities. Those agencies should
allocate financial resources from within their regu1a~ budgets for this work;
there should be less reliance on financial support from UNFDAC.

116. The representative of Belgium agreed with the sentiments expressed by
the representatives of the United Kingdom and the United states. The app~oach

to all years of the Five-Year Programme of Aetlon should remain flexible; it
was essential that Member states assist in keeping it so by proposing, and
he1pins tn plan and implement, specific elements within the Programme.

117. t~e representative of France concurred with the ideas developed by
the representative of the United lingdom. He also suggested that the paper
prepared by the secretariat should in future contain information on the cost
and manner of financing projects that it was proposed to finance out of
extra-budgetary resources. The representative of Greece expressed general
agreement with the approach of the representative of the United Kingdom. The
representative of the USSR also agreed with that approach and suggested that
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tbe Commission take note of the two documents under discussi~n and oxamine the
programme for: the biennium 1986-1.987 in detail during the Commission's
thirty-first session.

121. Tne Direc~or of the Division thanked the Commission, through the
Chairman, for the helpfUL comments aud guidelines that had been received for
the second year in succession. Careful note had been taken of all suggestions
in order that the Division might, in unde~t~king its activities, accurately
reflect the wishes of Member states. The Director mentioned i~ particular the
helpful guidance prowided in respect of the dichotomy which could eme~ge if
the Commission were not in a position to analyze pr.ojects proposed for the

119. The observers for ICPO/Interpo1, the cec, the Colombo Plan Bureau and
the South American Agreement on Narcotic Drugs and Psychotropic Substances
also addressed the Commission. They outlined the wide range of activities
carried out by their organizations and spoke in detail of those that involved
co-ordinated action with the Division. Toe latter activities included the
prQvision of regional training for drug law enforcement professionals and, in
the case of the Colombo Plan Bureau, for those working to prevent and reduce
drug abuse. The observers pledged their organizations' continuing support for
the relevant work being undertaken under the auspices of the Commission.

120. The observer for the 8ahi'i International Community outlined the work
undertaken through the Community's 142 national affiliates to p~~mote total
abstinence, not only from drugs but also from alcoholo These activiti6~ aimed
to tackle the problem at source by preventing any emergence of drug abuse.
The observer pledged continuing support to the work of the Commission. The
observer for the World Federation of United Nations Associations outlined tbe
closer co-operation that had recently developed between concerned
non-governmental organizations (NGOs) and the Division and mentioned in
particular the formation of a Vienna-based NGO committee in 1983. This new
committee was comp~ised of representatives of 22 NGOs eoncerned with social,
legal and medical issues. The work of tne Division in encouraging NGOs to
support drug control actiyities was appreciated and and was to be commanded.
Efforts were being made to gncourage similar contacts between appropriate NGOs
and WHO and the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural
Organization (UNESCO).

118. The representative of India welcomed the inclusion of project A.l,
ttReduction of excessive stocks of licit opiate raw materials~', in the 1984
programme. In the context of project 8.6, "Drug law enforcement training",
the Government of India, in co-ordination with the United Nations, had
consistently offered contributions in kind, in te~s of training facilities,
to the international ccmmunity. Three regional drug law enforcement seminars
had been organized in India, and all had been very well received. The

; Government would host a fupther seminar, to be organized jointly with the
J Division o at New Delhi in April 1984; it was hoped for maximum participation
;!I from various interested countries. The representative of Canada drew
1 attention to the priority his Government accorded to sub-project A.2 (i)
r

.1 concerning the forfeiture of the profits and proceeds of drug crimes. The
'I.) represen~ative of Australia asked that the INca be fully involved in the

'1, implementation of project A.l.
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Five-Year Programme of Action in conjunction \'tb tb~ onsolns prosr..-e
reflected in the overall scheduled work for the blennlum. Impleaentatlon of
the Commission's sugcestions, and the detailed discusslons which it had been
proposed be held during the Commission's thirtr-first leslion, would provide
an excellent opportunity for the co-ordination of plannins in respect of the
presentatluli of the budget for the bienniUII 1986-1987.

122. The Director welcomed the Commission's renewal of support for that
part of the Division's work ~~~leh was undertaken in close co-ordination with
ICPO/lnterpol~ the CCC and concerned specialized asencies. It would Indeed be
very useful if those specialized aleneies could, in accordance with previous
~esolution8 of the United Nations drus control ors_n., identlfr resources fre.
within their regular budgets for work which would i_prove drus control in all
relevant aspects.

123. Finally, the Director ezpr~ssed the Division'l sreat appreciation for
the support received from the Governments of many Kember states in respect of
the implementation of the 1983 prosramme of action. She welcomed the support~

in principle, which the Commission had expreRsed for the elements of the 1984
programme of action as set out in document B/CN.7/1984/6 and, In particular,
the specific offers of assistance made by the representatives of India, SWeden
and the United states.

124. At its 945th meetins, on 9 Febr~ary 1984, the Commission adopted by
consensus a draft decision entitled "Programme of action for the bieftnl~

1984-1985: third year of the United Nations Basic Five-Year Prosramme of the
International Drug Centrol stratesy" (B/CN.7/1984/L.5). (For the text of this
deeisloD i see chapter VIII, B, decision 1 (S-VIII).)
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CHAPTBR V

RBPORT OF THB UNITED NATIONS FUND FOR DRUG ABUSB CONTROL FOR 1983 221

125. The Executive Director of the United Nations Fund for Drus Abuse
Control introduced an interim report (B/CN.7/1984/11) which presented a
summary description of UNFDAC's p~og~amme development and fund-raising
activities. Detailed accounts of th~ progress of and expenditures on
individual projects were also available in two background documents.

I

126. In 1983, 80 per cent of UNFDAC's resources had been allocated to
21 p~ojects in 10 countries faced with major narcotics control problems. In
addition, UNFDAC had eupported regional t~alning and research activities. As
of the end of October, contributions received in 1983 totalled $US 4 million.
An additional .US 3.4 million was pledged to UNFDAC for 1984. actIvities. The
Government of Italy had also made a five-year special-purpose commitment of
$US 40.9 million to UNFDAC, primarily for development activities in the Andean
Gub-region.

121. The Executive Director described recent developments with respect to
the new operational model introduced by UNFDAC referred to as the "maeterplan
concept". He eaid that the many useful and positive comments received from
Member states concerning it h~~ resulted in a fu~ther refinement of the model
and the initial drafting of maste~plans for certain key areaa of the world.
Preliminary drafts of maoterplans had already been developed for Bolivia,
Pakistan and Thailand.

128. UNFDAC would shortly be in a position to submit masterplans Cer the
attention of Governments prepared to give assistance. Those plans would
include information cn countries' needs and priorities and an exhaustive
listing of drug control project profiles. The information so preaented would
allow potential contributors to select the countries, the sectors and the
types of projects they might wish to support. This partieul&r approach
widened the range of poasibilities offered to Member states to make recourse
to multilateral assistance. The operational involvement of both parties at
all stages, from project plannins to project implementation, constituted a
particular. feature of the innovation.

129. Turning ·to the issue of law enforcement, the Executive Director of
UNFDAC said that there was absolute consensus among Hember states that it wa~

meaningless to spend the money of the international community on narcotics
control programmes when there was no reasonable expectation that those
programmes would contribute to the reduction of the supply and demand of
illicit drugs. The conceptual conflict between development and law
enforcement was artificial and misleadint and it was obvious that the concept
of law -enforcement was embodied in whatever programme UNFDAC financed.

130. He concluded by expressing appreciation to those coun~ries and
private organi~ations which had contributed to UNFDAC and to the
Uniled Nations bodies executors of UNFDAC-financed projects.
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131. Hany of th6 22 representatives and observe~s who addreased the
Commission on !/CN.7/1984/11 commended the Executive Director on the wark of
UNFDAC and expressed strons support for,the new masterplan concept sad
appreciation to the Government of Italy for its generous commitment. Some
representatives referred to their continuing financial support ~f UNFDAC and
encouraged other Governments to.follow the lead of Italy by sUbstantially .
increasing their contributions. The representative of Japan announced that
his Government would increase its annual contribution to UNFDAC by $US 100.000
in 1984, subject to the approval of the Parliament. The representative of the
Federal Republic of Germany confi~ed his Government's general contribution of
DK 2 million for 1984. The representative of Belgium alsa confirmed his
Government's contribution to UNFDAC. Other delegations indicated that their
Governments were providing increased support to UNFDAC activities. One·
representative urged all developing countries to make even nominal
eontrlbutlona to UNFDAC.

132. Representatives of several countries welcomed UNFDAC~s increased
efforts to involve both the countries siving and the countries rec~lving

assistance at all stages of projects~ from planning tbroutb implementatlon.
Many representatives also Bupported the concept and role of law enfGreement as
presented by the Executive Director o~ UNFDAC, and stressed the need for
effective controlu on illicit drug eul~ivatlon by host Governments QS an
essential comnonent of crop replacement ~rogrgmmes. The need was also
stressed to elaborate a comnrehensive overview of assistance development
activities to be carried out in the highly productive areas ot illicit
poppy cultivation in Burma. Some representatives expressed particular
interest iu and support for mVFDAC's new initiatives in the Andean sub-
reRion. The representative of the United Sta.tes announced tha.t his Govel~ent

was prepared to provide technical assistance to UNFDAC for project planning
end develo:pment in that· area..

133. The represent~tive of Itel1'~nder1ined the serio~sness of the
worldwide drug problem and the urgent need for the international community to
~espond immediately and to present & united front by channellinr. fun~a throush
UNFDACe He also p~~ised UNFDAC's new initiatives in assessing Rational Qnd
regional needs, identifying priorities and designing projects. The
representative of Sweden, referring to a ~ecent evaluation of UNFDAC conducted
by the Swedish Hiniatrf of ForeiGn Affairs, mentioned the evolving role of
UNFDAC. The evaluation bad concluded that the main task of UNFDAC was to
initiate, co-ordinate and evaluats narcotics control programmes and that tbe
expori~nce gained to date in pilot projects must now be applied, Ob 0 larger
scale, in va~ious regions of tbe world.

134. . The representatives of Pakist~n, Thailand and Tu~keJ expressed .
appreciation fo~ the asslstanca provided by UNFDAC and highlighted some
instances of fruitful collaboration. In Pakistan, for e%ample, the Buner
p1'"oject area is now free of opium poppy; ln 1976, when the project began,
Buner produced about one-third of the opium in the country. .In Thailand,
respon51bi11ty f9r all but 18 of the project villages has been transferred la
Tha! line agencies and init.ial plans for eliminating a large part of ~he oplwm
POPPl cultivation in the country are belns developed. Turkey continues to
maintain tight control ove~ licit poppy cultivation and, as a renult of strict
law enforeemenL measures, t~ansi~ trafficking routes are ~hiftlng to tbe
eastern Hediterranean.
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135. In hi. repl,. the Bxecutive Director expressed hi. appreciation for
the .any po.itive interventions and .aid that the comments received would be
taken fully into consideration by UNFDAC as it continued to develop prOlra.mes
to •••llt cOdotrle. In copins with the dru& abuse phena.enon.

-.
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CHAPTBR VI

CONSIDBRATION OF RBCOMMENDATIONS RECEIVBD FROM SUBSIDIARY
BODIES DEALING WITH THE ILLICIT TRAFFIC !!I

136. The Co..l~sion had before it docu.ent R/CH.7/1984/8 which contalned
reco..endationl from: the sixteenth seslion of the Sub-Ca.ais.ion on Illicit
DruB Traffic and Related Matters in the Near and Middle B.lt; the Tenth
Meetins of Operational Headl of National Law Bnforc6~nt Asencie8, Far leet
Resion (HONLIA); a joint aaetins between the Sub-Co..isslon OD Illicit DruB
Traffic and Related Hatters in the Near and Middle Bast and the Tenth HONLEA
Meetins; a joint .eetins between the Heed' of National Drus Law Enforcement
~lencle8 froa states in the Near an~ Middle East and Europe; and an Expert
Gro~ Meetlns on the Forfeiture of the Profit8 and Proceeds of Drug Crl..s.
Thes8'Jl8etlns& had been convened by the Division of Narcoti~ Drus- In 1983
under the auspices cf the Co..188ion on Narcotic DruS8. The ca.ais.lon .1so
bad before it document E/CN.7/1984/8/Add.1 tihicb contained a draft resolution
adopted by the Sub-Co..lssion on Illicit Drug Traffic and Related Matterl tn
the Near and Middle Bast at ita seventeentb selsion for considaratlon by the
co_ission.

137. The representative of Turkey, who had served al Chai~an of the
sub-Co..i8slon, introduced the draft resolution and cem.ended it to the
Co..is8ion for adoption. The representative of India, who had ~erv.d as
Chai~an of the Tenth ~eetlng of HONLEA as well as of the first joint ...tinSj
between the Sub-Co.-ission and HONLBA, also co-.ended the draft re.olution to
the Co.-lesion for adoption. The draft fully reflected the extent to which
.anJ drus law enforcement agencies in .est resions faced si.ilar prob1e.s. It
also set out the activities that could IIOst uaefu11y be undertaken by the ·'1

united Nations, in co-operatlo9 with Me.ber State. and concerned 1

Intersoverruaenta1 organlzationa, to help to arrive at solutions to thole,l
probleMS. I

138. The representative of the united Stat••; In supportins the
resolution, .antloned as a particular concern the grovins evidence of close
lints between the illicit drug traffic and the i11esal traffic IQ ar,as,
subversion, international te~roris. and other organized crl.lnal activities.
He referred to the increaslns reliance by terrorists and subversive sroups on
proflts fro. the i11esa1 drug trade.

139. The representative of Canada supported the adoption of the draft
resolution. He mentioned, In particular, the estant to which the .pp~oache.

beins developed and co-ordinated under the auspice. of the Co.-l.sloD could
lead first to the traclns and freezlns of the profits and proceeds of drug
cri~s and then to their forfeiture by due procels of law. It w•• nee••••ry
to continuQ to ex..lne the p0881bilitJ of eatabll~hinl International standards
and closer autual judicial co-operation, bi1aterall, and .u1tl1aterallr, in
tbe purluit of thOle objectlves.

140. The repreeentatlve of the United lingdo. a180 stressed the interest
of hi. Govera.ent in the develo~nt of measures that would facilitate the
tracing of the profita and proceeds of drug crimes with a view to the
initiation of forfeiture proceedlnss.



141. The representative of Sri Lanka, describing the situation in the
:, subregion of which Sri Lanka formed part as ttexp10sive", stated that the joint
) meeting between the Sub-Commission and HONLRA bad been of sreat value.

Info~a1 arrangements to improve the exchange of operational information and
co-ordinated action had resulted from the meeting. The Government of Sri
Lanka now offered to act as host to a further technically oriented meeting to
pursue the practical application of those measures. The representative asked
for the support of the United Nations, of ICPO/Interpo~ and of the Colombo
Plan Bureau in that endeavour. The offer to act as host to a further meeting
was welcomed by representatives of other states.
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142. The representative of Australia spoke of the continuing value of the
annual HONLRA meetings; they had enabled many valuable drug law enforcement
measures to be pursued. The joint meeting in 1983 between the Sub-Commission
and HONLEA had also been extremely. useful; the pattern should be continued at
suitable intervals and whenever necessary. The Government of Australia also
accorded high priority to the further exploration of measures to achieve the
tracing and freezing of the profits and proceeds of drug crimes with a view to
their forfeiture.

t

143. The representative of the Federal Republic of Germany spoke of the
urgent need to develop new legislative authority to permit the investigation
of drug traffiekers' financial assets. This was necessary in order to trace
and freeze the profits and proceeds of drug crimes and to gather the evidence
n9cessary to support forfeiture of such ~rofits and proceeds through due
judicial process.

144. The representative of Italy affirmed that close links had been
discovered between organized drug trafficking, other forms of organized crime,
terrorism, and arms smuggling. Interdependence between these c~iminal

activities had been proved beyond doubt in a number of eases; the
destabil1zing and subversive effects of these activities were beyond question.

145. The representatives of Argentina, Bahamas, Brazil, France, German
Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece, Hungary, Italy,
Netherlands, Pakistan, Pe~u, United states and Yugoslavia and the observer for
Sweden also exp~essed thai~ support for the main thrust and focus of the draft
resolution. A number of those representatives referred specifically to the
need to develop rapid and secure means of communeation, resional 'co-ordinating
mechanisms in regions in which they did not exist, and leglslative and other
measures to ensure that drug traffickers and their associates did not p~ofit
f~o. or retain the profits and proceeds of their crimes and that bilateral and
multilateral eo-operation in this field between member states was
strengthened. The representative of the Bahamas questioned whether the links
between drUB trafficking and international terrorism were sufficiently proven
to merit their inclusion in the draft resolution.

146. In expressing support for the draft resolution as a whole, the
representatives of the Ge~an Democratic Republic and the USSR asked that
their reservations be recorded. Suppo~t for the draft resolu~ion did not
imply that the two Governments' attitudes had changed regarding ICPO/Interpol
and UNFDAC. The observers for IePO/Interpo1 and the CCC spote of initiatives
being ~aken by those orsanizations with respect to the illicit traffic. Both

I
I,
.f

.1



- 39 -

observers also expressed their organizations' support for the draft resolution.

147. The repres~ntative of the Bahamas also supported the main themes of
the draft resolution, but asked that it be recorded that until Governments had
had an opportunity to study the full report of the Expert Group on the
Forfeiture of the Profits and Proceeds of Drug Crimes, the Bahamas was of the
opinion that the resolution of the Sub-Commission should ~ef1ect the title of
the expert group, that is, "The fo~felture of the proceeds of drug crimes".
The representative therefore expressed specific reservations with regard to
the addition to the text of the draft resolution of the ~ords "tracing and
freezing". She assured the Commission that the Government of the Bahamas
would certainly endeavour to concur with any measures recommended by the
Ex~ert Group which were consistent with the constitution and legislation of
the' Bahamas.

148. All speakers exp.ressed appreciation to the Sub-Commission for the
initiative taken to provide a comprehensive draft resolution. The
representative of Turkey, responding on behalf of the Sub-Commission, said
that this appreciation was a source of great encouragement to the
Sub-Commission in its work. He expressed particular thanks to the
rep~esentative of the Bahamas and others who t in the interests of developing a
consensus, had expressed overall support for the draft resolution, in spite of
the reservations they had expressed with regard to parts of individual
paragraphs.

149. At its 946th meeting, on 9 February 1984, the Commission adopted by
consensus, as amended, a draft resolution entitled "International campaign
against the traffic in drugs" (E/CN.7/1984/8/Add.l), recommended by the
seventeenth session of the SUb-Commission on Illicit Drug Traffic and Related
Matters in the Near. and Middle East. (For the text of this resolution, see
chapter VIII, A, resolution 3 (S-VIII).)
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CHAPTER VII

ORGANIZATION OF THE SESSION AND ADMINISTRATIVE MATTERS

A. Opening and duration of the session

150. The Commission on Narcotic Drugs held its eig~th special session at
Vienna from 6 to 10 February 1984. Ten plenary meetings were held (939th to
948th meetings). 241 The outgoing Chairman of the thirtieth session of the
Commission opened the eighth special session. The Director-General of the

l

United Nations Office at Vienna (UNOV) addressed the Commission. He
emphasized that concerted action on the part of all elements of the
international drug control system was essential if the international campaign
to ward off the evils of drug abuse was to bear fruit .

151. The Deputy to the Director-General, UNOV, and Director of the
Diviaion of Narcotic Drugs made a statement which provided an overview of the
drug abuse and illicit traffic situation and outlined the activities of the
Division over the past year in meeting its obligations both under the treaties
and in response to specific requests from the Commission. She drew attention
to the issuance of the Multilingual Dictionary on Narcotic Drugs and
Psychotropic Substances (ST/SOA/NAR/1) and the completion of the Quick Testing
Kit to aid in identifying illicit substances. The Director stressed the need
for collaboration among all bodies in the United Nations system,
intergovernmental organizations and non-governmental organizations in
combating the drug menace.

B. Attendance

152. The session was attended by the representatives of 40 States members
of the Commission, by observers from 25 other states and by representatives of
1 specialized agency, 4 intergovernmental and 26 non-governmental
organizations in consultative status with the Economic and Social Council
(annex I).

153. Letters concerning mention in the list of participants
(E/CN.7/1984/INF.2/Rev.1) of the Federal Health Agency of the Federal Republic
of Germany were-addressed to the Chairman by the representatives of the German
Democratie Republic and "the USSR. At their request, those letters were
reproduced by the secretariat and distributed as an official document of the
eighth special sesslon of the Commission (E/CN.7/1984/12). In respect of this
matter, the representatives of the Federal Republic of Germany and the United
states (the latter acting also on behalf of the representatives of France and
the United Kingdom) reserved their right of reply. When received, those
replies will be reproduced by the secretariat and distributed to the
Commission under cover of document E/CN.7/1984/12/Add.l).

"
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C. ~leetion of officers

154. At its 939th meeting, on 6 February 1984, the Commission elected the
following officers by consensus:

I:11I".

\

I
I

156. The Steering Committee held one meeting on 6 February, another on
7 February and two on 8 February 1984 to examine bow best to adjust the
schedule of the Commission's meetings to allow it to complete its
consideration of all agenda items.

155. At the same meeting, a Steering Committee was set up consisting of
the representatives of Argentina, Belgium, Canada, France, Ge~any, Federal
Republic of, Hungary. India, Italy, Madagascar, Mexico, Pakistan, Thailand,
Turkey, USSR, United Kingdom, United states aad Yugoslavia.

Chairman:

First Vice-Chairman:

Second Vice-Chairman:

Rapporteur:

Dr. Istvan Bayer (Hungary)

Hr. Maurice Randrianame (Madagascar)

Mr. Hairaj Husain (Pakistan)

Mr. B. Huyghe (Belgium)
I

r
It
It

I'
r
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D. Secretariat

157. In the absence of the Director-General of UNOV, the Director of the
Division of Narcotic Drugs represented the Secretary-General during the
s9ss10n. The Division se~ved the Commission as secretariat.

E. Adoption of the agenda

158. At its 939tb meeting, the Connlssion -adopted by conserP.aus the
provisional agenda (E/CN.7/1984/1) agreed on by the Commission at its
thirtieth session and approved by the Economic and Social Council
(decision 1983/184.IV). The agenda was as follows:

1. Election of officers

\

1

2. Adoption of the agenda

3. Consideration of notifications for scheduling of narcotic drugs or
psychotropic substances

4. Review of establishment of guldellnes for the exemption of
preparations under the provisions of article 3 of the Convention on
Psychotropic Substances

5. Review of the report of the International Narcotics Control Board for
1983

I
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F. Sub-Commission on Illicit Drug Traffic and Related
Matters in the Near and Middle East

other urgent business

Review of annual reports questionnaire (article 18 of the Single
Convention and article 16 of the Convention on Psychotropic
Substances)

Examination of alternative means of fulfilling the Commission's
treaty-based functions in the light of the biennia1ity of the
Commission's seesions as a functional commission of the Bconomic and
Social Council

7.

8.

6.

159. The Sub-Commission on Illicit Drug Traffic and Related Hatters in the
Near and Middle East held its seventeenth session at Vienna on
2 February 1984. Mr. Erdem Brner (Turkey) and Mr. Malraj Hussin (Pakistan)
were unanimously elected Chairman and Vice-Chairman respectively. The Tenth
Heeting of "ONLRA, the Customs Co-operation Council, ICPO/lnterpol. the
International Road Transport Union. INca and UNFDAC were represented by
observers.

161. The SUb-Commission decided that the Chairman should be authorized to
pursue with Governments of the region the possibility of meeting in one of the
capitals of the region during the first week of October 1984. If this proved
not to be possible. the SUb-Commission would convene again at Vienna.

160. The Sub-Commission considered developments in the region and in other
regions affected by the illicit traffic from or through the area of the
SUb-Commission since its sixteenth session (3-4 October 1983) and since its
joint meetings with Heads of National Drug Law Enforcement Agencies frolft
States in Europe (6-8 October 1983) and the Tenth Heeting of HONLRA
(10-11 November 1983) and made recommendations thereon to the Commission
(E/CN.7/1984/8/Add.l).
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CHAPTER VIII

RESOLUTIONS AND DECISIONS ADOPTED BY THE COMMISSION
AT ITS EIGHTH SPECIAL SESSION

~he Commi~ajon on Narcotic ~rugsL

Guidetines proposed fQ! use bI national authorities

Recalling its resolutions .2(S-VI) of 19 February 1980 and 5(XXX) of
16 February 1983,

I

~
I

I

I
I

I
I

A. Resolutions

9uidelines for the exemption of pre~!rations from certain
~ontrol measures under the provisions of article 3 of the
1971 ~onv!.!!t::.ion on PSI..chotropic Substances 25/

1 (S-VIII).

ponvinced of the need for Governments to contribute to the development of
further guidelines, in light of the experience gained during the application
of the guidelines currently in force,

(b) A preparation containing a psychotropic substance in association with
a narcotic drug listed in Schedule I or II of the Single Convention on
Narcotic Drugs, 1961, should not be exempted; exemption can only be
authorized if the preparation has been listed in Schedule III of that
Convention by the Commission, in accordance with the amendment procedure
established by the provisions of article 3, paragraph 4, of the Convention;

~pprovea the following guidelines for use by nationai authorities~ the
World Health Organization and the Commission on Narcotic Drugs:

Bearing in mind that decisions taken by it in respect of the termination
of an exemption must consider the social and economic conditions pertaining in
the country granting the exemption, including the level of development of its
national medical services and national drug distribution system,

(a) A preparation containing a psychotropic substance in association with
(i) another psychotropic substance, (i1) a narcotic drug or (ili) a
psychoactive substance not under international control with known abuse
potential, should not be ezempted; nevertheless, exemption of a preparation
in any of the three above categories which is compounded in such a manner that
it presents a negligible risk of abuse may b~ envisaged;

Having considered the report by the Secretary-General of 16 December 1983
entitled "Review of establishment of guidelines for the exemption of
preparations unde~ the provisions of article 3 of the 1971 Convention on
Psychotropic Substances" (E!CN.7/1984/4),

~aving taken note of documents MNH/18.1 and MNH/82.51 containing proposals
by World Health Or.ganization consultative groups concerning guidelines for
granting exemptions under the provisions of article 3 of the 1971 Convention
on Psychotropic Substances,
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Guidelines p~oposed fot_use by the World Hea1t~ Org~nization

1he C~~ission on Narcotic Drugs,

Reca11i"1 the decision taken at its eighth speeial session to place
pentazocine under international control,

~rocedure to be followed to col1ectin~~!ta on opiold
~gonists and antagonists in view of their possible
scheduling under the Single Convention ~~_Nareotic O~UgS,

1961 26/

2(S-VIII).

(c) A preparation containing a psychotropic substance in injectable
dosage form should not be exempted;

(f) A preparation containing a psychotropic substance should not be
exempted from the requirements of article 12 of the 1971 Convention on
Psychotropic Substances;

(g) Guidelines (d), (a) and (f) notwithstanding, i~.vitr9. diagnostic
reagents, buffers and analytical standards containing psychotropic substances
may be exempted from the provisions of articles 10 and 12 of the 1971
Convention; ~

(e) A preparation containing a psychotropic subst~nce should not be
exempted from the provisions of article 10, paragraph 2, of the 1971
Convention on Psychotropic Substances, unless such exemption would be in
keeping with nQtional statutory requirements;,

(d) A preparation containing a psychotropic substance should not be
exempted from the provisions of article lOt paragraph 1~ of the 1971
Convention on Psychotropic SubGtances;

(h) The World Health Organization should not routinely review Parties V

notifications of exemptions intended only for dom~stic use; however, whe~e

there is evidence that a specific exemption granted by a competent national
authority does not comply with guidelines (a) - (e) above, and might
constitute a d8nge~ to the public health of the country concerned, the World
Health OrgQnization should immediately draw the attention of the competent
national authority to the possible public health hazard and advise the
Commission on Narcotic Drugs of its action in this regard. If, however, there
is evidence that such exemption constitutes a danger to another country, the
World Health Organization should proceed to examine the exemption as a matter
of urgency.

t!
r'

~are that pentazocine is one of a number of substances of similar
properties generally known as opioid agonists and antagonists~

Aware also of the argument that these substances, while similar in some
respects to substances scheduled under the 1971 Convention on Psychot~opic

Substances~ are similar in many more respects to substances scheduled under
the Single Convention·on Narcotic Drugs, 1961.

.. !J....01
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3 (S-VIII) International ~~paign against the traffic ~! drugs 1.71

Ih!-Commission on Narcotic Dru&!,

Recalling General Assembly resolutions 36/132 of 14 December 1981,
36/168 of 16 December 1981, 37/198 of 18 December 1982 and 38/122 cf
16 December 1983,

2. Requests the Secretary-General and the Director-General of the World
Health Organization to obtain and analyze information pertinent to this
matter, in accordance with the relevant requirements of Commission
resolution 2(S-VII), to prepare reports on the basis of that information, and
to submit them, together with the report of the World Health Organization on
its findings, to Parties to the Single Convention and members of the
Commission not later than two months prior to the beginning of the session of
the Commission at which the relevant item will appear on the agenda;

1. Reguests the World Health Organization to examine further the case
for scheduling these substances under the Single Convention on Narcotic Drugs,
1961, in accordance with the new World Health Organization procedures for the
review of psychoactive substances for international control, and to make its
findings available to a future session of the Commission;

Recalling also Economic and Social Council resolution 1982/8 of
30 April 1982,

3. y~ges all Governments to assist the Secretary-General in his task,
and the World Health Organization in its examination, by providing full and
factual info~ation when requested by the Secretary-General.

Recognizln; the urgent need to further intensify conee~ted international
action asainst these threats and to continue to strengthen national and
international measures which have been proven successful in countering the
illicit traffic and especially the traffic through previously unaffected
transit States,

Noting with deep concern the continuing deteriorQtion in the situation
regarding the illicit traffic, which produces extraordinarily high profits
traffickers, and the growing evidence of close links in many parts of the
world between that traffic, the illegal traffic in firearms, subversion,
international terrorism and other organized criminal activities,

Recognizing also the extent to which co~ordinated regional and
inter-regional co-operation in action against the illicit traffic had been
strengthened by meetings organized by the Division of Na~cotic Drugs in which
the subsidiary bodies had participated during 1983,

Having considered the recommendations from subsidiary bodies concerning
the illicit traffic presented to it at its eighth special session
(E/CN.7/1984/8) ,

1. Takes note with appreciation of the recommendations from subsidiary
bodies concerning the illicit traffic, including those relating to means of
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7. .~urthe~ reguests Member states to consider the desirability of
identifying and applying means of mobilizing public opinion in support of tbe
work of the drug law enforcement agencies to interdict the illicit drug
traffic;

8. ?u~ther ~eguests organizations and programmes witbin the United
Nations system and concerned intergovernmental and non-governmental
organizations, as well as Member statss with available resources and
expertise, to continue and to expand present progrwmmes of drug law
enforcement training, through national and regional workshops and otherwise,
by increasing the availability of such training~ not only to drug law
enforcement professionals, but also to those from other seeto~8 of Government
which can support or supplement the work of those agencies, includins, in
partlcular e the staff of narcotics forensic laboratory eervices;

5. ~equ~ Hembe~ Slates to give high priority to adopting leg181atlve
and administrative measures which will enable drug law enforcement agencies to
use all reasonable means to collect and exchange info~ation and evidence on
identified drug trafficking g~oups and operations, especially across national
borders, bearing in mind the need for mutual judicial and other assistance
between States in the pursuit of these measures;

4. Urges organizations and programmes within thaUnited Nati9~8 syate8,
as well as Member states, to allocate resou~cea and expertise, to the'-extent
possible, \0 i.mprove means of ensuring rapid, secure and accurate tr&nsmlsslon
of ope~ational information and to further tbe training of personnel both to
maintain those means of communication and to act upon the information
tt"ansmitted;

6. Also re~uests Member states to give the highest priority, in
co-operation with all relevant international and intergovernmental
organizations, to identifying measures, such as adaptation of penal,
procedural and fiscal law, which may be successfully adopted in all Hember
States to ensure the tracing, freezing and forfeiture of the profits and
proceeds of dru& crimes and to making knowledge of these measures available to
concerned Member states and to strengthen bilateral and multilateral
co-operation in this field.

3. palls upon Member States, with the support of organizations and
programmes within the United Nations system, to further intsnslfy their
efforts to identify and apply measures which have proven successful in
preventing and reducing illicit demand and drug abuse and to mobilize, to the
extent possible, non-governmental organizations in consultative status with
the Economic and Social Council, and all concerned sectors of society, in this
endeavour;

2. Urges all concerned Member states, with the support of organizations
and programmes within the United Nations system, to increase efforts to reduce
the illicit supply and manufacture of drugs liable to abuse and to seek more
effective means of reducing the availability of chemical and other precursors
of a number of those drugs;

ensuring the t~acing, f~eezing and fo~feitu~e of the profits and proceeds of
drug crimes (E/CN.7/1984/8);
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9. Reguests the Secretary-General:
(a) To continue, within available resources, to develop all avenues
leading to further improvement of resional and international
co-ordination of activities asainst drus trafficking and related
serious illegal activity, includins the illicit traffic in flrear.ms,
subversion s international terrorism and other organized criminal
activities, especially through the development of eo-ordination
mechanisms where these do not already exist, bearing in mind, in
particular, the need to alleviate the special problems of transit
states;

(b) To continue also to give the highest priority, in co-oper~tion

with concerned Member states and all relevant international and
j,ntergovernmentalorganizations e to identifying measures which may be
successfully adopted in all Member states to enaure the tracing,
freezing and forfeiture of the profits and proceeds of drug crimes,
and to making knowledge of these measurez av~ilable to concerned
Governments;

!
,1

B. Decisions

(e) To repo~t on the results of his activities to the next regular
session of the Commission on Narcotic Drugs.
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Pro~ramme of action for the biennium 1984-1985: third fear
9f the United Nations Basic Pive-Year Programme of the
~nternational Drug ~9ntrol strategy 1!/

(d) To investigate the possibility of reaching agreement at the
regional and interregional levels on recommended methods of analysis
of drugs seized f~om the traffic;

(c) To explore t in eo-operation with the International
Telecommunications Union and IePO/Interpol, means by which concerned
programmes within the United Nations system could assist in improving
means of communication, especially at the regional and interregional
levels, bea~ing in mind the possible contribution of resources from
the United Nations Fund for DruS Abuse Control, and to co-ordinate
this endeavour;

1 (8--VIII).

At its 94Sth meeting, on 9 February 1984, the Commission on Narcotic Drugs
approved, in principle, the prosramme of action proposed by the
Secretary-General for implementation in 1984, tbe third year of the United
N~tions Basic Five-Yoar Programme of the International Drug Control strategy
as set fort.h in doeulnant E/eN. 7/1984/6 • . Projects '.ncluded in the 1984
programme would be implemented, to the extent possible, within resources
available under the regular budget for the biennium 1984-1985 or from
extra-budgetary, voluntarily provided resources to the extent that these might
become available.

,
i\
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A~ its 941st meeting, on 7 February 1984, the Commission on Narcotic
Drugs, in accordance with article 2, paragraph 5, of tbe 1971 Convention on
Psychot~opic Substance~, decided that 8-cbloro-l-methyl-6-phenyl-4H­
s-triazolo[4,3-a] [1,4]benzodiazepine, the international non-proprietary name
of which is alprazolam, should be included in Schedule IV of the 1971
Convention on Psychotropic Substances.

•

~nciusion of a12razolam in Schedule IV annexed to the
~971 Convention on Psychotropic Substances 301

Inclusion of pentazocine in Schedule III anne~d to the
~971 Convention on Psychotropic Substances 301

.... 48 -

~nc1usion of alfentanil iq~chedu1e I annexed to the
~ingle Convention on Narcotic Drug~1961, and
~hat Conventio~.as amended by the 1972 Protoc2! ~QI

Alternative means of fulfilling the CommissiAnts
treaty-based functions in light of the bienniality of the
Commission's ses!ions as a functional commission of ~he

Economic and Social Council 121

5 (S-VIII).

4 (S-VIII).

3 (S-VIII).

2 (S-VIII).

At its 945th meeting, on 9 February 1984, the Commission decided to defer
until its thirty-first session further discussion of alternative means of
fulfilling the Commission's treaty-based functions in light of the biennial1ty
of the Commission's ses~ions as a functional commission of the Economic and
Social Council and to discuss the issue at that session under item 7 of the
provisional agenda entitled "Programme of future work and priorities".

At its 941st meeting, on 7 February 1984, the Commission on Narcotic
Drugs, in accordance with article 2, paragraph 5, of the 1971 Convention on
Psychotropic Substances, decided that 1,2,3,4,5,6-hexahydro-6,11-dimethyl-3­
(3-methyl-2-butenyl)-2,6-metnano-3-benzazocin-8-ol, the international
non-proprietary name of which is pentazocine, should be included in
Schedule III of the 1971 Convention on Psychotropic Substances.

At its t 940th meeting, on 6 February 1984, the Commission on Narcotic
Drugs, in accordance with article 3, par.agraph 3, of the Single Convention on
Narcotic Drugs, 1961, and that Convention as amended by the 1972 Protocol,
decided that N-[1-[2.·(4-ethyl-4,5-dihydro-5-oxo-1~-tetrazo1-1-yl)ethyll-4­

(methoxymethyl)-4-·piperidi~y11-N-pheny1propanamidemonohydrochloride, the
international non-proprietary name of which is a1fentanil, should be included
in Schedule I of the Single Convention on Narcotic Drugs, 1961, and of that
Convention as amended by the 1972 Protocol.
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9 (S-VIIt).

7 (I-VIII).

10 (S-VIII).

8 (S-v:n:X) t

6 I-VIII).

At It, 941.t •••tlns. on 1 ,.btulr, 19•• , thl COMll••10n OD Narcotic
Drug., in accordlnet wltb artlt,le 2. par.lflph 5, ot the 1971 ConYentlon on
Plyuhotraplc 8ub.tlnafi. dl~ld.d tbat '~cbloro~1,3-dlbJdro~3-brdrolr·l-..tbrl.
S-pb.nyl-2H-l,4~bonzadl.c.pln~2con.dl..thylclrbSMlt. C«.tlt), tbe
lnternatlonalnoncopropttlotlr, n.... of wlcb I. cUlllpu,lhould belncludld
in Schedule IV ottb. 1911 C:tutvlntloft CUI 'IJcbotroplclubltance. t

At l~. 941.t MQ.tlns, on 7 r.b~u.~y 1984. the COmMis.lon on Narcotic
Drus", in accordance with Arblcl1 2.parasraph S, of thl 1971 Convention on
Puychotroplc SubstancII, a.aidld that 5-(o-cblorophlnyl)-1,3-dlhydro-7­
nltro-2H-l,4-benzodlarlpln=2o onl, the lnt.rnatlonal non-proprietary nam. of
which 1. clonatlpUlf Ibould b' included In Schedull IV of the 1971 Convention
on Plychotroplc Subltancel.

At Ita 941.b m••tlnl. on 7 r.bru.~, 1"4. the COMMII.lon Oft ••footle
D~ul't 1n accord.ncl with artlcl. 2, plr.SflphS. 01 tb, 1'71 Coftv.ntloD on
P.ychot~oplc Sub.tance., decld,d that 7.brClO·l.S-dlbJdfO-5-(2-prrld,1)~21­
1,It-blnzadlazepln...2n:onl,tbl lnternltlona! DQn.,proprletar, RIM ot whlchl.
bromlztplM,lhould hi Includld In Icbldul. XYof thl 1971 Convtntion on
PIJchot~oplc 8ub.tanct••



1'l(1="1111) II l'l.~~II_IJ~~-:t)~_~~(lr'I•••t.-\,!-,,,",'vl•..-I'-I~~'I"-_t t-l,.
~tJl (!f)ftY.."tl~,.-Oft"Ic:'''~t",!,lelv'lt.JI~.1~'ll

At It. '_tit ..,tlnl, 01 , '.brulrr "", t', e~'111GI fit Ilrrltl@
Drul" ln .e~ofd..fttl vlU, Irtl.,1. 2. pl"lrl," ;, oft'@ "" Cg"V'llI@1 fll
'.,chotrople lub.t.n~'11 d..aldld. thlt J=thl~ro=~.~=dlhJ.r.­
2~olo=5~ph.nflctH=11.=b.nlodl'I.,lft'=S=e.rbol,11~It'., t'. Ilt'flltlll.1
ftan~p~oprl.t.rJ nlMl of which I. ClOflll,ltt. .'oul. ~. Ilf'.... ,.
Icb,dul. IV of tht \971 Convlntion Oft 'IJchQtropl~ IU'ltlft~11

'12 (I~VXX1). l~~l~llon ..o~~_lo~J'_~~.I~=J~~=,_e.1tI.~~1.=I~~.~~.I,~-1'~!~,
\~_ll c~~y~ntlo~=.:f?~!' ::!'~J::!~~~ t'0t!~='_~!~~!~f?.~OI

At It. 9411t, ...hins, Oft ., rtbruirr l".,lht «:..1••101 fil Ilffotlfl
Drul" 1n accordlnCI witb article 2. p.rlsrlpb 5. oftk, "" to"v@ltlol Oft
'I,chotroplc tub.tane'l, d.cld,d tbat '=(otblorophtn"I)='=8tll,J:::I.I=.",.fO=
1cl\.tbyl..,2Htzt.bl.noE2t3~llcl,4t::dlallpln=2c:Qft•• tlll llt.rftlt'~1I11

noncproprlttlfY nUl of wbleb 11 e1otlll.p•••lu)lld bl '''~l\l.@d 1ft
leb,dul. l' of th. 1971 COftvantlon on '.ychotroplt lubatllt.'D

~n.~lu,~l.(S"~o.l-~."p~.cql""LlfL'flh.dul.~'l'_I'"'I,'''--to_'''
clJ~tl-~11!!!i~:tOJ1~~~~:J!~ii~o_t~::~~ji~.ft~'i-l~-'~-'~~~'-

A~ it. 941.t "Iblns. on 7 ,.bruaff 19S6, th. eQIIll11~ft al Hlftotlc
nrul', 1n accord.ne. witb Irtlcl. 2, parl,rlph 5, of tll I'" COIVlltlOI Oft
P.ychotroplc Sub.tanel' f dlcldtd tbat 10=ehlofo:l\b~(o=c~1~r~D'II,1)c

2t3.7.11b~t.tr.bydrotoJ.zolo~t3,2£dl11t.lb.nlodl,c,plft=1(SR)cOI.,".
international non~prop~l't.r, n... of which 11 olollcolaM. .'ould ba Ilcl~d.4
In Soh,dul. IV of tbt 1911 Convention on Plychotroplc lubltaftC8••

14 (S""VI1I). ~S1c-\!.1~1,9~:rS~=:.f1._1~~I~.!'PJCtn.,-,",~ul'-,-t'-.'l~"~f:::.lg
!2l!,£!!'!!'!l~lp_ll_Q.P~·le{19-t~~JQ~I,tlll~~I

At it. 9411t •••tlus. Oft 7 r.brulrf 1914, the COMlt.,lon OA Hlftable
Dru51, in Iccordancl with Irt141. 2, par_lf.ph Sf of the \971 Convlntlol Oft
Plychotl.'oplc Subltanc,., decldttltblt lecblot'o'~Ss(o~chlorop~ln,l)o

1.3-dlhydto-2H-l.4.,b.nzodiaz.pln....2...on•• th.lnttfoltlonll ftol'ls;:proprletlf, n_
of which l. deloraztpam, .hauld b. included ln leh,dull %V o~ tbe 1"1
convention on PIJchotrople Sub.tanct••

\S (S...VIII). Xn~..w'Ja.,cr-qt__~l!~~ll~_t,,='s,~.~lt.1Y'~n..,.!.cL.!L-~
,.!7j.C<.9.2~J!.•.n.!;!9..L91tJ!uct~P~j~i=-~i\ta..1!MDn.'"~,1! ~~l

At its 941st m••tlns, on 7 'tbruary 19S4 v th. COMM1.llon on .alcohlc
DruSI, in accordance with article 2, parasr.ph S, of tb. 1971 Conv.nti0. on
Psychotropic Subltane." decided that 7-chloro-lf3.dlhJdro-l-..tb,1·S.ph.n,1~
2H-l.4...b.nzodl.zGpin~2-on., tbe lnt.rnatlonll non~p~oprl.t'I'DIM« of whlchl.
diazepam, should be included ln Schedule tv of tb. 1971 Conventton on
Psychotroplc substancQI.
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\1 CI-VlllJ

• .. ~--":-. " .. ,_. _....._~.~~-,-"
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'I (I:::VIII) 11 f"tllu,l.oft ··~t~~'.btI,QlIL1P fsta!df;lle, iV, .nn~xed .to,th,!
11'1 .eft"v.":~_.~__l!::~9"7"'W,bott9.pJ.c 8p,b',tan,c." !QI

A' It••a,., Mltlll. on 7't'brulrr "191., the COl1ll\l •• lon on Narcotic
Drull, ,. I~cordlltl with Irtlel. 2. ,.flaraph 5. of the 1971 Convention on
'l,tkotro,lolu"'lIAt:'I, dlelel.et that. Iccchloro...6""phenyl-4H-I-triazolo[4,3­
alil,.Jbll.odllltpl••• tha Inttrnlt.lonal non~proprl.t.ry name of which 1s
IltllOl., Ikfillld ht tnrlud., In 'ch.dult IV or bbe 1971 Convention on
"rO'o'ro,l~ IUblllftf@lu

1"~lfl.'o,,·~r~.tl1ll1i!1IU2!~..._ln,...f$,Cf..hedule IV annexed to the
1.:,\.eO"!~!~J~~=~~._J!.US!19,!:..£oplcSub.tance. ~I

At It. 'tIlt ~.tlftlt on , 'Ibrulr, 198., the Commlsllon on Narcotic
DruII, 1ft accord.ntf wltft .rtlel. 2. p.r'I~.ph 5. or the 1971 Convention on
",ckotro,lc lubltlftf@l, dlt:ldld that ,tb,1 7~chlo~o-5-(o-fluoropbenyl)-

I .3=dl1J,dro:::2::oI0:IN:I,_ b'ftlodl.llp'Q....3o=cl~box'1.t.. the international
IDI~P~OPfl't'f' "AMI of Nhlf' 11 .tbrl lofl.zip.te, .hould be included in
.ch,dul. IVoftht It'' (ton¥.tltlon on'.,chotl.'oplc Sub.tancl:Ia.

11 CI::VIII) Q lftf'I~~h~!'_.f!~~Jlq4l.;tJtE@!J!!. lobl.db]" IV annexed ~o the
t "t-!!!JftV~~~~_lQn=,<,qLt!!1C~$t...~tU!JS ,.S,b,b,1 t.~ncQ,. .!QI

At ltl '.llt ..."1"1. Oft , ',blfUattl 198•• the Co_11.lon on Narcotic
DUll. In lccordlftrt with .,tlel. 2. p.,alraph!, of t.be 1971 Convention on
'"c'otrople lubatlftt@l. d8~ldld that. '-chloro-!-(o-fluorophenyl)-l,3­
dlll,dro;;;1c:Mtft,1·2H=I.4 bftncodll.lpln0JP2"",on" tbeinternatlonal non-proprietary
1111 of ~lc' I. fludl.ClPIM, thou14b1 Includtd In Scb.dul. IV of the 1971
COlvantlGft on ~IJ~hotr6pl~ lub,tane.,.

" (1::::'1111) II ':-"t~~~.~.;!~~=_or,:f.llJ~Lt..~-!l~'e."'I,ln .. Schedule IV annexed to the
~~:I!~,,!,:!,._~~1,o_n-2.!'l4:J!u..t\b9j:Frop1e Sub.banco8, !QI

At ltl 'ttlt ...tlnl. on i r.brulry 198., the Commilslon on Narcotic
Drull. In lteordantt with artlcl. 2, plrll~aph 5, of the 1971 convention on
'IJchotroplc lub.tllt.l. d.~td.d that S~(o-rluoroph.nyl)-l,3-dihydro-

,~..th,1~7cftltro~2H~1,.=b.ftlo41.c.ptn~2-on.,the International non-proprietary
.... ot vldth 1. fluft Itrlllp.", Ihould be Includ.d In Schedule IV of the 1971
Conyt.tlon on '.,Clhotrople Sub.tlnc•••

20 (I~Vllt) ij J!!~tu.lon...oL!lu£II.!R", 1n f;Sh.dul«ll. IV annexed to tl!!
.~~c-!.l~.~_o.l\V'l\t.J.p~~~n_p,!oFh...9tl'opl c Sub.b,ance. ~I

At It'''"lt lII.tlnl, on 7 ,.brulry 1984, the Conn18.10n on Narcotic
Drull, In IttordlnCI with artlcl. 2, pa...astfaph 5, of the 1911 Convention on
'"chotrople lub.llne.' t dlc14ed that 7-chloro-1-[2-(dlethylamino)
.thrl1(G:::filuoroph@nyl)L1,3~dlhydro~2H...l ,4-benzodlazepln-2-one. the
lftt.rnltlonl! nonprop,l.tarJn... of which la flurazepdl. should be included
In leh,dul. ~v of th. 1971 Convlntlon on Psychotropic Subdtanees.

1
!

j
j



21 (S-VIII).

-' 52 -

Inclusion of halazepam in Schedule IV annexed to the
~971 ConventiQn on Psychotropic Substances 301

At its 941st meeting~ on 7 Februa~y 1984, the Commission on Narcotic
Drugs, in &ccordance with article 2, paragraph S, of tbe 1971 Convention on
P8yehot~op'ie Substances, decided that 7-chloro-1,3-dihydro-5-phenyl­
1-(2p2,2-trlfluoroethyl)~2H-1,4-benzodiazepin-2-one,the international
non-proprietary name of which is halazepam, should be included in Schedule IV
of the 1971 ConvBntion on Psychotropic Substances. .

22 (~-VIIJ:). ~nclusion of halo~azol~ jn Schedule IV annexed to the
1911 Convention on Psychotropic Substances 301

At its 941st meeting, on 1 February 1984, the Commission on Narcotic
Drug~Q in accordance ~ith article 2, paragraph 5, of the 1971 Convention on
Psychotropic Substances, decided that lO-broMo-11b-(0-fluorophenyl)­
2,3,7.11b-tetrahydrooxazolo[3,2-d] (1,41-benzodiazepin-6(58)-one, the
internationnl non-proprietary name of which is haloxazolam, should be included
in Schedul~ IV of the 1971 Convention on Psychotropic Substances.

23 (S-VIII). Inclusion of ketazolam in Schedule IV annexed to the
1971 Co~vention on Psychotropic Substances 301

At. its 941~t meeting, on 1 February 1984, the Commission on Narcotic
D~UIS, in accordance with article 2, paragraph 5, of the 1971 Convention on
Psychotropic Substances, decided that 11-chloro-8,12b-dihydro-2,8-dimethyl­
12b-pbenyl-4H-(l,3]-oxazino-[3,2-d) [l,4)benzodiazepine-4,7(6H)-dione. the
international non-proprietary name of which is ketazolam, should be included
in Schedule IV of the 1971 Convention on Psychotropic Substances.

24 (S-VIII). ):nclusion of loprazolam in Schedule IV.annexed to the
19;1 Convention on Psychotropic Substance~ 301

~ At its 941st meeting, on 1 Feb~uary 1984, the Commission on Narcotic
Drugs, in accordance with article 2, parag~aph S, of the 1971 Convention on
Psychotropic Substances, decided that 6-(o-chloropbenyl)-2~4-dihydl'o­

2-[(4~ethyl-1-piper8zinyl)methylenel-8-nitro-1H-imidaz0(1,2-8][1,4)

benzodiazepin-l-one, the international non-proprietary name of which is
loprazol&m, should be incl.uded in Schedule IV of the 1971 Convention on
Payehot~ople Substances.

25 (S-~VIII). ~nelusion of lorazepam in Schedule IV annexed t~ the
1971 Con\fsntion on ,.fsyehot.roptc Substanees 301

At its 941st meeting, on 7 February 1984, the Commission on Narcotic
Dru~s, in aecordance with article 2, paragraph 5, of the 1911 Convention on
P~yehotcople Substances, decided that 7-chloro-5-(o-chlorophenyl)­
1~3-dihydro-3-hydroxy-2"-lt4-benzodiazepin-2-one,the inte~national

~on-prop~ietary name of which la lorazepam, should be included in Schedule IV
of th~ 1971 ConventioR on Psychotropic Substances.



26 (S-VIII).

- 53 -

Inclusion of lormetaz!2am in Schedulejy annexed to the
1971 CQnvent.\on on Psychot.ropic_.S~bst!ln~ ~I

At its 941st meeting, on 7 February 1984, the Commission an Na~eoti~

Drugs, in accordance with article 2, paragrapb 5, of tbe 1971 CODwent.io9 on
Peyehotropic Substances, dQcided that 7-ehloro-5-(0~ehloropbenyl)-

1,3-dibydro-3-hydroJ:y-l·-msthyl-2H-l,4-benzodiazepin-2-·one, the i nternat.lonal
non-proprietary name of which is 10~etazepam, should be included in
Schedule IV of the 1971 Convention on Psychotropic Sub~ta~ees.

,
, j
'I

27 (S-VIII). Jnelusion_~f medazepam in Seb~~!! IV ~xed to the
19!1 Coqvtlhtion on Psyebot;ropic Substaf~~ ~Ol

At its 941st meeting, on 1 February 1984,the Commission on Narcotic
Drugs, in accordance with article 2~ paragraph S, of the 1911 Convention on
Psychotropic Substances, dec!,ded that 1-,chlot"o-2,3-dibydro-l-methJl,­
5-phenyl-1H-1,4-benzodiazepine, the international non-p~oprietary name of
which 1s medazepam, should be included in Schedule IV of the 1971 Convention
on Psychotropic SubBtances~

At its 941st meeting~ on 7 February 1984. the Commission on Narcotic
Drugs, in accordance with article 2, paragraph 5, of the 1971 Convention on
Psychotropic Substances, decided that l,3-dihydro-l-methyl-7-nitro~

5-phenyl-2H-l,4-benzodiazepin-2-one, the international non-proprietary name of
which is nimetazepam, should he included in Schedule IV of the 1971 Convention
on Psychotropie Substances.

28 (S-VIII).

29 (S-VIII).

~nc~u~ion ~f ~imetazepam in Schedule IV annexQd to the
1911 Co~y~tion on Psychotropic Substances 301

Inclusion of nltr~~am in Sched~!~IV annexed to the
1971 ConYenti~q~P$yehotropic Subs~anees ~I

At its 941st meeting, on 7 February 1984, the Commission on Nareotie
Drugs. in accordance with article 2, paragraph 5. of the 1911 Convention on
Psychot~opic Substances, decided that 1,3-dihydro-7-nitro-5-phenyl­
2H-1.4-benzodlazepin-2-one, the international non-proprietary name of which is
ftltrazep~, should be included in Schedule IV of the 1971 Convention on
Psychotropic Substance~.

30 (S-VIII). ~nelusion of nordaz~~~ in Schedele IV annaxed t~ the
1911 <~onvention on Psychotropic Substances ~I

At its 941gt meeting, on 1 February 1984~ the Commission on Narcotic
Drugs, in accordance with a~tiele 2, paragrapb 5, of the 1971 Conventio~ on
Psychotropic Substances, deeided that 7-chluro-l,3-dihJd~o-S-phen,1-2H­

1.4-benzodiazepin-2-one, the int.ernational non-proprietary nwme of which is
no~dazepamt should be included in Schedule IV of the 1971 Convent.ion an
Psychotropic Substances.

~ "'1· ':'



At its 941st meeting, on 7 February 1984, the Commiasion on Narcotic
Drugs i in accordance with article 2, paragraph 5, of the 1971 Convention on
Psychotropic Substances, decided that lO-chloro-2,3,7,11b-tetrahydro­
2-methyl-1lb-pheny10xazolo(3 j 2-d] [1,41benzodiazepin-6(SH)-one, the
international non-proprietary name of which is oxazolam, should be includod in
Schedule IV of the 1971 Convention on Psychotropic Substances.

At ita 941st meeting, on 1 February 1984, the Commission on Narcotic
Drugs, in accordance with article 2, paragraph 5, of the 1971 Convention on
Psychotropic Subatanees, decided that 1-chloro-l,3-dibydro-3-hydroxJ­
5-phenyl-2H-l,4-benzodiazepin-2-one, the international non-prop~ietary name of
which is oxazepam~ sbould be included in Schedule IV of the 1971 Convention on
Psyehotropic Substances.

At its 941st meeting, on 7 February 198~, the Commission on Narcotic
Drugs, in accordance with article 2, paragraph 5, of the 1971 Convention on
PSJchot~opic Substances, decided that 7-chloro-1,3-dihydro-S-phenyl-l­
(2-propynyl)-2H-l~4-benzodiazepin-2-one,the international non-proprietary
name of which is pinazepam, should be included in Schedule IV of the 1971
Convention on Psychotropic Substances.

- 54 -

Inclusion of oxazo1am in Schedule IV annexed to the
1971 Convention on Psychotropic Substances 301

Inclusion of pinazepam in Schedule IV annexed to the
1971 Convention on Psychot~opic Substances 301

Inclusion of oxazep~ in Schedule IV annexed to the
!971.Convent~on on Psychotropic Substances 301

32 (S-VIII).

31 (S-VIII).

33 (S-VIII).

Inclusion of prazepQm in Schedule IV annexed to the
1911 Conve~tion on Psychotropic Substances dQl

At tts 941st meeting, on 7 February 1984, the Commission on Narcotic
Druss, in accordance with article 2, paragraph 5, of the 1971 Convention on
Pgychotropie Substances, decided that 1-chloro-1-(cyc10propylmethyl)­
1,3-dlbydro·-5-phenyl-2H-1,4-benzodiazepin-2-one, the international
non-proprl~t~rJ name of which is prazepam, should be included in Schedule IV
of the 1971 Con~ention on Psychotropic Substances.

Inclusion of temazepam in Schedule IV annexed to the
1911 Convention o~. Psychotropic Substances ~I

35 (S-VIII).

At its 941~t meeting~ on 1 February 1984, the Commission on Narcotic
Drugs, in accordance with article 2, paragraph 5, of the 1971 Convention on
Ps,chotropic Substances, decided that 7-ch10ro-1,3-dihydro-3-hydroxy­
l-methyl-S-phenyl-2H-1,4-benzodiazepin-2-one, the international
non-proprietary name of which is temazepam, should be included in Schedule IV
of the 1971 Convention on Psychotropic Substances .

.
-- . _.~ "'-~7--··- .....



At its 941st meeting, on 7 February 1984~ the Commission on Narcotic
Drugs, in accordance with article 2, paragraph 5, of the 1971 Convention on
Psychotropic Substances, decided that 8-chloro-6-(o-chlorophenyl)-1­
metnyl-4H-s-triazolo[4,3-a][1,4]benzodi~zepinepthe international
non-proprietary name of which is triazo1am, should be included in Schedule IV
of the 1971 Convention on Psychotropic Substances.

~l

I

Inclusion of triazolam in_~chedule IV annexed to the
1971 Convention on Psychotropic Substances 301

- 55 -

Jncluaion of tetrazepam in Schedule IV annexed to the
19!-1 Convantion on Psychotropic Substances 301

37 (8-VIJ1).

36 (S-VIII).

At its 941st meeting, on 7 February 1984, the Commission on Narcotic
Drugs, in accordance with a~ticle 2, paragraph 5, of the 1971 Convention on
Psychot~opie Substances, decided that 7-chlo~0-5-(cyclobexen-l-yl)-

1 ,3-dihydro-l-methyl-2H-l ,4-benzodiazepin-2-one, the international
no~-proprietary name of which is tetrazepam, should be included in Schedule IV
of the 1971 Convention on Psychotropic Substances.
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Not.es

!AI See report, twenty-seventh session (E/5933 - E/CN.7/605 and Corr.1-2).

11 See report, seventh special session (E/1982/13 - E/CN.7/678),
paras. 169-174.,

sw

. .

!1/ Agenda item 5.

!!/ Agenda itell 6.

III Asenda item 7.

IQI Agenda ltea 8.

III B/CN.1/1983/18, annex 11.

101 qenda item 4

91 See parasraph 34 of the present report.

1/ See chapter 11, C

21 See chapter 11, C

31 See chapter 11, A.

41 See chapter 11, c.

~I Agenda item 3.

11 See report, thirtieth session (8/1983/15 - E/CN.1/1983/18) ,
paras. 187-188.

81 See report, thirtieth session (E/1983.15 - E/eN.1/1983/18) ,
paras. 191 - 209.

131 See report, twenty-eishth sesBion (E/1979/35 - E/CN.7/654).
paras. 131-134.

!II See report, fifth special session (E/1978/35 - E/CN.7/621) ,
paras. 189-190 and Commission on Narcotic Drugs decision 3(S-V). page

It' See report, thirtieth session (E/1983/15 - E/CN.7/1983/18) ,
paras. 210-217.

!!I See report, ~ixth special session (E/1980/14 - E/CN.7/654).
paras. 130-131.

~I See report, twenty-ninth session (£/1981/24 - E/CN.7/668).
paras. 182-183 •.

" .
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221 Agenda item 8.

~I Agenda item 8.

1!/ In compliance with Economic and Social Council resolution 1979/69, no
summary ~eeords were taken.

III See chapter II, B, above ..

~I See chapter II~ A, above.

271 See chapter VI, above.

l@/ See chapter IV, above.
~

291 See chapter tII ,I above.I
t

.~Ol See chapter II. A~ above ..r
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ATTENDANCE

MEMBERS al

J.C. Johnson; **1
w. Paterson ~I

K.W. Edmonson; ~/

Frank Potts' **/, -

Missouri A. Sherman-Peter

B. Huyghe; A. Pauwels;!/ Van He11emont ~I

Jua~ CarIos Garcia Fernandez

Arthur Pereira de Castilho Neto; Oswald Horaes de
Andrade; ~I Alberto Furtado Rahde; ** Antonio CarIes de
Moraes; ~I Jose Amir da Ca·gt.a Dornelles ~I

Alan W. Sullivan; Donald M. Smith; */ James R. Crowe; **1
Ronald Draper; ~I Jacques LeCavalier; **1
William van't Slot ~/ R.T. Stamler ••,

Nazly Lozano Aljure; Julio Cesar Quintero Hartinez ~/

A. D. Campbel1;
D. Lenihan; **1

W.R. Backes; Harald Wiesner;!1 Birgitta Wissgott; ~I
Ingrid Erlacher; **i Wolfgang Michener; ~I
Herbert Fuehs; *~I otto Gratsehmayer ~I

Issad Domahr; Mohamed Bouachi; *1 Mustapha Belbachi~ ~I

Alexandrina Nencneva; Christo Popov; !/
Tzv~tan Haniov; ~I Teodor Tzvetkov ~I

*1 Alternate.

~I Adviser.

Australia:

Austria:

Bahamas:

Belgium:

BUlgaria:

Canada:

Colombia:

Members. whose term of office expires on 31 December 1987: Algeria,
Brazil, Canada, Colombia, Finland, France, German Democratic Republic,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Italy,
Madagascar, Morocco, Netherlands, Pakistan, Peru, Sri Lanka, Thailand, United
states of America and Yusoslavia •

~/ Members whose term of office expires on 31 December 1985: Argentina,
Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Belgium, Bulgaria, Hungary, India, Ivory Coast,
Japan, Malaysia, Mexico, Nigeria, Panama, Republic of Korea, Senegal, Turkey,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northe~n Ireland and ZQire.

Bra.zil:. -

,Algeria:

!.~gantina:

."'!:f ." , (if~'

_ ... -.... ,.~ ""'-"7---'"
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,.rance:

Juhana Idinpaan-Heikkila; Matti Backman; ~I

Frank Edmao; ~I Karl Johan Krokfors; **1 Ul1a Terho ~~I

Franck Perriez; Christine Barrau; ~I Jacques Franquet; **1
Jean Calvet; ~I Tony Francfort; **1 Michel Danet; **1
Jea.lne de la Batut; **1 Michele Sauteraud **1

I
:1.,

I
~!

i.~.;..1I
A

German Democratic
Republi~: Dietmar Singer; Eva-Maria Schneidewind */

Germany, Federal
Jtepublie of:

Greece:

!fungal'Y:

India:

Iran (Islamic
Republic of):

Italy:

Ivory Coast:

Japan:

Madagascar:

Helmut Bulke; Wolfgang Hoffmann; *1 Hans-Ulrich Gleim; **1
Nikolaus Haberland; ~I Gero Hoffmann; **1
Edit Hartman; ~~I Wolfgang Wendel ~/

Petros Papadatos; Helen Vardakosta; ~I Meropi Zorba ~*I

Istvan Bayer; Kalman Szendrei; ~I Bela Majorossy; **/
Lajos Kopeety; **1 Gyorgy Balogh; **/ Gibor Laudon **1

Marutho Vasudev Narayan Rao; Madan Kohan Bhatnagar; */
Sharad S. Gothoskar; ~I D.K. Jain **1

Seyed Ahmad Vaezi; Hamid Sardighi ~I

Roberto Falaschi; Donatino Marcon; ~I Andrea Corvo; **/
Vittoria Correa; **1 Romano Capasso; ~*I Ustik Avico; ~~/

Enrico Kalizfa; **1 Davide Fert"ara **1

Gilbert Quattara Largaton; Mathieu Capet *1

3hinji Hitta; Hiroshi Sueyoshi; *1 Tamio Hayashi **/

Maurice Randrianame

,

!
I
I
\

I

,I

Malaysi!: Ajit Singh b/; V. Navaratnam b/; Yap Boon Chye; *1
Lee See Yen ~I

Mexico: Jesus Antonio Sam L6pez; Luis Alberto Barrero Stahl *1

Morocco: Abdelhadi Boucetta

~etherlands: C.W.D. van Gruting; Roelof J. Manschot; *1 N.J. Jonker **1

*1 Alternate.

**1 Adviser.

bl Ajit Singh was Representative on 6 Feburary; V. Navaratnam was
Representative from 7 to 10 February.
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P

Erdem Erner; Unal Harasli; */ FUgen Ok; ~/
Aydin Sahinbas; ~/ Okan Atay; ~/ Atila Aytek; ~/
Namik Evren; ~/ Ulunay Atay; ~I Neemettin Bostan ~I
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A.S. Ojerinola; S.B. Ibok!/

Laura Torres de Rodriguez

Edward A. Babayan; Pavel G. Dzioubenko; */
Konstantin M. Pushkov ~I

Luis Guillermo Thornberry Lumbrer~s; Luis Felipe Galvez; ~/

Victor Camacho Orlandini; **/ Enrique Belaunde Varlas ~I

Han-Soon Chaog; Hyung Kook Kim *1; Chang-Boem Cho ~/;
~

Young Soo Chang ~/

Hairaj Husain; Aziz Ahmad Khan *1

N.A. Nagler; D.J. Hardwick; ~/ P.D. cutting; ~I
BoH. Hartley; ~/ Pamela Mason; ~/ W. OtHara ~/

Hounirou else

T.B. Werapitiya; R. Sunderalingam !/; S.B. Karaliyadde ~/

Chavalit Yodmani; Panya Vanasatit; !/
Narong Suwanapiam; ~I Vichai Poshyachinda; **1
Siree Bunnag; ~/ Pratanporn Thaviphoke ~/

Dominick L. Di Carlo; Clyde D. Taylor; ~I

Richard W. Williamson; ~I James R. Cooper; ~I
Gene R. Haislip; ~/ F. Gray Handley; ~/ B1ena Klm; ~I
stuart L. Nightingale; ~/ Kennetb H. Quinn **1

Petar Dzundev; Milan Skrlj;!/ Vido Popadic; **/
Kosfa Ikonomovski; ~/ Stanko Nick !!/

Bintouta-Tshiabola; Hutombo Tshi't.ambwe ~I

Niseria:

Peru:

1C'Ie/ Adviser.-

Pakistan:

Panama:

Republic of
Korea:

Senegal:

Sri Lanka:

Thailand:

Turkey:

Union of Soviet
Socialist
Republicl!:

United Kingdom of
Great Britain
and Northern
):reland:

United states
of America:

Yugoslavia:

Zaire:
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STATES MEMBERS OF THE UNITED NATIONS REPRESENTED BY OBSERVERS

INTERNATIONAL NARCOTICS CONTROL BOARD

SPECIALIZED AGENCIES AND OTHER ORGANIZATIONS

UNITED NATIONS BODIES

STATES NOT MEMBERS OF THE UNITED NATIONS REPRESENTED BY OBSERVERS

E/CN.

E/CN.

E/CN.

E/CN. '

E/CN. '

E/CN.'

E/CN. ~

,

I
'.;1.I
JI

~
1
I
.~...•,)1

'I
l

China; Cuba; Denmark; Ecuador; Egypt;
Luxembourg; No~way; Philippines; Po~tugal;

Spain; Sweden; Tunisia; United Arab

Chile,
Lebanon;
Africa;
Yemen

Holy See; switzerland

International Narcotics Control Board Secretariat; United Nations Fund for
Drug Abuse Control; United Nations Industrial Development Organization;
united Nations Centre for Social Development and Humanitarian Affairs

World Health Organization

Afghanistan; Bu~ma;

Indonesia; Israel;
Saudi Arabia; South
Emirates; Uruguay;

ORGANIZATION HAVING A SPECIAL AGREEMENT WITH ECOSOC

International Criminal Police Organization

INTERGOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS

Colombo Plan Bureau; Council of Europe; Customs Co-operation Council;
Permanent Secretariat of the South American Agreement on Narcotic Drugs and
Psychotropic Substances

NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS

~ategory I: International Council of Women; International Organization of
Consumers Unions; World Federation of United Nations Associations

Category 11: Baha'i International Community; Baptist World Alliance;
Caritas Internationalis; The Roward League; International Association of
Democratic Lawyers; International Association of Lions Clubs; International
Association of Penal Law; International Catholic Child Bureau; International
Council on Alcohol &nd Addictions; International Federation of Senior Police
Officers; International Road Transport Union; Salvation Army; Soroptomist
International; World Association of Girl Guides and Girl Scouts; World Union
of Catholic Women's Organizations; Wor.ld Young Women's Christian
Association; Zonta International

I

I
\

I

\ '

E/CN.

E/CN.
and

E/CN.
and

E/CN.

E/CN.

E/CN.
anc

E/CN.
anc:

EICN,

EICN,

Roster (A): European Union of Women; International Association of Chiefs of
Police; International Association of Judges; International Police Association

EICN

Roster (C): International Federation of Pharmaceutical Manufacturers
Associations; Latin American Federation of the Pharmaceutical Industry
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~nnex U

LIST OF DOCUMENTS

Documen!

E/CN.7/1984/1

E/CN.7/1984/1/Add.l

E/CN.7/1984/CRP.l

E/CN.7/1984/CRP.2

E/CN.7/1984/CRP.3

E/CNt7/1984/CRP.4
t

E/CN.7/1984/2

Title-_.
P~ovislo~al agenda

Annotated provisional asenda

Provisional. t.ime-table

Provisional list of documents

Data tables on the 33 benzodia~eplne8

under review

Time-table

Interim report on drug abuse and illicit
. t.raff ic

A-s..n~.~
It.em-

2

2

2

2

3

2

8

B/CH.7/19
and Add

8/CH.7/19
Addfl~9

B/eN.7/19,

B/CN.7/191

IICN 11 '1/191

E/CN.7/1984/2/Add.l

E/CN.7/1984/3
and Add.1

E/CN.7/1984/4
and Add.1

Statistical tables on the illicit traffic 8

Note by the Secretary-General on notifications
received pursuant to the international drug
control treaties 3

Report of the Secretary-General on the status
of guidelines for exemption of preparations 4 I/CN.7/191

E/CN.7/1984/5

E/CN.7/1984/6

E/CN.7/1984/1
and Corr.1

E/CN.7/1984/8
and Add.l

E/CN.7/1984/9

E/CN.7/1984/10

E/CN.7/1984/11

Note by the Secretary-General on draft
annual reports questionnaire

Review and implementation of the programme
of strategy and policies for drug control

Note by the Secretary-General on t~e

Commission's treaty-based functions

Recommendations from SUbsidiary bodies
concerning the illicit traffic

Status of multilateral treaties on narcotlc
drugs and psychotropic substances

Review and implementation of the programme
of strategy and policies for drug control

Interim report by the united Nations Fund
for Drug Abuse Control

5

8

7

8

8

8

8

E/CN.7/19f

B/CN.7/19S



.. 63 - f
I
I f

j ,

l
f(

I:
&i

I, I

!.

I.:·....,.•...I..: 'I

1
-~ i

r
, .1

I, i
I I

I',. I! i

1

£·1•••.'•.'•. -. '.•,:

';,

t!
I '
I

7

8

Agenda
item

Procedure to be followed in collecting data
on opioid agonists/antagonists in view of
their possible scheduling under the Single
Convention on Narcotic Drugs, 1961: draft
resolution submitted by Austria, Belgium,
Canada, Italy, Malaysia, Netherlands, USSR
and United Kingdom

Guidelines for the exemption of preparations
from certain control measures under the
provisions of article 3 of the 1971 Convention
on Psychotropic Substances: draft resolution
submitted by Belgium, Canada, Germany, Federal
Republic of, Hungary, Italy, Madagascar,
Malaysia and Pakistan 4

The cannabis problem: draft resolution
submitted by Germany, Federal Republic of,
Greece, Thailand, United States and
Yugoslavia 5

Draft report of the eighth special session
of the Commission on Narcotic Drugs 9

Alternative means of fulfilling the
Commission's treaty-based functions in
light of the bienniality of the Commission's
sessions aa a functional commission of the
Economic and Social Council: draft decision
submitted by the secretariat at the request
of the Commission

Prog~amme of action for the biennium 1984-1985:
Third year of the United Nations Basic Five­
Year Programme of the International Drug
Control Strategy: draft decision submitted
by the secretaria~.at the request of the
Commmission 8(a)

Demand and supply of opiates for medical and
scientific needs: draft resolution submitted
by Belgium, Germany, Federal Republic of,
India. Italy, Madagascar and Turkey 5

L$tters from the Representatives of Germany,
~~deral Republic of, German Democratic
Republic, USSR, and United States to the
Chairman of the eighth special session

E/CN.7/1984/L.6

E/CN.7/1984/L.7

K/CH.7/1984/L.S

I/CH.7/1984/L.3

I/CH.1/1984/L.4

I/CH.7/1984/L.l Ind
Add.l~9

I/CN.7/1984/L.2

I/ON.7/1984/12
and Add.l
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Document

E/CN.7/1984/L.8

E/INCB/l983/1

E/CN.7/l984/NGO/l

E/CN.7/1984/BGO/2

8/CN.7/1984/Noo/3

J19...2.ument

Title

Review for scheduling of the amphet~lne­

like drugs: draft resolution submitted by
Argentina, Austria, Belgium, Canada, France
India, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Italy,
Madagascar, Malaysia, Mexico, Morocco,
Netherlands, Nigeria, Pakistan, Senosal, Sri
Lanka, Thailand, Turkey, USSR, Yugoslavia

Report of the International Narcotics
Control Board for 1983

statement submitted by the International
Organisation of Consumers Unions, a noo­
sovel"nmcntal organizat.ion in consultative
status~ Catetory I

State!nent submitted by the BahAvi Inter­
national Community, a non-!overnmental
organization in consultative status,
Category 11

S~atement by the observer reprosentins the
International Ot"ganisatlon of Consumers
Unions

Tit.1e.

Asenda
item

5

3

8

5

8/1N08/1983/2

£/IN08/1983/3

R/INCB/1983/4

8/1N08/1983/5

1/1f/1982/1...87

Estimated world requirements of narcotic druSI in
1984

statistics on narcotic druse for 1982

statistlcs on psychotropic subetaneo. for 1982

Comparatlve Itatomenta of eltlmat.1 and ItatlaticI
on narcotic druSI for 1982

Part C of annual reportl of lovernmenb. for 1982,
Includlns alpbabet1cal lilt of countrle, and
territories report on llliclt traffic for 1982
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1

B

5

HNAR/1/1984 !:ol

E/NA.1982 (tri-lingual)

8/NF.1982

B/NR.1982/Summary

E/NS.1983/Summaries 1-3

E/CH.1/1984/INF.1

R/CN.7/1984/INF.2

E/CH.7/1984/INF.2/Rev.1
and Corr.1

!itle

Re~iew of trends in d~ug abuse and illicit traffic:
statistical tables of drugs seized

List of national autho~ities empowered to issue
certif~cates and authorizations for import and
export of narcotic drugs and psychotropic substances

Manufacture of narcotie drugs and psychotropic
substances: lis~ of authorized manufacturers

Summary of annual reports of Governments relating to
narcotic drugs and psychotropic substances (1982)

Quarterly summaries of illicit transactions and
seizures

Information for participants

Provisional list of participants

List of participants

The following documents were issued by the World Healtb Organization:

n

Cl

I'.

MNH/83.13 !I

HNH/83.7 hi

HNH/83.28 !!I

HHH/83.25 !/

Guidelines for the WHO review of psychoactlve
substances (GenevI. 3-4 March 1982)

Seventh review of psycho.ctlv. lubstancel for
lnternational control (Ceneva, 7-11 March 1983)

Blshth review of plychoactlvl .ub.tancel for
lnt.rnatlana1 control (aeneva. 12-16 September 1983)

SUMary of WHO project. and .ablv!t.1•• In the tteld
ot drus dependence and WHO', re.pon•• to
lnt.rnatlonal dru& tr••ty obllsatlont In 1983

AI XIIUld In Inalllh.

~I XIIUld In Ifisl1ah and rrlneb.

~/ %.Iuld in Inlllth, Pr.nab Ind Iplni,h.
\

I

\
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