CD/EV.195
43

(bir. McPheil, Canada)

The Deputy Prime Minister during thot zddress on 1 February said: "The time
is right for progress this year towerd a trezty cn the prohibition of the development,
preduction 2nd stockpiling of chemical wezpons and the destruction of existing
stocks. Ve intend to participate vigcrously, elong with others, in seeking to
rezlize the msximum from the prezent opportunity". Vith that reference I need
nct tzke the time of this Committee to reitercte that the Government of Canade
attaches high priority to the negeciistion of a chemical weapens convention. .MNor
do I intend to discuss today the voricus negotiasting elements of this issue — these
are well known to the Committee. Rether, I went very briefly simply to say why
Canada considers that this session has the pctential ¢ lay the groundwerk for
the conclusion of z chemicel weapons convention, building upcn the progress
achieved in the chemical weezpons Working Group over the past three years.

We must first look back to the words of USSR Foreign lMinister Gromyke 2%
the second specizl session cf the Generzl Assembly on disarmsment last-June when
he suggested that Soviet proposals abouf to be placed tefore the special session
held the potentizl of a breskthrough cn the issue, particulsrly in the area of
verification. Those provoszls were subizitted to the special sessicn and
subsequently were tzbled here as document CD/294. At the time of the special session,
the Prime Minister cf Canadz stated that he was encoursged by the positive approach
to verification procedures contained in the remarks of the Soviet Fereign Minister.
I think we 21l look formmerd to discussingthe Soviet propesels in deteil, znd to
receiving amplificzticr of them this yeor in the Ccmmittee.

Of equal significznce was the intention, indicated by Vice-Presicent Bush
in his address tc us on 4 Februery, of the United States Govermnment to submit o
detziled paper on the szme issue early in this session. That document has now
been tabled as CD/343. It is beth wide-ranging and ferthcoming, and it constitutes
a valusble additiorn +2 cur search for a convantion. Not since the joint USL/USSR
Report of 198C tztled ==z dccument CD/112, I believe, have we hod the ooportunity to
assess and compere positicrs which documents CD/294 and CD/343 now zfford us.
Indeed the parzlleliszm tetween these documents in 2 great many aress, ranging from
objectives to destruciion of stocks, is striking. Both accept, for exzmple, the
princivle of systemstic internmaiionzl on-site inspections, although there are
differences on imclementotion. - Nevertheless, it is the common recognition of the
principle of snd ihe nsed for such inspections which is significant. From the
Canadian perspective, verificz*icn procedures bzsed upen 2quity, non—-discriminaticn,
raciprocity ané preservation of netioncl sovereignty cen be, and should be,.
acceptzble to z1l.

A Since it is generzlly recognized thst the bulk of chemical weaponry is held
by the USSR 2né the United States and since they have placed proposals before us,
the Committee has s special responsibility a2t this session to ensure thzet the
opportunity to reach significent zgrecment is rot missed.



