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(Mr. Yamada, Japan)

(e) International systematic monitoring shall be initiated as soon as
possible after the closure of such facility and shall continue until this
facility is eliminated within 10 years.

As destruction of chemical weapons stocks proceeds and controls are placed on
the civil chemical industry, the prolonged existence of chemical weapons
production facilities may increase the potential danger to the convention
régime. It is the desire of my delegation to see that such facilities are
dismantled at the earliest opportunity.

Next, I should like to deal with the issue of "non-production". I wish
to express our appreciation of the work done so far in identifying the
chemical substances to be controlled and the régimes to which they would be
subject under the convention. The recent meeting of the representatives of
the industry was also extremely useful. Despite the detailed discussions
which have taken place on this matter, I nevertheless feel that it is
important to place the issue in perspective so that the problems may be sorted
out and progress made towards final agreement. ’

The negotiations on the issue of non-production have dealt with two
different aspects:

(i) the non-production of chemical weapons per se; and (ii) the
monitoring of the production, etc. of certain substances in the chemical
industry. The discussions to this date may at times have tended to confuse
these two differing aspects. Under article VI, those chemical substances
whose production is to be prohibited or subjected to other controls are
subdivided into three categories. They are listed in one of the three
schedules of the annex, on each of which methods of control are being
developed.

Schedule (1) relates to the first aspect, that is non-production of
chemical weapons per se, which is the main objective of the convention. On
the other hand, schedules (2) and (3) relate to the second aspect; the
chemical substances listed in these schedules are intended for peaceful
purposes, but are placed under a monitoring régime to preclude their misuse
for weapon purposes. The aim is to enhance confidence in the convention
régime. We feel that there are distinct conceptual differences between the
two. ’

The lists and the control régimes developed to this date are,” in our
view, generally reasonable. In order to expedite our work for final
agreement, we must have a clear idea of the correlation among the various
chemical substances in the schedules. We must also give due consideration to

the legitimate concerns raised at the recent meetings of representatives of
the industry.

We have not addressed ourselves to the issue of definition for some time
now. The existing wording in draft article II was formulated before the
recent development in our negotiations. We have now clarified many aspects nf
the destruction of chemical weapons and production facilities. We have



