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. Worklng Pamer on the Relatlon of Verlflcatlon to the ocope'”
of a Ban on Chemlcal Warfare Agents ¢« -

-+ The negotiations'in the bLD'and the LD for banning chemlcal weapons will soon
have gone on for a decade and a half resulting in no avreement The many conlultations,
worklng papers, and expert meetlngs have, however, shed llght on the lnnumerable
problems 1nvolved and conaensu~ has’ been reached in several areas. "

Over the last yeare the QubJect has also been .dealt wrth in the bllateral
consultatlons between the Unlted ..,tateq of America. and the UbbR, and gpecial
expectatlons have been placed in: these negotlatlons Here,'too, the optlmlsm ‘has
proved unfounded and the J01nt reports plomlse no conventlon 1n the near future. mheA
reports, latest (CD/llZ) 1n the summer of l980 do augur some common underetandlng ‘
on many 1mportant p01nte- mostly on the baslQ of earlier flndlngs in the '¢CD or
Ch - wthh will glve technlcal preparedness for a treaty as soon as. the polltlcal
understanding has been: reached .

Flrstly, it is most, satlsfylng to note that the two s1des belleve that the
future conventlon would be a comprehen51ve one w1th commitments never to develop,
produce,'otherw1ae acqulre, stockplle or retaln super-toxic lethal or harmful chemlcal
or precursors of such chemlcals, as well as chemlcal munitiens or other means of
chemlcal warfare It also contains an undertaklng to destroy all existing stocks.

uecondly, they proceed from the. premlsee that the scope of the prohlbltlon in
any future conventlon would be determln_d on the basis of the general 'purpose crlterlon”
The goal of thlS 1s to glve the treaty a fully unaubigous content leav1ng no room for
mlalnterpretatlon i. e. no v1olator can clalm to have acted in 1rnorance.

Unfortunately outsldera-cannot_ea51ly verify the pirpose of the development arnd-
production of a chemical thus condeming it as aAchemical warfare agent‘on the bagiz
of the purpose crlterlon is often impossible until the chemical nae been used as sguch,
or at least placed 1n munltlons or army.depogitories, therefore, additional definiticns
for chemlcal agentu have been found necessary for fac1lltat1ng verification. As'Such
additional definition, the two sides have first come to see the ucse of the toxicity

criterion.



