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Prohibition of transfer

Each State Party to this Convention ,hould. LuzdertaKe:

(a) not to trL-n^rer to anyone, '.irec''ly or indirectly, any chemical

weapons ;

(b) not to transfer to esa,yone, d.i_rectlf or indirectly, e.ccep :t to a

State Party, any super--co.:ic lethal chemicals produceci or other^ri,,e accjuired

for l=mitted pu-poses, of typos and in quon-tities which are suitable for

chemical weapons atrnc:;ec;.•,

(c) not to %ssl'.',t, encourage or induce, directly or indirectly,

anyone to engage in activities from uhicii the State Party itself vould be

obliged to refrain under the Convention.

Comments

- Some delegations thought that the prohibition..to trensfer super-toxic

lethal chemicals should be e.ctended : to other lethal chemicals. A delegation,

however, felt that the prohibition. on transfer of super-to::ic lethal chemiçals,

except to State Parties, contained in (b) above, vao subsumed Lulder (c). ITo

special provision "t.Zerefore needed to be made rrith respect to supar-toxic lethal

chemicals, especially since this might imnly less thon strict application of thL

provision Linder (c).

- A LLelegation considered that the right i^lplieci in element III to transfer

super-toxic lethal chemicals in types and que,ntities suitable for chemical rre: pone

purposes to I)nother St^,.te Party should. only apply when these chemicals are

intended for permitted purposes.

- Some delegations suggested 'Uho.t St,.^te- Pa-rtîe^ should be perr.ii'ctec? to

trensl°er to other S to.tes Parties their existing stocks of chemical rree.pons for

-the purpose of the destruction of these iaeapons.

- Some delegations felt thart the wording of this prohibition was not sufficiently

clear because of the csnbiguity in the d.efinition of cher.ii cal weapons.


