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My, Herder, Germon Democrzotic Republic

of & so-called self-verificetion. In calling for sound netionel procedures we
start from a purely practicicl viewpoint, since o weli=functioning nationzl
implementztion ani monitoring system is ¢ sine ouc non for intermationzl
verificaticn. Whecre should the consultative commitiee send the inspectors, if
there is nc peint of contcet zt the naticnal level which keeps traclkc ¢f nzational
sctivities concerning the implementation cf the convention? Who should keep

the records to provide the consultative committee with the required informction?

Ir this connection we wvould like to refer i< the experience gathered ty the
Internztionsl Atomic Enercy Agency. The sefeguards applied by this Agency are
largely based on national systeme of accounting and control.

Furthermore, I would like to mention the national experierce of my country
in the chemical field. The improved Lazr on ihe ling of Pocisons adopted five
years agc, for exanmple, provides for a full inventory of zl11 poisonous substances,
which applies té zll branches of the national economy and covers the whole process,
beginning with the preductiorn and ending with the disposal of poisons. 4 systen
of national agencies oversee:s the implementation of the lav. To our knowledge,
similar laws exist in cther countries as well.

It ic the intenticn of &y delegation to express at a loter stoge cf our
worlc mere detailed ideas with regard to the co-cpereiion between the national and
international bodies cof the verification systers.

Ir our view it is exacily the co-operation aspsct which counts, namely,
activities based on mutuzl® trust, not an atmosphere cf distrust. Morecver,
spuspicions should be eliminated by verification cctivities. But how can this
be achieved when even ihe declarations of parties who voluntarily entered the
agreement are not trusted ani should be verified?

Ir the course of the Committec's work on z chemical weapons ccnventicn we
have seen, like many cother delegations, that the prcdlens cornccted with benning
chemicel weapons are, indeed, guite complicated. Onz pariicular reason is that
it is sometimes rather difficult to draw & line between whet is connected witn
chemiczl weapons and what does not beiong to it. Thct is true of chemicals
forming the basis for chemicel wezpons, as well as of facilities producing these
chemiczals.

Such difficultiec arise not only with regcrd tc the scope of 2 chemical
weapons .convention but als> concerning verification of compliance. Thess
problems ere further complicated by differences ir the organization of ‘the
chemical industry in various countries. The procuction of binary chemicz. weapone
and their introduction intc military arsencle will bring ebout serious additiomal
problens. This "latest achicvement" in chemiccl weaponxy would be mere closely
connected with the commericzl chemiczl industry than the so-called uni texy
chemical weapons. Thic applies both to the chemicezls involved and tc the

fecilitiec concerned.




