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JOD4T US-MSSP^ PEPORT ON PIIOGPI;S ^ TST `21D] DILA'i'L;:',AL
IT^Cî'l'IA`.^'IOIZS ON `l'ILr PROH]ZITI011 Oi' CIE1iICAL l•lLAIPONS

The llele^ations of the US' and the US^^11, Cv.idecl b^r the fact that prohibition

of chemical wee;-on.s is, as ^r^^ r.tresr;ed, in the Final Document of the United Nations

General Asaembly S,^ecia7. Session on Disarnianient, one of the most urgent and vital

,problens in the aree. of ^^isalmai:^ent ^ ^^jc^. consiâcrin- the c.lecire oî :^tin^^ iner.ll^er : ta tcs

of the Coinu.,iittee on Disarnk.r:ient to be informecl about the ctate of a.fîaira at the

bilatera1 net;•otia.tion, conce-rne<1 with the Orei^axation of a joint initiative on the

prohibition of c_Lernica.l treaponr, have subinitted to the Conu2ittee on, llisarntivnent

joint reports regra-r^Iing DrogreÛs at their negotiations. The Dele;a.t ion.c of the

US and the USSR subr_zitted the last such report on 31 July, 1979 (Document CD/40).

Since that ti:~le, two more rounds of the bilateral ne,-otiations on the

prohibition of chemical vea ion-s have been he1d, in the course of which the

Delet;ations of the US and the USNR continued their efforts toward earliest

development of a joint initiative on the prohibition of chemical weanono and its

presentation for consicleration 1^^^ the Corv.Littee on Disarnkvnent. Given the

interrelationship between the various issues, the two sides will be able to report

definitive agreement in, any l^articular area only alter they have com,leteci their

negotiations. The iresent report of the two delegations reflects, however, the

current status of the ne^otia^iona.

1. The two sides ;.oroceec' from the ,)remise that the scope of the prohibition in the

.,eneral -purpoÜe criterion.future convention woulcl be deternLined on the basis of the g

They believe th- '. the parties to a. conv-:ntion alzould asclu^^:. the obli(,!-ation never to

develop, produce, othérwise acquire, stock-Alo or retain su;)er-toxic lethal, othe-r

lethal or other ha.rniful chemicals, or _wecursors of such chemicals; the

obligation should not eXten,l to those substances in these categories which are

intended for nonhostile y)ur'r)oses or militaxUy purposes not involvin,, the use of

chemical wear.ons, pzovic,.ed their types and quantities are consistent with such

pur-ooses. The two side;, also helieve that the parties to a convention should

undertalce never to develo-o, oroduce, ot'_ierwic;e a.cquire, stockpile or retcin.

munitions or devices cpecifica.lly cle^i.-med to cau:,'c. dea.th or other lla.rm through

the toxic lxoL)erties Of cllemic,ls released as a rec^zli of the employLent of tbeec

munitions or devices, or edui-_oraent specifically designed for use directly in

connexion with the enmloyi;ient of such munitions or devices. No agreement has yet

been rea.ched in.. some ti-peciî.ic a:.recta of 'cheae -oroi)o,;ed undertahin^;r,, including the

extent to wliich irritants, to,cins and precurso-rs shoulcl be covere^ , and the two

sides are seel.in., to resolve their diiferencco.
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