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In my capacity as Clïairman of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons, I have the

honour to introduce a special report of this Group to the Committee on Diszarm=,ent

prepared in view of the Second Special Session of the United Nations General assem'aly
devoted to disarmament. The text of the report is contained in the document CD,•'2C1
which, I hope, is available to all the distinguished representatives to this Committee.

I would lil:e to be as brief as possible, as I have always been during our
meetings. First of all, I wish to.st4-te, that in accordance with opera-Live
paragraph 5 of the United Nations General Assembly resolution, number 36/92F, this
Committee has been"requested to submit-to the second SSOD, "a special report on the
state of negotiations on various. quésti.ons under consideration by the Committee."
In a similar way, a specific xeauiremerit, by the General Assembly has been stated in
paragraph 4 of the United Nations Gene.ral Assembl.% resoliztion number _3619611, as far
as chemical weapons are concerned. I hôpe.that the report as contained in
document CD/281, does reflect the'present state of negotiations in the Committee's
Working Group on the prohibition of chemical weapons.

The report itself being self-explanatory, I would like to share briefly with
the Co.nmlittee some important points of the discussion in the Working Group which led
to the elaboration and adoption of this report. Thus, in its.introductory part, the
Group wished to refer directly to the paragraph 75 of the Final Document of the first
special:session devoted to disarmament which, let me recall, stresses the importance
and urgency of negotiations on the complete and effective prohibition of the
development, production and stocl.-piling of all chemical weapons and their destruction.
On the other hand, the Group wished to refer, rather.generally,*to all other proposals
and documents on the prohibition of chemical weapons which in the past had been
presented within the framework of the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament
and the Committee itself, assuming that merely listing them all would be a spâce

taking and not very productive taslc, especially in view of the second special session.

The same approach has been displayed by the Group in elabôrating the other parts
of the report. Without going into details of its discussions in 1980 and in 1981,
under its previous mandate, the Group emphasized the most sigtiificant points discussed
in those two years as they, indéed,_marh very important stages of negotiations on the
prohibition of chemical weapôns. .As far as the present state of the work is
concerned, the Group has underlined the importance of a new mandate ^-7hich allows the
elaboration of a convention and succinctly described the topics of discussions for
the first half of its 1982 session and the main differences of.:,,views and problems
which emerged in the discussion in the past.two months or.so.

There is one thing I would like to make as clear as possible: the Group wishéd
to avoid repeating in this report, all over again, all the various views of

particular delegations or groups of delegations on countless smaller and/or bigger
problems that emerged during the over three-year long discussions. These are
sufficiently reflected in the Working Group's report of 1980 contained in

document CDj131/Rev.1, and of 1981 in the document CD/220. Both latter reports are
specifically mentioned in the present report of the Group.
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