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(2) Zlhat is to be verified?

(a) Differing views wore c::pressod' on the reqtLiremcnts of verification
in -the followr_n^ arcas :

(i) destruction of chemical rreapons' stocks

(ii) destruction or dismantling of means of/facilities for
production of chemicaJ. wc:apons

(iii) non-production of chemicals for prohibited purposes

(iv) production of certain chemicals for non-hostile military
purpose3

(b) Some held that non-production of chemicals for prohibited purposes
could be verified even in highly industrialized countries with
reasonable means and withou ' t ; prejudice to the interesto of Lh^
cheiaical. industry. Others were of the vieir that inspection of
ent#e.çhemical industries would not be praçticable. In this
coi't ext..some held that verification of a ban on identified dual-
purpose agents and their precursors, and in particular binary
weapons,could pose insurmotuztable difficulties. Others disagreed
t-rith this view. .

(c) Differing views were expressed on whether prohibition of planning,
orranizâtion and training, if included in a convention, could be
verificd.

(3) Verification procedures

1'Thile delegations wore of the view that a verification-^:.ystem eèuld be
based on an appropriate combination of international and national
measures, there were differences as to their relative effectivenéss.
One view was that a vcrificatioiz system should rely priniarily on
international measures.•Another viei,r was that national measures, with
certain international p-rocedurés,.rrould provide adequate assurance of
compliance.

(a) Issues relating to national verificutiôn measures

I

There appeared to be no convergence of views on uhether national
organs for verification should be envisaged, in a convention and, if
so, on the role and importance of such organs. Diffcrin -a views
were expressed regarding whether or not standardized programmes
for national or._-ans for verification, including thcir or`anization,
functions and obligations, should be provided for.

(b) Issues rclâting to international verificaticn measures

(i) V1liile d^leZalcions believed that international verification
measures should include arrangements for on-site verification,
their views differed on specifics of such arrangement:,,.


