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(Mr. Raimond, France)

My country wishes to achieve results, even if they prove to be limited,
in an initial stage, for example, to the progressive destruction of stocks and
production facilities during a period to be determined.

This same stage-by-stage approach could be used with respect to the
solution to be found for the problem of the lists of supertoxic agents. We
know that it is difficult at this stage to identify the possibilities of
military use of some of them which are already being used in civilian
industry, for example in pharmaceutical products. It should be possible to
ask the Consultative Committee envisaged by the convention to determine the
régime during a later stage of the negotiations, or during the implementation
of the convention. The French delegation will put forward proposals along
these lines. Generally speaking, quite obviously, it will spare no effort to
ensure that concrete results are achieved, including during this session.

Nevertheless, it is in the light of these uncertainties in the
negotiations that France does not rule out the possibility of acquiring a
limited and purely deterrent capability in this area. In accordance with the
commitments assumed by France when signing the Geneva Protocol of 1925, this
would only be used for retaliation and not for a first attack. 1In any case,
the current negotiations, to which we continue to attach very high priority,
could not constitute a moratorium for France, nor for that matter for any
other country.
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(Mr. Vejvoda, Czechoslovakia)
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Our delegation welcomes the fact that the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical
Weapons has promptly been re-established under the able guidance of
Ambassador Ekéus of Sweden. This early commencement, as well as a new,
purpose-oriented approach, gives us a guarantee that the Conference will try
to use its potential fully and that everything will be done so that the
CW convention is finalized already this year. Nothing can prevent us from
solving the remaining political and technical aspects of the prohibition of
chemical weapons providing there is the political will to do so. Just
two days ago the Conference witnessed another good example of the required
constructive approach when the Head of the USSR delegation,

Ambassador Nazarkine, spoke on the problem of location of chemical weapons
stocks, on the guestion of destruction versus diversion, and some aspects of
verification on challenge. We consider that all the proposals advanced reveal
genuine interest in speeding up our work on the CW convention and should be
approached seriously. Any hasty conclusions, especially if they are rather
beside the point, are somewhat out of place. We would like to hope that the
suggestions made by Ambassador Nazarkine will be discussed thoroughly on an
appropriate working level.

We follow attentively the work of the Ad Hoc Committee on the problem of
non-production of chemical weapons and on challenge verification. During the
brief sessions in autumn of last year and in January we noticed that
divergencies in the positions of various countries were being gradually



