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13, The Wazldding Group ook note: of the weport ~L the Cheoimon mn crasultations
hell n issues rcloiing to toxicity dleterminati-n, cs eontained in CD/C"\.’/WP.ZE/RCV.].
and decdiddl 4o nake the £ollowing recrrmendations: '

(s) thot the Committee ~n Disdmmavent take nate 38 the CD/CUAMP.22/Rev.l
of 27 J'uiy 19C1, ond consider it a suitahle basis f£2r the delegotions to prepare
further wmrl: w1 nethals 1o o agreed for tozicity Aeterminctinng £ o cheomical
weapons conventiom; )

{1;) <hat the f7llowing issues be Qlgcussel ot the Coittce's 1922 session,
using; A‘the toxicity values for su’*er—th:.c lethal, other lethal anl atlier hasmful
chenicals siven in CD/112 as a starting point for the work:

(1) Specific testing methols for determination of acute lethal toxicity,

using the »elévant points found in fmmex V of CD/CWAM.22/Tev.l;
(ii) Circumstonces in which inhalation criteria will he requirel,
including the pocsibility of supplenmentin: inholotion tasticity
neasurcuents with intravenous injection; '
(iii) Possible criteria based on other types of harmful effects;
{(v; TInventory of intemmational resources for toxicity determinction
anl the pessibility of irternational co-onerciion. '
Expertise, particularly in toxicolory, as well as scientific enl technical backzround
naterial, vhich nay be pravideld by delegsaticns, will he of valuc {or such discussions.

{c) +hat further consultations, similar to thnse held this year, should take
tlace in the weelt 1-5 March, 1982, on the issues uentionel wnder {1;) unless the
Counittee nn Disarmenent decided otherwise at tiie bLeginning of ite 1932 session.

(1) +het the quest*ons related to possible opplications of toxicity criteria int =
chemicnl weencne convention should he telten up within the Comittec in the weelt theracitar.
14. The substantive considerations of the Working Group rcaflirmed the conclusions,
reflected in the Iinal Document of the first special wescion ol the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament, that the prohibition of chemical vieapons and their destruction
represented one of the most urgent measures of disarmement and that the conclusion
of such a convention is of the highest priority in rultilateral negotiations. The
uzgency of achieving cencrete results to this end was especially recognized in the
o ok she sreonC spfcinl rzecion to be held in 1982,

15. After the extonsive cxamination of the various issues rclzted to a chemical

weapons convention, both in 1980 and 1981, the Woriing Group considers that a

convergence of views has emerged on many issues, but that come important divergencies



