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PREFACE
PV

This volume is a compilation of the final 
records (PVs) of the Conference on Disarmament during 
its 1984 session relating to Chemical Weapons, 
been compiled and edited to facilitate discussions and 
research on this issue.
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CD/FV.239
9

(The President;

I would be remiss if I failed to recall at least some of the other outstanding 
multilateral effort to proscribe chemical weapons has now been going 

for over a decade. True, we have embarked of late on what appears to be a more 
substantive debate, leading, as has just been agreed yesterday, to a concrete 
negotiating process. I have no doubt in my mind that by now we wouldJoave nad mucn 
more to show for our effort had we applied ourselves to the specific -ask cl 
drafting and putting down the concrete provisions of a future chemical weapons

issues. The

convention.

CD/PV 239
10

(ÜÜIi-iiiPik^-Seçretar^-Genera l_of_the_Confe rence_on
Di s armament _and_Pe rsonaU-Regresenta twe_of _t he
kêlLlIar^-Gene raj.) __

The cruel effect"I would like also to make special mention of chemical weapons, 
of the utilization of chemical weapons was vividly illustrated in the First World */ar. 
And the world did something about it. The Geneva Protocol of 1925 gave significant 
proof that nations can unite in the common interest to prohibit the use of a 
particular category of weapons. For a number of years negotiations have been conducte 
on a ban on chemical weapons. Detailed consideration of technical issues has already 
taken place in the Committee on Disarmament and bilaterally between the Soviet Union 
and the United States of America. While the complexities involved are substantial,
I believe that with a determined effort outstanding political.issues can be resolved, 
thus paving the way for the conclusion of a convention, on which so much useful an 
promising work has already been accomplished.



Applying this criterion, my delegation would venture to suggest that of the 
five working groups which met in 1933 the possible re-establishment of two,of.them 
should remain pending, to be on idered at the beginning of the so-called summer 
session": namely, the Group n he Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, for the
reasons which I myself explained last year, both in the Committee on Disarmament 
and in the First Committee of the General Assembly ; and the Group on the item 
generally knovm as negative security assurances, for reasons which seem obvious to 
us, and which have already been mentioned more than once, tilth regard to the othc. 
three working groups — the Group on "Chemical Weapons", the Group concerned with 
the "nuclear-weapon-test ban" and the Group which has been studying radiological 
weapons" — we believe that the first of these should continue without interruption 
the work which it has been carrying out since l6 January, while tne other two shou 
immediately resume their activities, taking as a starting point the reports which 
they submitted to the Committee in 1983 and the resolutions adopted by the 

Assembly concerning the matters dealt with in those reports.General

CD/PV.239
14

(Hr. Garcia Robles, Mexico)
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CD/PV 239 
22-23

( Mrs2-_Theorj-n^_Sweden)

In recent years, high priority has been given on our agenda to the efforts
The Swedish Government is of the opinionto create a chemical weapons convention, that all States, notably the major military Powers, have a genuine political will

However, the degreeto achieve a convention prohibiting all chemical weapons, 
of complexity of the subject matter and the tense relations between the major 
Powers have contributed towards making progress in the negotiations painfully slow. 
However, necessary stages in the process have been dealt with in a satisfactory
way.

Last year's Ad Hoc Working Group managed to present a report which was
For this year, it is important that the results reached byadopted unanimously, 

the 1983 Working Group be fully utilized.
In this context my delegation has noted with interest two Initiatives.

announcement at the Stockholm Conference by the Secretary of State 
of the United States, Mr. Shultz, to the effect that a draft treaty on the 
complete ban of chemical weapons be presented to the Conference on Disarmament.
We welcome this as an essential contribution in the continuous negotiations in

I find it urgent that these negotiations should be taken

One is the

the CD on the subject, 
up right from the beginning of this session.

is the initiative of the Warsaw Pact States concerning chemical 
weapons in Europe. This expresses a deep concern for the question of chemical 
weapons. However, we feel that the work on a chemical ban in Europe should not 
take precedence over the global negotiations in the Conference on Disarmament.

of the problems connected with negotiating a global ban would be

The other

In
our opinion, none 
easier to solve in a regional framework.

It is encouraging that the Ao Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons has been 
able to recommend to the Conference to re-establish the Group as soon as possible 
and with every intent not later than the end of the second week of the Conference. 
It is equally promising that there now appears to be an agreement on a mandate on 
the negotiations for a subsidiary body on the item.

The remaining issues can only be solved in a spirit of compromise. 
Particularly relevant are the attitudes of those States which possess by far the 
largest arsenals of chemical weapons. We urge them to negotiate seriously and 

If so, the Conference stands a good chance in making headwayconstructively. 
towards a convention.
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One of these is the brer.king-off by the United States of the Soviet-American 
negotiations on many key disarmament issues. It is enough to recall that at the end 
of 1978 the United States of America unilaterally suspended the bilateral talks on 
the limitation of the arms trade. In 1979« through the fault of the United States 
the negotiations with the Soviet Union on anti-satellite systems and on the 
transformation of the Indian Ocean into a zone of peace were suspended. Finally, in 
May 1980 the Soviet-American talks on the prohibition of chemical weapons were 
interrupted, and at the end of the same year the trilateral Soviet-British-American 
negotiations on a general and complete nuclear-weapon-test ban.

CD/PV 239
26

^£^.„l5.srae^y an^_USSR)

It doesThis is primarily the result of the obstruction of the United States, 
not give its consent to holding in the Conference on Disarmament the negotiations on 
the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests. It puts forwar

the negotiations on practical measures for the prevention of nuclear
the limitation of the nuclear-obstacles to 

war. It puts a spoke in the wheel of negotiations on 
arms race. It is the United States that does not give the Conference the 
possibility of starting negotiations on the prevention of an arms race in outer 
space. It was doing everything in order to block normal, effective negotiations on 
the elaboration of a draft convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons. An 
finally, it is the United States that proposes us all sorts of ersatz mandates for 
the working groups in order to divert their attention from real political 
negotiations on the agenda items of the Conference.
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(Mr. Issraelyan, USSR)

It is no accident t-hat a group of eminent United States diplomats, former 
participants in the Soviet-Aoerican strategic arms limitation talks, including 
Gerard Smith, Paul Warnke and a number of distinguished scientists dealing with arms 
limitation problems have criticized the allegation by the United States 
Administration that the Soviet Union violates the arms limitation agreements. For 
example, Warnke stated that there is no firm evidence of violations which could 
substantiate the majority of those allegations. And what store may be set upon the 
slander concerning the use of Soviet-made chemical weapons in different countries? 
Many times over the scientists and experts of many countries, including the 
United States, have proved that "yellow rain", mycotoxins discovered by the American 
investigators and their assistants, are nothing but the excrement of various insects. 
Recently, Professor Mezelson, the well-known American expert, has once again written 
about it. In the opinion of many United States experts the groundless public 
allegations about the violation by the Soviet Union of various agreements can only 
complicate the negotiating process. One cannot but share this opinion.

We state once again that this disgraceful campaign has only one goal — to 
undermine the faith of the world community in the possibility of achieving mankind's 
ideal — disarmament, and a world without weapons and wars.



CD/PV 239
31

^£.j._i.!liQI!î£c_Çânâd§)

1 would first like to say that it Is of particular pleasure to present to 
the Conference on Disarmament, through you, the report of the Ad Hoc Working 
Group on Chemical Weapons contained in document CD/429. You have thia before 
you, I believe, in English only. I understand from the Secretariat that it 
will be distributed in the other languages of the Conference -this afternoon. 
Canada and Poland have for some time alternated in sponsoring in New York at the 
General Assembly what has become known as the "traditional" consensus resolution 
on chemical weapons, and indeed a Polish representative, your predecessor 
Ambassador Sujka, has acted as Chairman of the Chemical Weapons Working Group. 
Indeed my statement, today will be our last act as Chairman of this Group.
In presenting document CD/429 for adoption by the Conference on Disarmament, I 
wish to draw particular attention to the fact that the recommendations '■ontained 
in the report were adopted by the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons by 
consensus. The recommendations, I need not add, speak for themselves.

The Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons undertook to 
present a brief oral report on substantive results of the activities of the 
four contact groups, as follows:

the first refers to what has become known as theThere are two points;
"Consensus document", contained in document CD/416 and its annexes.

With regard to the elimination of existing stocks of chemical weapons, as 
a result of intense discussions on how such elimination would be reported to the 
consultative committee, there is an emerging general understanding that a period 
of about six months would be appropriate for submission of reports on progress 
in the implementation of plans for the elimination of stocks of chemical weapons.

These matters are technical, but I believe very important- for our future
work.

Secondly, as regards the verification of the monitoring of compliance with 
the future non-production of chemical weapons, again there is an emerging clarity 
that the meaning of the words "agreed level" and "quota" were, for the purposes 
of the discussion, similar.

There is a detailed examinationThere are also other areas of clarification, 
and clarification of the meaning of the word "quota". Again, there is 
clarification and further understanding of the meaning of "capacity" of a small-
scale production facility.

(Cont'd)
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(Mr. Skinner, Canada)

There is general understanding on what that capacity eight be, but wording
A number of countries,to express that understanding has yet to be formulated, 

in addition, have given no reports on the number of plans in their own countries 
making what are called key precursors.

Finally, the concept of making simple initial declarations of stocks followed 
by later detailed declarations of plants for their destruction was clarified to a 
considerable extent, although I must add that there remains no final agreement on 
timing of initial declarations.

In conclusion, on behalf of Ambassador McPhail/, for whom I speak today, I 
would like to thank all members of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons 
without whose co-operation and active support the recommendations contained in 
document CD/429 could not have been agreed and presented to the Conference on 
Disarmament. In this regard, a special word of appreciation goes to the four 
contact group co-ordinators, whose efforts were invaluable in bringing this phase, 
of our work on chemical weapons to a successful conclusion. In addition, of 
course, Ambassador McPhail would like to thank all officers of this body and 
particularly the Secretariat, including our interpreters and translators.

I would ask, through you Mr. President that the Conference on Disarmament 
adopt this morning the recommendations contained in the entire document presented 
to you in my statement. Thank you.
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(Mr. Alessi, Italy)

In some sectors, the Conference on Disarmament has passed beyond the phase of 
preliminary talks and reached the critical threshold beyond which discussions may 
lead to compromises and agreements ; this is tne case for chemical weapons as well 
as for radiological weapons.

My delegation continues to give particular priority to a world-wide ban on all 
chemical weapons.

The conditions are ripe to make 19o4 a decisive year in this sphere ; the 
political desire to succeed in the negotiations is clearly reflected in the report 
of the working group submitted to us by Ambassador McPhail; document CD/41c and 
the reports of the contact groups provide the commorr ground for negotiating a 
Convention.

The difficulties cannot be underestimated ; a number of problems have existed 
for so long that they seem to have become unalterable. Experience has 
nevertheless shown that a very close consideration of comparable positions 
sometimes reveals a greater convergence than was previously thought; that was 
recently the case, for example, of verification systems for production in small- 
scale facilities..

For this reason one cannot over-empnasize the need for everyone to take an 
active share in negotiations and for each position to be explained in detail, 
is inconsistent to call for the drafting of texts without helping to create the 
objective conditions for such work.

It

In the light of these requirements, we can measure the full importance of the 
announcement made by the United States Secretary of State, Mr. Schultz, of the 
forthcoming submission of a complete text of a treaty banning chemical weapons.
We welcome this initiative which cannot fail to give a decisive impetus to our 
work. It is part of the series of very useful contributions which have marked the 
participation of the United States delegation in these negotiations, 
regard, I would recall in particular the success obtained by the working meeting 
organized last November at the United States facility for the destruction of 
chemial weapons at Tooele; this meeting, of undeniable interest, permitted direct 
observation of the procedures used in the United States and provided a unique 
opportunity to discuss the various means of verification of the destruction of 
stockpiles.

In this

Where the substance of the negotiations is concerned, the priority questions 
continue to relate to stockpiling and the means of manufacturing chemical weapons.
It is necessary to focus on these two aspects of the Convention, identify possible 
compromises and set them down in written form. I think it essential to maintain 
the integrated approach, adopted last year by the contact groups, in which all 
aspects of the same subject (for instance, declaration, destruction, verification etc ■ 
of stockpiles)should be negotiated together.
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With regard to the prohibition of chemical weapons, thanks to the intensive 
conducted under the able guidance of Ambassador McPhail of Canada,

long period, a clearer picture isdeliberations
as well as to the cooperation of experts over emerging indicating various issues involved, including in particular their
technical aspects.

advocate of the early conclusion of a convention on the prohibition oT 
chemical weapons as an imoortant subject which may be second only to that of 
nuclear disarmament, Japan is encouraged by the positive outcome o* the discussions 
held last year and expresses its strong desire for further progress in our wor 
this year. The convention to be agreed upon is of a comprehensive character, not 
limited to specific regions, and aims at the complete destruction of existing 
stocks of chemical weapons as well as the prohibition of the development, production 
and use of chemical weapons on a global basis.

As an

that the starting point is the destruction oi the 
On this issue, an important contribution has been

Indonesia, the
Of these items, we believe 

existing chemical-weapon agents.
made on the basis of past experiences by several countries such as 
Netherlands, Great Britain and the United States. Last year the United States 
placed their chemical-weapon destruction facility in the State o: Uvah a. t -e 
disposal of a workshop in which many countries took part with great inheresu, an 
the Federal Republic of Germany has already announced its plan to hole a similar

My delegation wishes to express its appreciation for vheworkshop this year. 
precious efforts undertaken by these States.

In the light of these developments, the international community will be 
justified in its expectation.of an early agreement in substance on the destruction 
of chemical weapons. The issue of destruction has been a subject of intensive 
discussions in the Working Group last year as well as at the beginning of this 
year. In addition, we welcome the indication by the United States recently t..a 
it will submit a draft convention to this forum. .My delegation hopes that 
intensive discussion and elaboration will make further progress and lead uO a 
possible agreement on this most important issue of the prohibition of chemical

Japan will, of course, continue to participate inweapons even within this year, 
this process in a positive and concrete manner.
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(Mr. Luce,iUni ted.Kingdom)

I come now to a subject of overriding importance to my Government: 
completion of a Convention banning all chemical weapons forever. Ve take very 
seriously the growing danger posed by these weapons. Hot only do some countries 
hold large and increasing stocks of these frightful weapons but recent evidence 
clearly points to their use by some governments, in defiance of international 
condemnation. There is no reason why the Conference on Disarmament should not 
make rapid progress in negotiating a total ban on these abhorrent weapons, as
Mrs. Thatcher urged in Budapest a few days ago.
Sir Geoffrey Howe, recalled in Stockholm last month that Britain has taken a 
leading role in efforts to secure disarmament in this field. As he said, we see 
no reason to■depart from the objective, which we have set ourselves in this 
Conference on Disarmament, of a total and fully verifiable "ban on chemical warfare, 
-to be applied worldwide. My Government therefore warmly welcomes the intention of 
the United States, announced by Secretary Schultz in Stockholm, to submit to this 
Conference in the near future a draft comprehensive treaty with those aims.

Almost 60 years ago, in 1925, the Geneva Protocol was signed in this city.
Its authors perhaps believed they had done whaf was necessary, by prohibiting the 
use of chemical weapons, to remove forever the scourge which had blighted so many 
lives in the First World War. The 1925 Protocol occupies a worthy place in the 
corpus of international agreements designed to prevent human suffering. But it 
does net ban the manufacture or stockpiling of chemical weapons, nor provide for 

.verification of compliance, which is so vital to ensuring trust. The duty of this 
Conference is to build upon the foundation provided by the Protocol and to ensure 
that a new Convention, banning chemical weapons from the face of the earth, is 
established without delay.

the

The British Foreign Secretary,

Hy own country relinquished its chemical weapons a quarter of a century ago.
In the case of the Soviet Union, theRegrettably. others did not follow suit, capacity to wage chemical warfare has steadily increased. Ify Government welcomes 

the recent signs of renewed Soviet interest in banning chemical weapons, to the 
extent that these represent an acknowledgement that the time has come, to reach an 

. agreement banning the manufacture, stockpiling and use of these dreadful weapons. 
But I ask the delegations represented here today — does a regional ban on such 
easily transported weapons as chemical weapons make any sense? Why should Europe 
have priority in benefiting from a chemical weapons ban, when all the disturbing 
reports in recent years of use of chemical warfare have come from various parts of

second best;■ andAsia? A regional approach to this problem would be a poor 
humanity deserves better than second best.

unable in 1965My Goveirnment regrets that the Committee on Disarmament was 
to conclude a Convention to outlaw these abominable weapons, constructive proposals from the Western delegations, including the British paper 
on the -important issue of verification of non-production of chemical weapons, 
which my predecessor introduced on 10 March last year, the Committee completed 
its deliberations last yoar empty-handed.

Despite many



TheThe key to an effective Convention is effective verification.
it is my earnest hope that they will 

No price in effort is too great toworking groups made progress last year; 
proceed much faster this session and next.
pay for agreement. The United Kingdom, stands read)' to do everythin 
help to advance these negotiat ons towards agreement. We intend to 
vigorously in the detailed negotiations.that lie ahead the points in our paper 
tabled last March on verification of non-production, designed to ensure that 
chemical weapons are not being produced after the destruction of existing 
stockpiles. This will be a key element in assuring international confidence in the 
Treaty. We shall also play our part in trying to reach agreement on verificauion 
of destruction of stockpiles, of destruction of production facilities ana ol 
permitted production of super-toxic substances for protective purposes. I hope 
that all delegations will adopt a positive position on these vital issues, and 
will present practical proposals to this end. If they do, then this Conference 
will be on the brink of success.

tp

If the Convention is to convince international opinion that full ooaçliance 
will be ensured, my Government believes that it must contain a combination of 
routine on—site inspection and the possibility of fact—finding procedures to

Without such procedures, 
And doubt breeds uncertainty, destroys

investigate any doubt which may about compliance.
there would be no means of resolving doubt, 
confidence and provokes recrimination, which would in turn undermine the Convention.

To complement the other verification proposals now on the table, I am pleased tc 
introduce teday a new British Working Paper entitled "Verification and Compliance 
the Challenge Element". It is generally accepted that the Convention should contain 
a provision for challenge by any party. The aim cf the paper is to suggest hov 
challenges could be handled effectively in order to maintain confidence in the 
Convention. For this purpose it would clearly be important to ensure that action, 
including, if necessary, on—site inspection should follow a challenge without delay. 
This paper is the latest in a series of initiatives which successive British 
governments have taken in their earnest endeavour to achieve a chemical weapons ban. 
In 1976 we tabled a draft Treaty. Two years ago my predecessor tabled a paper on 

Last year he also introduced a proposal on verification of non-
It is our hope that, this latest initiative willcompliance.

production of chemical weapons, 
strengthen the present basis for an agreement.

The international community has placed squarely upon tnisConference the heavy
Suchresponsibility to agree a convention banning chemical weapons completely. 

weapons should have no place or. the face of this earth. I urge this Conference to 
discharge its responsibility with despatch, and to present at the earliest possible 
moment to the United Nations an effective Convention for signature and ratification. 
An achievement in this area would not only he valuable in itself but would also do 
much to enhance the confidence that is needed for agreement in other fields.

CD/PV 241 
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(Mr. J;Uce£_yni_tedJ<injadom)
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(Mr. TeLLaLov, Bulgaria)

By recommending that the work of this Conference should focus on the nuclear _ 
issues, my delegation at the same time advocc tes that we take farther the efforts 
on other important agenda items, the -prohibition of chemical weapons in particular. 
As a whole, the positions of the various States are fully known. For this reason* 
it is first of decisive importance at this stage to proceed to the formulation of 
a Convention. In practical terms this should mean that individual drafts and 
formulae represent no more than one element in the complex and multilateral process 
of drafting a convention.
mutually acceptable texts on the various sections of a convention; and secondly,

Otherwise, even the best of .intentions

What the Conference needs at this stage are common,

not to demonstrate a one-sided approach, 
will be interpreted solely as misleading manoeuvres.

Taking up another point, I should like to stress the unfavourable impression 
which has been created so far by the approach of NATO member States towards the^ 
proposal of the socialist countries to free Europe from chemical weapons. On the 
one hand, the Western States seem not to deny the positive rational element in 
this new proposal, while on the other, they do not want to commit themselves on 
its implementation. To put into practice such partial measures of a regional 
nature* would only assist the efforts exerted in this forum, which are aimea at the 
early conclusion of a convention banning chemical weapons, something that remains 
the ultimate goal of the member States of the Warsaw Treaty Organization.
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(Mr. Butler, Australia)

The conclusion of an effective and verifiable convention banning chemical
We are firmly of the view thatweapons is a goal Australia has long advocated, 

to be fully effective a new Chemical Weapons Convention should be comprehensive 
in scope and contain a clear ban on the use of chemical weapons as well.as on 
their development, acquisition, stockpiling, retention or transfer. We are 
encouraged by the outcome of the recently concluded three-week session of- the 
Chemical Weapons Working Group in that agreement was reached on a mandate for 
the Group's continuing work during 1984 providing for the negotiation and 
formulation of a convention. We recognize that areas of divergence remain, 
we believe these can be overcome especially if there is a political will to

But

conclude a convention.

We expect that the work of the Conference will be very greatly assisted by the 
draft treaty for the complete and verifiable elimination of chemical weapons on a 
global basis which the United States Secretary of State, Mr. Schultz, has said will 
be presented to this Conference shortly and we applaud this American initiative.
We also wish to express Australia's appreciation to the United States for conducting 
the workshop on the destruction of chemical weapons in Utah in November last year.
We regard this workshop as having been a very constructive initiative in the 
Important areas of techniques for and verification of stockpile destruction, 
simply demonstrated what can and should be achieved in these areas, 
move steadily forward during our 1984 session to the conclusion of a chemical 
weapons convention. This would be a significant achievement, and it must be 
done. We fully endorse the recommendation contained in the Chemical Weapons 
Working Group's report which would enable that work to recommence as a matter of 
priority at the current session of this conference.

It
We can

CD/PV 241
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(Mr^DhanapaJ-a^Sri^Lanka)

We are not at all pessimistic .about the future course of our session despite
My delegation was encouraged by the report ofthe difficulties we see before us. 

the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons ably chaired by Ambassador McFhail.
We are also encouraged by the promise of a draft Convention on Chemical Weapons 
which we welcome as a positive sign of a political v:ill to negotiate on this issue. 
We hope that this negotiation will take place early and that a positive agreement 
to negotiate will be extended over the entire gamut of disarmament issues. My 
delegation is also mindful of the useful discussions that took place in previous

Document CD/416, forsessions, which are a foundation on which ue can build, 
example, reflects some of these achievements. However, the value of past 
achievements can only be acknowledged by making them a basis for future progress 
and not by regressing or standing still. A pause in disarmament negotiations or 
a fruitless retreading of ground already covered in our discussions here is in

effect a backward step.
pause in the-research, development and production of armaments, 
manufacture and deployment of weapons, especially nuclear weapons, is what is needed.

For while we talk the arcs race- goes on and there is no
A pause in the
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(Mr. VeLayati, Islamic Republic of Iran)
If nuclear .arma exterminate mankind and his civilization, chemical weapons 

torture him alive or kill him by torture. The international community is so 
impressed by the bitter experience of some nations who have fallen victim to this 
dreadful weapon that this item has long been included in the agenda. But the 
progress .made in this field has, due to the obstacles created by the Superpowers, 
not -been rapid enough to halt or at least to reduce the all too long use of the - 
existing arsenals of chemical weapons and put an end to the production of these 
horrible weapons. And now the world is faced with such a situation that 
international merchants of death and their sinister clients feel no restriction in 
the sale and use of such weapons. .

Unfortunately, today, the only use made of the Geneva Protocol of 1925 oc the 
prohibition of the use of chemical and biological weapons and the 1972 Convention 
on the prohibition of production and stockpiling of biological weapons is the 
references made to them in statements of the representatives of various countries 
in international gatherings. These statements, when delivered by the 
representatives of countries themselves busily engaged in chemical weapons 
production, turn into a tiresome farce, which has now for many long years 
repeated itself in international gatherings on disarmament, and especially in this 
very place.

According to the reports presented to the Pugwash Conference held in Geneva last 
February, in the course of the year 1982, chemical and biological weapons were used 
in at least 13 different countries of the world. This bitter reality was being 
experienced by tyrannized peoples of the Third World at the same time as the Ad Hoc 
Working Group on Chemical Weapons was driving .a hard bargain with the major 
producers of these weapons on the wording of some paragraphs of the Convention on 
the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons, 
observer to arrive at this conclusion: 
and more distant from the realities and needs of the international community? At a 
time when arms producers do not pay the least attention to existing international 
agreements, and even create obstacles for the adoption of new agreements and 
regulations beneficial to the international community, the destiny of which, if 
they were ever adopted, would not be any different from the preceding ones, does the 
Third World not have the right to feel pessimistic about the negotiations 
conducted between the wolf and the sheep?

Will such pitiful scenes not.push any neutral 
that the international fora are getting more

You have probably heard this exchange between the Superpowers. One 
Superpower declares that "the production of binary weapons is essential for our 
national interests". The other Superpower responds, "Our armed forces will 
certainly produce a counter-weapon for any weapon, including binary weapons".

• If the inventors of the binary chemical weapon expect us to congratulate them 
on this achievement in the field of manslaughter technology, we should only be 
grateful to them for having so openly demonstrated their anti-human intentions.



not sufficient to show that international laws and
in the hands of Superpowers, used either to dupeIs this single case 

regulations are only worthless toys public opinion or to prevent tyrannized countries from gaining their rights? In sucn 
circumstances, do not we, and all other countries that have fallen victim to the 
Superpowers1 ambitions and greed, have the right to bring these long, boring and 
fruitless negotiations and exchanges of views under consideration? Unfortunately 
the problem is not only limited to the Superpowers. There are other active 
participants in the deadly race of production and use of chemical weapons, 
have listened repeatedly to their eloquent statements on disarmament. The 
Justification given by these countries for their participation in the arms race has 
always been that they are obliged to do so in self-defence. It Is on this basis th

has been formulated; this theory is now the main axis of t 
I am not going to analyse here this theory which is 

Historical experience has disproved this theory 
that maintenance of the balance of terror leads nowhere but to the

There are two related points that are worthy of

But we

the "deterrence" theory
arguments of arms producers, 
founded on the balance of terror.
and shown
intensification of the arms race.First, adherents of this theory have reserved this right only forattention.
themselves and prevent others from following suit.
of their dominance over other countries requires superiority in arms, 
greater part of the arms produced in the world are intended for use in aggression 
against other nations or are being sold to Third World governments with some other 
evil designs in mind; in fact the maintenance of the balance of terror, or,^as 
claimed by the arms producers, defence needs,
production of arms. Allow me to refer to tne experience of my nation in order to 
clarify this point. But I would like to make clear that if, in the meantime, 
reference is made to the Iraqi invasion, it is by no means intended to display the 
dimension of this aggression, because I am dealing mainly with the subject c 
chemical weapons here. Since, for a while now, Iraq has been using chemical 
weapons against Iran, reference to the aggression inevitably entails reference to 
the second-degree agent of aggression. I called it the second-degree agent o 
aggression because, we believe, the first-degree agents of aggression are the 
countries furnishing the arms necessary for aggression.

The reason is clear: maintenance
Secondly, the

I am happy, on the other hand, that the representatives of the majority or 
rather all the first-degree agents of aggression are present here. ! think they are 
going to provide this Conference with convincing explanations for their lethal chienucai
gifts that our military personnel and civilian population have, for severa mon s an 
6 If such explanations are given, wesea and air.even years, been receiving from land, — .will be grateful, especially because their repeated and emotional speeches on van

to hear these explanations from them.aspects of disarmament make us the more eager
You, distinguished delegates, know well that when my country was invaded, the 

superpowers and other Western Fowers declared total neutrality, and s a o a 
would not furnish arms to either conflicting party. In addition to statements ma e 
by individual countries to this effect, this position was even reflected in the 
Security Council's resolutions on the imposed war, which were first oi ail signée y 
the Security Council's Permanent Members.

CD/PV 242
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(Mr ._Ve la£ati_£-Is lamiç_Regub llç_of_I ran)
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(Mr ,Ve layati , Islamic Republic of Iran)

J vender if our world has experienced such deep and vast hypocrisy in recent 
A look into this reality and especially where it is related to chemicalyears.

weapons is very interesting and displays the seriousness of the disaster that rends 
the heart of anyone with any cons^ienc
Conference held last year in Geneva and see for yourselves which countries have 
provided the biological weapons used against our people.

Read the reports of the Pugwash

We are pleased to notice in the General Assembly’s resolutions that 
international sensitivity against the use of chemical weapons has gained justifiably 
large dimensions.
recent conference held in Stockholm, 
have, in a well-documented manner, informed the international community of the use 
of chemical weapons against the people of Iran in the course of the invasion of my 
country by foreign troops, no positive or beneficial reaction has yet been noted. *

It seems that tne use of these weapons is considered detestable, inhumane and 
to be condemned only when such a protest can be used as propaganda by one Superpower 
against another.

My purpose in presenting these documents is not one of propaganda. 
jor.tr? ry, my incentive is based on the humanitarian and islamic duty to present the 
latest proof to the international community, and particularly to those organs whose 
competence is to deal with such matters, and to Inform those whose conscience has 
been awakened, of whom there are undoubtedly not a few in this forum, of just a 
sar.ole of the irréversible damage and casualties inflicted upon my country.

For a better appreciation of the technical octal is and the medical treatment 
of the afflicted victims, a report has been submitted to tne distinguished 
delegates.

As you are well aware this sensitivity was fully manifested in a
Unfortunately, in spite of the fact that we

On the

The use of chemical and biological weapons in fact started sporadically from
Statistics presented her 

In at least
the very beginning of the imposed war against our country. 
show a few registered cases and in no way project the full picture_
49 cases of chemical strikes in 40 regions along the border area, the documents 
compiled state that. 109 persons were killed and hundreds were wounded.

Among these victims, 2b were poisoned, 25 were'suffocated, 69 suffered from 
nausea, 66 became dizzy, 11 had breathing problems, 562 suffered from vision 
problems with permanent or temporary blindness and 59 complained of skin ailments, 
while 100 others were severely injured in their testicles and legs, 
taken from those afflicted show vividly the traces of wounds, blisters, black and 
pink skin- marks and physical malfunctions. These illustrations, along with other 
medical documents, were placed at the disposal of a number of foreign medical 
specialists at the International Medical Seminar held last November in Tehran, and 
a number of these victims were also examined by the participants. The results were 
reflected in the Guardian published" in London on 25 November 1965» This report 
quotes one of the specialists who visited the victims of these chemical strikes in 
several hospitals as saying "I believe there is no doubt that the Iraqis used gas". 
Also this report regarding the observations of a specialist participating in this 
seminar from London says one of these specialists who studied the impact of the 
deployment of chemical weapons on the nervous system says "most definitely what has 
been used is an element creating blisters, which could be something like mustard 
nitrogen gas".

The pictures
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(Mr._yela^ati_^_Islamiç_Re£ub Liç_of_Iran)

I would like to request all the distinguished delegates to have a glance at 
the report filed Jby the Guardian of 22 December 1983» which I have in my hands, 
regarding the delivery of chemical warfare equipment worth half a million dollars

This report will give a better idea of the disrespect shown 
on the part of some- countries regarding the 1925 Protocol. The report says this 
equipment, was shipped two years ago tc Iraq. The article of the New Scientist, 
dated 22 December 198}, is even more vivid ana says that this equipment is used to 
protect those involved in the production and loading of chemical weapons.

tc our aggressor enemy.

The Denver Post of 29 January 19fc-4 quotes one of the reports of the 
Middle East Magazine, published in Londont as saying, "My personal investigation 
confirms the claims made by Iran regardin' the use ot chemical weapons•by Iraq, and

in itseven the date conforms1'. The weekly Jane’s Defence published m London,
25 January 1984 edition, in a detailed report confirms that Iraq is using mustard 
gas, like"that used during World War I, in its war against Iran. According to this 
magazine the chemical substances are used in artillery shells and dispersed into 
the air through firing.

On 8 January 1984, Rc-uter News Agency report the discovery on the beach of 
Normandy of four bottles of chemical poisons, which resulted in the alerting of the 
population by the French Police. These bottles were discovered to have been part ol 
the.cargo of an Iraqi ship destined for Kuwait fpom England.

Some of those subjected to chemical bombs have been sent to the Federal Republi 
of Germany for medical treatment, and the medical reports of a Hamburg hospital indie 
that these patients have, been suffering from stomach disorders, vomiting, acvcrc-
headache, eye sores, severe Itching in all parts of the body, skin bums, coughing, 
feeling of pressure in the forehead and a burning pain during urination, 
anyone who may doubt that these signs were anything but the use of chemical bombs?
The full text of this report is available to the distinguished delegates.

I presume that the Secretary-General of the Conference on Disarmament and the 
Personal Representative of the United Nations Secretary-General has been informed 
that our Ambassador to the United Nations in New York submitted fragments of the 
used bomos to the Secretariat of the United Nations for tests on 4 January 1984. 
Meanwhile, our Permanent Representative to the United Nations informed this 
esteemed Organization of the use of chemical bombs by Iraq through Memoranda Nos. 856, 
dated 5 November 1985, 860 dated lé November 1983, 937 dated 15 December 1983 and 
967 dated 27 December 1983.

Is there

Unfortunately, in spite of the issuance of these reports no repercussion is 
the side of the international fora thus far to prevent the continuation ofseen on

these crimes which not only violate the 1925 Geneva Protocol and the 1972 Convention, 
but also arc contrary to the four Geneva Conventions.

Are we not bound to condemn here the double standard governing international 
circles and emanating from the influence of the Superpowers? Has the 
United Nations Organization not been duty-bound by the Resolution 37/q8 of the 
General Assembly, adopted on 13 December 1982, to investigate any information 
concerning the use of chemical weapons by any Member State reaching the 
United Nations and inform the Members of the results?
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(Mr. VeLayafi, Islamic Republic of Iran)

I would like to express my sincere wish that the Convention on the prohibition 
of chemical weapons, which is now under preparation by this forum, will be ready 
at the earliest possible time and will be fully effective, and we have instructed 
our delegation to do its utmost in this regard. However, if this Convention is 
signed but the attitude of the Superpowers and other producers and suppliers of 
chemical weapons remains the same, based upon colonial and inhumane motives, then 
all the efforts rendered so far will bear no fruits but the wastage of time, 
energy and budgetary resources. We believe that the position adopted by this 
Conference and other related organs towards the deployment of chemical weapons against 
the Islamic Republic of Iran will show in reality the degree of sincerity and the 
sense of responsibility regarding the newly-prepared Convention and will form an 
excellent criterion to determine its status and capability in the future.
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(Mrilornudd^Finland)

The prohibition of chemical weapons has for a long time received particular
Tn our view the Conference should concentrateattention in Finnish disarmament policy, 

on negotiating a comprehensive, convention concerning'"chemical weapons in order to 
reach as soon as possible a total elimination of" the possibility of chemical warfare.

We welcome the fact that the urgency and importance of determined efforts and 
concrete negotiation in the field have been recently underlined, notahly by the. USSR 
in its proposal regarding a regional European approach to chemical weapons prohibition 
and by .the United States in its announcement of comprehensive proposal to be 
submitted to this body. I should also like to express the appreciation of cy. country 
to the United States for the organization of the Tooele verification workshop in Utah, 
in I963, which provided the participants, including some Finnish experts, with 
important knowledge concerning the problems of destruction of chemical weapons.

Problems relating to verification continue to delay the progress towards the 
conclusion of a comprehensive chemical weapons treaty. There seems to be a general, 
agreement on the need to verify the compliance of the parties to the treaty in all 
phases of its operation. Differences of view, however, continue to persist regarding 
the mode of functioning of verification and reporting as well as fact-finding 
procedures. In this connection I wish to emphasize that the progress made in recent 
years in instrumental verification technology has been remarkable.
accuracy and reliability of automatic monitoring instruments are expected to improve 
considerably in the near .future. Their extensive use in the verification of a 
chemical weapons treaty might prove possible, It is our impression that the 
difficult question of verification could be approached by making full use of the 
possibilities of modern existing and developing instrumental verification technology 
on the one hand and on-site inspection on the other hand, which would primarily be 
needed in order to secure the proper functioning of the verification equipment

The durability,

■The long-standing project of Finland on chemical weapon verification is an 
attempt to contribute to the solution of verification problems in the area of 
chemical weapons. The objective is to produce scientific knowledge of methods by 
which their possible use can be detected, the discontinuance of their production 
surveyed and their destruction verified.

The results of the project are freely available to the international community. 
We hope that they will prove especially useful when the Conference on Disarmament 
comes to an understanding about the procedures for verification of the chemical 
weapons treaty.*



CD/PV 242
22

^Li-.lLdembHeg^Monqoli.a)

In thjLa connection I should like to draw attention to a positive shift which 
can be detected in the work of the subsidiary body on the prohibition of chemical 
weapons. In document CD/429, the last report .of the Ad Hoc Working Group, there is 
an agreed subparagraph in which the Ad hoc Working Group recommends to the 
Conference to start the full and complete process of negotiations, developing and 
working out the convention, except for its final drafting, taking into account all 
existing proposals and drafts as well as other initiatives with a view to giving the 
Conference, a possibility to achieve an agreement as soon as possible.

A sufficient number of documents, among them the document proposed by the 
Soviet Union which can serve as a sound basis for negotiations, namely, "Basic 
provisions of a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon 
tests", are on the negotiating table.

I should like to add that the initiative of the socialist States parties to the 
Warsaw Treaty proposing that Europe should be free of chemical weapons is 
unequivocally aimed at assisting the earliest attainment of this real advance in the 
field of disarmament.

CD/PV.242
27

(Hr. Datcu, Romania)

Another area .to which my delegation attaches great importance is . that of 
negotiations to outlaw chemical- weapons. The impressive volume of specialized 
documentation.at the disposal of this Conference on this item, the arduous 
negotiations which have been under way for so- many years, as well as the inherent 
importance of banning chemical weapons, which might become the first weapons of mass 
destruction existing in military arsenals to be outlawed, are so many elements which 
should speed up our negotiations during this session. The existence of a draft 
convention submitted., by the delegation of the Soviet Union, and the- draft agreement 
which the United States delegation said it would present shortly.,, as well as the 
many concrete proposals of texts put forward by other delegations, clearly indicate, 
in our opinion, the possibility of proceeding this year to the preparation of the 
first draft of the text of the future convention. Without prejudice to any 
decisions which the future chairman of the working group on the item may take, the 
Romanian delegation would like to suggest that the setting up-of a drafting body for 
chemical; weapons, would be desirable this yeaf.

Such- a body might replace the contact•group,or else, function side- by side- with 
In any event, we support the proposal that a procedural decision should bethem.

taken-shortly to allow negotiations to get underway as rapidly as possible.-on 
chemical weapons.



Among the items on the agenda, the prohibition of chemical weapons is considered
On this issue, as some delegatesas one with a better chance for real progress.

put it, there might be "a ray of hope" — a phrase which reflects the views of many
delegates. Although the outcome of the three-week discussions of the -----oc
Working Group on Chemical Wéanons was not that satisfactory, the. deliberations ha 
nevertheless deepened understanding of the views of the parties concerned and 
further identified the differences. This may facilitate the resolution o. the 
differences through negotiations in the days to come. Furthermore, theview3 o^. 
different parties on the question of the timing of fch declaration of the des .ruction 
of chemical weapon stockpiles seem to be converging. AH these are indeedposi ^ 
signs. I wish to express once more our thanks to the Chairman of -he Working * *-P,
Ambassador McPhail of Canada, and the co-ordinators of the contact groups for .eir 
efforts. Like many other delegations, we also hope that the Ad_Hoc Working Cro p 
on Chemical Weapons will be re-established at an early date by. the current; session 
of the Conference on Disarmament so as to expedite negotiations on the. formulation 
of a convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons.

CD/PV 242
37

(Mr. Mo reLLi_Pando^_Reru)

To refer briefly to the programme of work, and concentrating on.the most 
significant aspect of the operative part of General Assembly resolution 35/153 I» 
approved by an overwhelming majority of countries, the Peruvian delegauion 
considers that working groups on the prevention of nuclear war ana on the prevention 
of an arms race in outer space should be established urgently. Similarly, my 
delegation considers that negotiations should begin as soon as possible on a draft 
international nuclear-test—ban treaty, and also, that the necessary steps s"hould 
be taken to speed up work on the elaboration of an international convention for 
the complete and effective prohibition of all chemical weapons and for the 
destruction of all such existing weapons.

In conclusion, 1 should like to draw attention to a view which my delegation 
shares with other delegations: not ail the basic issues can be negotiated.: 
simultaneously in this Conference; but some of them, already identified, should 
be- considered urgently and in depth. We already have a valuable example to follow 
on other items of cur agenda: the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons has 
enabled us to demonstrate that a pragmatic approach to the items under consideration, 
and intensive, albeit slow,- vrork on the-'substantive aspects of eachof those items, 
nay pave the way for- substantial- progress and prepare the necessary conditions for 
beginning negotiations on international legal instruments.

CD/PV 242 
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(Mr. Qi_an_Ji_adoQ2£__Ch1_na)
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In his statement this morning theMr. CROMARTIË (United Kingdom) : 
distinguished Foreign Minister of Iran referred to certain newspaper articles which 
might be interpreted as claiming that the United Kingdom had supplied chemical 
weapons to Iraq. These newspaper articles are misleading and I wish to assure the" 
distinguished representative of Iran and the Conference that the United Kingdom has

As we have often said,not supplied any chemical weapons to Iraq or to anyone else, 
and as ray Minister repeated in his statement on Tuesday, the United Kingdom gave up 
its own chemical weapons capability 25 years ago, and the United Kingdom has long 
been a leading advocate of a total ban on chemical weapons.

(The President)

I suggest now that we take up the report of the Ad Hoc Working Group on 
Chemical Weapons contained in document CD/429. This report is in addition to the 
report submitted by the Group during the 1983 session of the Committee on 
Disarmament and contains certain recommendations "for the present session of the 
Conference. May I suggest that we adopt this report on the understanding that its 
recommendations will be considered later, after we have adopted the agenda for
1984-

It was so decided.



With ree=>~i to chemical weapons, ve observe sons real willingness to 
negotiate a convention on the prohibition of this category of weapons of ness 
destruction. Progress in thi area has in fact been measurable. Technical questions 
of a highly controversial cha scter have been solved. The standpoints of 
delegations have been clearly defined, points of convergence identified .and points 
of divergency likewise. The report of the Ad, hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons 

' on its £§63 session should serve as a basis for tackling a more concrete phase in 
the process of negotiation, to preserve what has been gained, m tne preceding 
sessions and to solve the questions pending on .the basis of concrete proposals.

• It remains for us to hope that the rear.-'ness observed in tfe?.-.negotiation of 
2 convention on chemical weapons shall equally emerge on other questions, and in- 
particular on the nuclear problems.

CD/PV.245
10-11

flfr. Quid—Rouis. Algeria)

OJ H



CD/P V.?/il17

(ïï Kaurg Maun# Gyi, Burma)

As my statement is cf a general character it would hardly appear 
necessary to express our opinion on the subject of chemical—weapons prohibition, 
which has already reached an advanced stage of negotiations. However., it would 
be an omission on our part not to mention a subject which is important net only 
because it concerns the elimination of a particular type of weapons of mans 
destruction from the arsenal of States, but also because the prospects -dr an 
agreement are beginning to emerge. Although discussions have oec-n processing 
since 197 C, detailed work during the last two years have highlighted the arear- 
of convergence as Well as those of divergence, and the principal elements 
necessary for a chemical weapons convention have also been delineated. ^he 
principle of the need for an effective verification system to assure compliance

The issue is to determine the modalities for an effective 
verification system on the basis of mutual accommodation which would provide 
equal security for all States.

There is now a need to generate further momentum in tne negotiating 
process with a view to arriving at a timely agreement on a chemical weapons 
convention. The process of disarmament is slow and arduous and experience has 
shown that it takes years to arrive at a mature stage of negotiations ; this has 
been particularly true of chemical weapons.

is not an issue.

CD/PV.243
21

(Mr. Vidas. Yugoslavia)

The highest hopes exist in this Conference and outside it in the world 
regarding the completion in the course of this year of a convention on the 
prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons 
and on their destruction. There is a sound basis tor this, since, a^ter many years 
of elaboration, definite progress has been made in the process of negotiations to 
this effect. A detailed consideration of technical issues has already taken place 
in the Committee on Disarmament, and the bodies that preceded it and bilaterally

Important contributions have beenbetween the Soviet Union and the United States.
made in respect of the destruction of the existing chemical-weapon stockpiles by 
several couatries such as the Netherlands, Indonesia, Great Britain, the

United States through the information supplied
of demonstrating theFederal Republic of Germany and the

or in workshops specifically organized for the purpose 
verification process during the destruction of chemical-weapon stockpiles. An 
enormous amount of effort and goodwill has been invested by a great number o 
experts and by various delegations to the Conference. be also welcome the 
announcement made by the United States that it will submit to the Confe. ence l s 
own draft of a chemical weapons convention very soon. We are sure that t s new 
contribution will receive very careful consideration alongside with othe. proposa s
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Although there are still soma issues which 
consider that 1984 is tha crucial year in which

If, we
submitted to this negotiating forum.
n«ed to be further elaborated, we ,... . .
a'datermined effort should be made to resolve outstanding political issues.
*4e to fail this year in initiating the long-awaited drafting process On those 
elements on which agreement does exist, this would then signify a further, very 

erosion of oonfidence in the importance of this negotiating forum. And on
capable of submitting in our report, to uhe United Nations

incomplete text of the convention,
grave
the contrary, if we are
G~ner*l Assembly the first draft of an even ,whose final drafting would continue, this would bo, aftar five years, the fi.st 
wnosu. i max * important agreement in the area of

broader beneficialmore specific example of accord on a very .
Such a development would certainly also have adisarmament. 

impact.

CD/PV.243
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Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from Russia^/. 
Comrade President, today the Soviet delegation would like to touch upon tne question 
of the prohibition of chemical weapons. The reason for this is that the 
Conference on Disarmament, having agreed in principle on the revised mandate of 
the subsidiary body on this subject, will, it is to be hoped, begin without ^ 
delay 3 new important stage in the negotiations on the prohibition of chemicau. 
weapons. This is unquestionably one of the priority items in the work of thu 
Conference in 1984 , and as before we intend to pay it our unabated attention.

The Soviet Union has always resolutely and persistently advocated and 
continues to advocate the comprehensive prohibition of chemical weapons, or neir 
withdrawal from the arsenals of States, and the physical elimination of this type

(Cont1d)

L



CD/PV.245
24

(Mr. Issraelyan, USSR)

Oar country was among the first to ratify theof weapon of mass destruction.
1925 Geneva Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use in War of Asphyxiating, 
Poisonous or Other Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare. As far back 
as in 1927, in the Preparatory Commission on Disarmament of the League of Nations, 
the Soviet Union raised the question of supplementing the prohibition of use of 
chemical weapons by the cessation of its production, 
part in the negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons at the Conference

The initiatives made by the Societ Union and 
other socialist countries during the post-war period with a view to banning 
chemical weapons as rapidly as possible are well known, particularly within the 
Committee on Disarmament : draft Convention of 1971 on the Prohibition of the 
Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and 
Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction and draft convention of 1972 on the 
prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons

From 1976 to I960 the Soviet Union participated in 
bilateral Soviet-Amcrican talks aimed at the preparation and submission to the 
Committee on Disarmament of a joint initiative on the question of the prohibition

It is not our fault that the talks were suspended.

It also took an active

on Disarmament during the 1950s.

and their destruction.

of chemical weapons.
In 1932 at the second soecial session of the United Nations General Assembly

the "Basicdevoted to disarmament the USSR came forward with a new initiative : 
provisions of the convention on the prohibition of the development, production

During theand stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their destruction ".
16 months since that time the Soviet Union has repeatedly further developed 
that initiative • nd submitted numerous constructive proposals on the subject 
of a chemical-weapons ban taking into account the progress at tne negotiations. 
Among them there were the proposals to include in the convention a provision on 
the prohibition of use of chemical weapons ; a number of proposals designed 
reliably to ensure non-production of chemical weapons in peaceful chemical 
industry enterprises and to facilitate verification in this field; a range of 
proposals on the problems connected with the declaration and elimination of the 
stocks of chemical weapons and verification of their destruction ; considerations 
on the elaboration of a special order of destruction of the stocks of chemical 
weapons assuring security and interests of all participating States ; and otner
proposals.

socialist countries deem it necessary .t£L_u?e allThe Soviet Union and other the possibilities in order reliably to save mankind from the danger of chemical 
This is the aim, in particular, of the recent proposal put 'ey the States 

Parties to the Warsaw Treaty to the NATO member States on the question of 
saving Europe from chemical weapons, which its authors intend to distribute as 
a document of the Conference.

war.

The StatesLet me dwell upon this important proposal in some detail.
Parties to the Warsaw Treaty believe that in the conditions of the present 
aggravated international situation the danger of use of chemical weapons,

The radical elimination of the chemical-weaponparticularly in Europe, increases.



the States and peoples of Europe, as well as for other regions of the 
world-wide prohibition of chemical weapons and

At the same time, before this global tasi. is
threat for
world, may be assured by the
3ilved"aidninforderrtotpromotrits implementation, certain parallel steps can 
and must be taken within the European continent. Tnat would make it possiole 
substantially to reduce the risk of chemical war in Europe, and consequently i. 
th- entire world, to start the reduction of the chemical-weapon arsonais. Oi 
course, this initiative of the socialist States is not aiming in any way at 
undermining the negotiations conducted at the Conference on Disarmament. On 
the contraryi I would like to stress that the implementation of the partial 
measures of a regional nature on the limitation, reduction ana elimination oi 
chemical weapons would promote, in our view, tht world-wide efforts and spaed

of the convention of the prohibition of chemical weapons, whicnup the conclusionultimate goal of the States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty.is the
The Soviet delegation notes with satisfaction that many delegations of the 

States participating in the Conference on Disarmament recognize the importance 
of that initiative of the socialist States, justly regard it as a fresn 
confirmation of the sincere desire of the socialist countries to eliminate the 
chemical threat for the States and peoples of Europe and the whole world, and 
to speed up the conclusion of the convention on the prohibition of chemical 
weapons. Via expect the NATO countries to consider this proposal seriously 
and with due attention and to give a positive reply to it.

The Soviet delegation and the delegations of other socialist countries, of 
course, do not claim a monopoly on making proposals on the prohibition of cncmica 
weapons. • A large number of documents on various aspects of the prohibition o. 
chemical weapons have been also submitted by other countries. As is known, the 
total number of documents on this subject distributed within the Conference on 
Disarmament is already more than pOO. What matters, of course, is not th^. 
quantity of the submitted proposals but their nature. We have in mind first oi 
all the flexibility of the positions of States, their readiness to seek mutually

regard from this point of view the proposals which 
cannot but recognize that the proposals ofIf weacceptable solution, 

are at the negotiating table now we 
the Soviet Union and other socialist countries are notable for precisely these

The delegations know them varyThere is no need to give the examples.features. 
well.

desire to seek mutually'To our regret, frequently we do not see the same
take into account the positions of other participantsacceptable solutions, to

in negotiations, from the part of some of our partners at the negotiations, 
year to year they repeat the same proposals which are unacceptable to us.
Sometimes there is a movement in quite the opposite direction: toward greater 
differences, tougher, maximalist, unrealistic demands. In this connection 
cannot but refer to the statement made a week ago by Mr. Luce, Minister of StaU. 
for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs, containing an appeal to display readiness 
to compromise. Sut allow me to ask whether the United Kingdom itself is ready 
to follow this path? What compromises on its part can we sooak of, when, for 
example, in its working document on the procedures of on-site challenge inspection 
of the implementation of the future convention on the prohibition of chemical

of hard-line demands which had been many times 
Frankly speaking, even with

From

weapons it repeated the whole number 
rejected by other participants in the negotiations.

would be unable to discover in that document the signs of anya microscope one 
readiness to compromise.
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Let us take another example — the demands of some delegations to conduct 
immediately after the convention enters into force the verifications of the 
credibility of the declarations of the chemical-weapon stockpiles and to this end 
to submit information on the places of tnc- storage of such stockpiles. The 
Soviet delegation has already repeatedly explained why it considers such demands 
both unrealistic and unacceptable. I shall now repeat only the following — in 
certain cases they inherently threaten the national security interests of the 
States Parties to the future convention. Nevertheless this demand is being 
stubbornly repeated, even though, as we have already stated, it can lead to a 
stalemate in all the negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons. At the 
same time there is a simple way out of the situation which was proposed by the 
Soviet delegation. Wo have in mind the international systematic of verification, 
at the depots at special facilities, of the destruction of the stocks of chemical 
weapons, through which all such stocks would proceed during the destruction 
process and consequently the initial declarations would also be verified.

Let us look at the situation with regard to the verification problem from 
the following angle. The delegations of the' USSR and other socialist countries 
have very often repeated that the prohibition of chemical weapons may become a 
reality only in the case when the verification measures of the future convention 
correspond to the nature of the obligations and are determined in strict 
accordance with the requirements of such a convention i.e. on the prohibiton of 
chemical weapons. To take extremes in this matter, regardless of how they are 
embellished, would torpedo the current negotiations. 
other States to the effective control of the implementation of the future convention

We do not have a slightest basis to trust 
Our premise is that each

We pay no.less attention than

on the prohibition of chemical weapons, 
our negotiating partners any more than they trust us.
typo of activity prohibited or limited by the convention should be effectively 
verified. To this end, during the negotiations we have proposed and continue to 
propose a very broad range of verification measures, 
control, the use of national technical means, on-site inspection on a voluntary 
basis or, as it is also called, by challenge, and international systematic on-site 
inspections. Confidence in compliance with the convention is also promoted by 
various declarations by the States parties, many of which have been proposed by

They include national

us.
One of the unresolved problems remain the methods of verification of the 

destruction of stocks at soecial facilities. This is a very important question 
and we pay great attention to it. 
to state its approach to this question. 
favour, in this concrete case, of the use of systematic international verifications, 
the annual number of which (t'nc quota ) would be determined by the Consultative 
Committee individually for each facility on the basis of preliminary agreed 
criteria. That is to say, the number of visits would depend upon such notions 
as the quantity of the stocks to be destroyed, their toxicity and danger 
characteristics, technological parameters of the destruction facilities, etc. We 
have described it in detail both within the Working Group and in the course of 
various consultations with ettur delegations.

Such a differentiated, one might say scientific, approach could, in our 
opinion give the States parties to the future convention complete confidence that 
the stocks of chemical weapon^ are being really destroyed and eliminated.

The Soviet delegation has already had occasion 
As is known, it stated that it was in
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this proposal is countered by the idea of the permanent presence of 
international inspectors at the destruction facilities. The Soviet side has 
carefully listened to the arguments in favour of such approach and conducted a 
number of bilateral and multilateral consultations on this subject. In particular, 
last January there was useful exchange of opinions with the group of delegations of 
non-aligned States.

Further study of the question, and the consultations, have shown that 
systematic international on-site verifications of the destruction of stocks at a 
special facility on a quota basis represent a sufficiently effective verification 
instrument and that other delegations’ understanding of this fact is increasing.
They have a]sc led us to the conci. sion that in respect to some chemicals the 
verifications could be more strict. In the final analysis, the Soviet delegation, 
displaying its desire to achieve progress as rapidly as possible in the negotiations 
on the prohibition of chemical weapons, and in an effort to unravel one of the most 
complicated and important moot issues at the negotiations, and once again 
demonstrating its real rather than feigned interest in progress at the negotiations, 
declares the following.

It would be prepared, during the elaboration of the procedures for verification 
of the destruction of chemical weapons at a special facility, to agree to such a 
solution when the efficiency of the verification, from the beginning of the 
destruction process up to its completion, would be ensured by tne permanent 
presence at the special facility of the representatives of international control, 
as well as by a combination of systematic international verifications at the 
facility, including also the storage of the stocks of weapons at it, with the use 
of instruments (gas chromatographs, dynamometric counters, measuring thermoelements, 
etc.).

The verifications in the depots at special facilities of the nçxt batches of 
chemical weapons to be destroyed could be conducted together with the inspections 
at the special facility. We shall state in detail our view on the subject in due 
time in the subsidiary body of the Conference.

In declaring today our readiness in principle to consider in a positive manner 
the proposal for the permanent oresence of the representatives of international 
control at the special facilities for the destruction of stocks, we would like 
particularly to stress that our premise is that our partners at negotiations will 
also for their part prove their readiness, not in words but in deeds, to seek 
mutually acceptable solutions.

Recently, references have frequently been made here at the Conference to a 
supposed presentation by the United States of a new document on the question of.the 
prohibition of chemical weapons. We shall, of course, study it as carefullyfas :we 
have studied"all other documents of the States participating in the negotiations on 
a chemical-weapons ban. What is important, of course, is not the fact itself of 
the future presentation of the document, but its content. As far as the Soviet Union 
is concerned, it will judge the seriousness of United States intentions as regards 
a chemical-weapons ban only by how it takes into account the position of other 
participants in the negotiations, in particular our position. We have heard more 
than enough of wishful thinking and generalities. We wait for reliable proof of 
goodwill and the desire to achieve an agreement. The existence of such a desire 
will determine success in the negotiations.

I
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Of great significance here will be correct organization of the work of the 

subsidiary body on the prohibition of chemical weapons. Let me dwell upon this 
question somewhat in detail.

The mandate agreed upon for that body is quite impressive and promising as 
regards its content and purposes. It envisages advancing to a new stags in 
solving the problem of the prohibition of chemical weapons — to a full and 
comprehensive process of negotiations and the formulation and elaboration of an 
appropriate convention.

These terms of reference correspond to the present advanced stage of the 
negotiations on the prohibitions of chemical weapons and reflect, as we hope, the 
readiness of all the States represented here to start real negotiations. It 
remains far from enough, however, to turn our attention to high, I would say, noble 
goals', to see as our task the preparation, for the thirty-ninth session of the 
United Nations General Assembly, either of a more or less complete text of the 
future convention in full, or of its substantive part. We share the view 
expressed today by the Ambassador of Yugoslavia, Mr. Vidas, concerning the need 
to submit at least an incomplete text of the future convention to the United Nations 
General Assembly at its thirty-ninth session. In order to come really closer to 
the solution of such tasks we need good organization of the activity of the 
appropriate subsidiary body.

The socialist countries have elaborated their collective opinion on this 
subject and have already submitted an appropriate document to the secretariat of 
the Conference. Without going into the detail of the approach proposed by us, I 
would like to state only some general considerations.

In our view, it is very important to agree at once to cover in 1984, by the 
process of concrete work upon the text of the future convention, all its chapters 
and provisions.
work is designed to prevent delegations from considering the most vexed issues.

It would seem important to follow the principles of logical sequence in 
considering some or other parts of the future convention. Experience has shown, 
for example, that the elaboration of a mutually acceptable definition of chemical 
weapons is the roost important question, without which the work on other problems 
is Constantly hampered.
relationship between different parts of the convention priority should be given 
to resolving in their entirety the questions of the elimination of stocks of 
chemical weapons.

Inter alia, this should eliminate any suspicions that the drafting

To speak in more general terras, taking into account the

The socialist countries consider it important to agree in advance upon an 
indicative time-table of work which, eliminating the danger of a deadlock on one 
concrete question or another, would prompt consideration of the next question even 
when final agreement had not been reached on the previous problems, Such pauses in 
the negotiating process are sometimes not only useful but also necessary for 
special consultations both between the most interested delegations and with their 
capitals.

The organization of our work should have as an important rule that due account 
be taken of the interests and possibilities of all delegations without exception. 
This means that within the subsidiary body we should set up a relatively small 
number of subordinate bodies, avoid overloading our work with a great number of 
official meetings, and cor.cuct work in such a manner as not to discuss a large 
number of questions at the same time.



We considersubsidiary body also plays an important role.
the Prohibition of Chemical 

subordinate bodies would be set
The title of the 
it should be called the Special Commitb.ee on 

The working groups and other necessary
that
Weapons.
up accordingly within its framework.

The Soviet delegation considers it .advisable to -«t «P four working groups 
wltklo the Committee. At the same time, it is prepared to consider the observa 
of other delegations on this score.

of the following workingIn the opinion of our delegation, .the setting up 
in particular might be envisaged :groups

On questions of the purposes and scope of the Convention9 formula of basic undertakings; non-production; permitted activities,
; monitoring measures for such weapons; preamble ancriteria

non-use of chemical weapons 
concluding provisions; etc.);

of stockpiles of chemical weapons and the 
for them (initial declarations, interimOn questions of the elimination 

elimination of production facilities 
measures, elimination and monitoring);

On questions of compliance, with the convention ( international ve^ication 
on request, national implementation measures, activities o e c°nsu f comDlaints 
preparatory committees, consultations and co-operation, consideration of complai ,
etc.).;.

Convention (arrangement and order ofOn questions of the structure of the 
articles, appendices, agreed understandings, etc.).

in turn be necessary to set up subsidiary bodies andWe believe that it may 
othep smaller organs within these working groups.

_ itself must be fully in keeping with this 
as we stated earlier, we propose that itNaturally, the title of the organ 

complex structure of working bodies; 
should be called a committee.

In conclusion the Soviet delegation would like to note your personal able ^

We are convinced that if all the delegations represented at the Conference disp 
a responsible and honest approach to the negotiations, as well as a real 
readiness to seek mutually accebtable solutions, the Conference will be able to 
eolve the important task facing It - the elaboration of the convention prohibiting
chemical weapons.
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When Mr. MacEacher, spoke before the Committee on Disarmament last year, he 
emphasized four Canadian priorities :

Canada will press for progress toward the objective of a comprehensive 
nuclear-test ban; Canada will press for a more effective non-proliferation 
regime ; Canada will press for a convention to prohibit chemical weapons ; 
Canada will press for progress towards the objective of prohibiting all 
weapons for use in outer space.

These remain, in our considered view, the issues where there are prospects 
for genuine progress, and where progress can make a direct contribution to mutual 
security.

We are particularly pleased at the steps that have already been taken in the 
Chemical Weapons Working Group towards the objective of ensuring continued progress 
towards a chemical weapons convention.
on the establishment of a working group on outer space which might bring about

It is therefore critical that the appropriate
Horizontal and

We would hope to see an early decision

some movement in that area.
mechanisms are found for this body to advance matters forward.
vertical nuclear proliferation is of primary concern to the world community and 
the forthcoming Third Review Conference on the Non-Proliferation Treaty will 
provide a focus for* our efforts to restrain both. The realization of a multilateral 
comprehensive test—bar. treaty remains one of the most difficult objectives of

Canada will continue to pursue realistic measures towards such 
We snail continue to make a contribution within the seismic experts

this Conference, 
a treaty.
group and to work on other verification aspects.

Throughout our discussions, I hope we shall bring our imagination to bear 
of the most important aims of arms control and disarmament negotiations,on one

namely, to deal not only with existing weapons systems but to gear down and 
eventually to halt the momentum of new technology.

(Cont1d)
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note the statement we have just heard from the ******* 
representative of the USSR, given the imminence of the decision, we hope, 
cheÏÏc" weapons working group. Firstly, I think I should say as a very 
preliminary response, that we are pleased at this positive reaction of *
Soviet Union to the initiative announced by United States Secretary Schuiu 
Stockholm of the intention of the United-States Government to tabie . 
convention on chemical weapons. Secondly, we are equally pleased that ■
Soviet policy should be one of the first signals emitted ^ the West am^to^e 
world by the new leadership in Moscow, and we say this most sincerely’ ~ ’
the positive Soviet response on the issue of on-site verification oxd^truction^
of chemical weapons appears to develop in a concrete ^^.^^td îSions 
Foreign Minister Gromyko at the second special session of the Uni-re-a-ed to GenerS Assembly devoted to disarmament to the effect that the
accept on-site inspection. If is well xncvn of course tnat it is ~-e an* ^
position that this is the only viable approach from a functional ?oino of_ n
this problem. Fourthly, we would hope that this new policy of <n-&Lïeve_i_ foretelîs an across-the-board engagement by the Soviet Union in ail "
arms-control verification. The fifth point I would like to ma^e iswna .11 
have obviously to react more definitively to the Soviet proposa- sonewna. »
after careful study and in the appropriate body. Finally, m taea*an > Statesothers , we await with even greater interest than before the taoiimg 01 tne ïïiuted 
draft convention which, we assume, will reflect what is now common fe_ -th
point just discussed, and I might say of course that we await that proposal 
somewhat more confidence than some others have expressed.
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Fifth, wc- shall work for the elaboration and final drafting of a convention 
prohibiting chemical weapons, within the competent subsidiary body with the new 
mandate provided for it.
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Much has been said about the prohibition of èhemical weapons in this'body. We 
have produced an impressive amount of documents, working papers and conference 
room papers, documents on the consultations of experts, etc. During the last years 
we have also received several comprehensive documents reflecting the positions of 
some delegations on basic aspects of the convention on the prohibition of chemical 
weapons. But if all these papers are not to lose their-value in the archives of 
the Conference on Disarmament, ve should finally sit down and .draw on .them in the

I would like, toprocess of negotiating and drafting the text of the convention, 
express the satisfaction of my delegation in view of the fact, that a/new mandate 
for the Chemical Weapons Working Group has been agreed upon. We would like to - 
ihope that this mandate will make it possible to come to real negotiation' on and 
formulation of the convention and that it will block all attempts to avoid it.

rv. On the eve of this year’s session, the Warsaw Treaty countries advanced an 
initiative aimed at the elimination of chemical weapons from Europe, 
that the removal of the chemical threat, to the European States' would substantially 
reduce the risk of- chemical war on the Continent as well as in the'world.. The 
realization of this regional measure:would also contribute to the efforts for the 
early elaboration and conclusion of the convention prohibiting chemical weapons 
on the global basis.

We consider

(Cant'd)
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Mr. SC SOUZA E SILVA (Brazil>: 
that wc have not been able to decide 
statenant for the record.

-Ë-üiiEi^iSïllEE
adopted ids report by consensus.

Given the irrelevance of the topic under discussion since a few days now, 
namely the designation of the subsidiary body charged with the carrying on of 
the negotiations on the chemical weapons convention, my delegation preferred not 
to take part in the debate. This has also been the general position of tnc 
Group of 21, whose members assign far greater importance to the start of concrete 
work than to procedural wrangling over organizational details.
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(Mr. Vejvoda, Czechoslovakia)

.Talking about chemical weapons, 1 cannot but welcome today's statement by the 
distinguished delegate of the Soviet Union, who gave us; hew aspects of approaches

± am certain that his statement will be studied byto a conclusion of a treaty, 
ail delegations very thoroughly and will contribute to an early conclusion, if not 
of a whole draft treaty, at least of its major parts.

CD/PV.243
44

M O
0) -C

(/
) c

£ 
<tiX 

rf

T> 
E

C 
O

O 
-P

(V
 ehc ^1) -H

E Ha c

O rHc *
<

3 
t:

rj 
in

•H



CD/PV.244
3

(Mr. Berg, Norway)

Through the able leadership of Ambassador McPhail of Canada, the Ad Hoc 
Working Group on Chemical Weapons managed in 1953 to make progress. In our 
opinion, multilateral agreement on a comprehensive chemical-weapons ban is today 
a priority disarmament issue. What is needed now is to elaborate a comprehensive 
draft convention.

It is also to us very encouraging that progress was made during the 1935 session 
on issues relevant to the incorporation of a prohibition on use in the scope of the 

This would, I think, complement the prohibition in the 1925 Geneva 
As to the vital question of verification of destruction of chemical

convention.
Protocol.
stocks, the successful and impressive demonstration by the United States in 
Salt Lake City in November 1985, at which Norwegian experts were present, has 
proved that a system based on a combination of remote sensing and on-site ■ 
inspection can work efficiently. We also look forward to the forthcoming 
demonstration in the Federal Republic of Germany concerning these issues.

The recent announcement by the United States Secretary, of State that the 
United States will table a comprehensive draft convention in the Conference on 
Disarmament concerning a chemical-weapons ban, is of particular significance 
to the forthcoming negotiations, 
as an important disarmament initiative.

The Norwegian Government warmly welcomes this

(Cont1d)
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In this ccnnecticn I would add that Norway also welcomes the important^and 
rcsitive statement of the distinguished representative of the Soviet Union, 
Ambassador Victor Issraelyan, on 21 February, when he declared the readiness in 
rrirciple of the Soviet Union to consider in a positive manner the proposal on 
the permanent presence at the special facilities on stock destruction of the_ 
representatives of international control.

It is the sinere here of my Government that the positive attitude reflected 
by the United States and the Soviet Union in these important announcements will 
indeed contribute significantly to expediting the work of the Conference in this 
high-priority field of disarmament.

The Norwegian Government has also noted the proposal of 10 January ox the 
East European countries for a chemical-weapon—free zone in Europe, and welcomes 
it as a confirmation of active interest on their part in a cnemica. weapons can. 
However, it is the view of my Government that a comprehensive can on chemical 
weapons, imnlemented on a world—wide basis and hence also m Europe, would more 
adequately meet the need for further measures to supplement me 15-5 Geneva 
Protocol.

I would leave you in no doubt that Norway is determined to ccnmoute to th-s
We therefore plan to present new results of oururgent task of the Conference, 

research programme on verification of a chemical^weapons convenu on during the 
second part of this year's session. The Norwegian research programme will be 
terminated in 1586, when we plan to submit a set of concrete and specific_ proposals 
for sampling and verification procedures for the implementation of a ck emu caj.-weapons 
convention.
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(Mr. Meiszter, Hungary)

matter of fact we have for a long time been an ardent advocate of urgent 
the prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of 

and the destruction of such weapons, as well as the prohibition of
We are firm in our belief that on the

As a
measures aimed at
chemical weapons
other kinds of weapons of mass destruction. ... ... . ,

drafts and the great expertise concentrated in -ms oc-y,
order "to eliminate thébasis of the various negotiations could and should be conducted in eames t in 

growing danger stemming from chemical and other weapons of mass destruction.'

CD/PV.244
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(Mr. Dépassé, Belgium)

In tr.e view cf the Belgian delegation, the problem of chemical weapons is 
especially ripe for genuine negotiation.

A clear basis for negotiation exists, 
submitted by Ambassador McPnail describes it adequately.

cr another, have reaffirmed their desire to conclude work rapidly, and this 
was reflected try the wording of a mandate for a working group, ac hoc committee or 
subsidiary body, on the content cf whicn we are unanimous.

The report of the Working Group
All our States, in one

The United States announced that it would shortly submit a draft treaty^to us. 
tnis should help us to formulate more easily, in all its aspects, the text cf the 
convention which we shall recommend our States to implement. To this end, of 

United States, .must make haste to submit this document.course., tne

Some questions which recently still gave rise to polemics have developed in 
a satisfactory manner ; with regard to th* central problem of verification of t c 
destruction of stoc.cs of chemical weapons, we certainly noted a breakthrough in 
the statement made or: 21 February by the distinguished representative of tne USSh. 
I found tnat statement particularly encouraging because it clearly goes in the

which I drew from attending the Worksnop organized
In my opinion, the conclusionsdirection of the conclusions 

b: tr.c United States Administration at Tooele, 
or that 'Workshop are quite straigntforwaru.

(Cont ' d)



CD/PV.244
1C

(Mr. Dépassé, Belgium)

The first is that effective verification of the destruction of chemical 
weapons in an industrial facility is possible on condition that -the constraint of 
verification is taken into account at the design stage of the facilities to be set 

In other words, if the olanning office which designs the destruction facility 
takes account of these constraints, tne facility becomes wide ooen to verification; 
otherwise, it remains opaque.

up.

The second conclusion is that the importance of a human presence for 
verification purposes in a destruction facility depends on the sophistication and 
reliability of the equipment.
smaller the importance of the intrusion of human beings.

The greater its reliability and sophistication, the

At Tooele, a permanent human presence is essential not only during the 
destruction stage but above all during the maintenance and setting of the instruments ; 
otherwise, the reliability of the verification is negatively affected. 
may perhaps come whan the automatization of the instruments will make it possible 
to do without this permanent human presence, but that does not seem the case today.

The day

That is why my delegation was very pleased by the statement made by 
Ambassador Issraelyan on 21 February.
on a fundamental point, but we do not think that it is enough to justify euphoria 
on our part.
regard to the means to be utilized to verify effectively in future the non-production 
of new chemical weapons by the industry.

His statement amounts to a breakthrough

For differences on essential issues still exist, particularly with

We think these differences can be resolved.

Belgium, wnich has a large chemical industry, is prepared to accept a 
verification system which combines systematically organized random inspections 
with ad hoc inspections in the case of a challenge procedure, 
a different system, based on prohibition of the production of certain, especially 
dangerous products, but verification would be carried out solely on the basis of 
the challenge procedure initiated in the event of suspicion.

The USSR proposes

We fear that the weakness of such a system could be that it reserves inspection 
exclusively for cases which are already the subject of controversy, and therefore 
having political undertones, whereas we prefer a routine system that would avoid 
controversy.

The discussion on this point should therefore be continued, account being 
taken in particular of the proposals submitted by the Minister of State,
Mr. Luce, to the Conference on 14 February 1934-

Assuming that these conceptual difficulties are resolved. considerable effort 
and a great deal of perseverance and flexibility will still be necessary to work 
out the structure for a treaty prohibiting chemical weapons. 
mistaxe to underestimate tne effort which remains to be mad? to achieve that goal.

It would be a

fa*

ÊL
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(Mr. Dépassé, Belgium)

In conclusion, I should like to recall that all the representatives in the 
Conference on Disarmament heard the moving statement made here by His Excellency 
the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Islamic Republic of Iran. 
aside the question of the verification of the allegations in that statement, as 
my office obliges me to do, the heart-rending and pressing nature of the problem 
of the prohibition of chemical weapons cannot have escaped anyone whose heart is 
in the right place.

Even leaving

I see this as yet another reason why all necessary efforts should be deployed 
to achieve without delay the final elimination of such inhuman armaments.

Mr. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia): Comrade President, first of all, allow me to 
join the list of speakers who spoke before me to welcome here in this room the 
State Secretary of the Norwegian Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Mr. Eivinn Berg.
My delegation would like to introduce a working document of a group of socialist 
countries entitled "Improved effectiveness of the v/ork of the Conference on 
Disarmament in the field of the prohibition of chemical weapons", which bears the 
symbol CD/455-

The socialist countries consider the prohibition of chemical weapons one of 
the most important tasks in the field of curbing the arms race and disarmament. 
One more demonstration of their keen interest in this problem is the proposal of 
the Warsaw Treaty Organization member States to the NATO member States, advanced 
on 10 January of this year, aimed at freeing Europe from nuclear weapons - On

the United Nations General Assemblythe initiative of the socialist countries 
at its thirty-eighth session adopted resolution 58/lS? A, which urges the 
Conference on Disarmament to intensify the negotiations in order to achieve accord 
on a chemical weapons convention at the earliest possible date and, for this 
purpose, to proceed immediately to drafting such a convention for submission to the

With a view toUnited Nations General Assembly at its thirty-ninth session. 
fulfilling this task, a group of socialist countries today tables document CD/455, 
containing its proposals for the most effective work of the subsidiary body on 
the prohibition of chemical weapons.

It is suggested that the working organ undertake the formulation of the text
draft containing agreed andof the convention so that a draft convention, or a 

formulated provisions together with suggested formulations for provisions which 
have not been agreed as yet, could be submitted to the United Nations

called for by the relevant resolution.General Assembly at its thirty-ninth session as The subsidiary body should make maximum use of time and the possibility of continuing 
its work after the soring and summer parts of the session should be considered.

title of this forum and the advanced stage of negotiationsTaking into account the new
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on chemical .weapons, the subsidiary body, should be given a title of 
Ad hoc Committee on the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons. Its possible subsidiary 
bodies and system of their functioning,■based on a schedule or timetable, is also_

Namely it is suggested, that the following workingproposed in document CD/435• 
groups could be established within the Ad hoc Committee :

- Working Group on purposes and scope of the convention, which could deal with 
definitions and, criteria, formula of basic undertakings, non-production, 
permitted activities, non-use of chemical weapons, relevant monitoring 
measures, preamble and final provisions, etc.

- Working Group on the destruction of stocks of chemical weapons and destruction 
of production facilities, which could deal with initial declarations, 
intermediate measures, destruction and monitoring.

- Working. Group on compliance with the convention, which could deal with 
international verification on challenge, national measures of implementation, 
functioning of consultative and preparatory committees, consultations and 
co-operation, complaints procedure, etc.

- Working Group on the structure of the convention, .which could deal with the 
position of articles, their sequence, annexes, agreed understandings, etc.

The order of the elaboration of the various provisions of "the future convention 
in the working groups has to take into consideration their importance, inter-

It has to berelationship, logical sequence and the structure of the convention, 
determined right at the beginning of the Committee'• s work, taking into account also 
the practical possibilities of participation by delegations of member States of

Meetings of the Committee convenedthe Conference on Disarmament in this process. 
to decide on the programme of work and other organizational matters, for the review 
and appraisal of results achieved in the working groups and for the preparation 
of reports of the Conference could take place as necessary, but, as a rule, about

Working groups or their subsidiary bodies could meet at 
The work of all these bodies could be very

once every two weeks»
least two or three times a week, 
flexible, in accordance with requirements, and -would be based on an advance schedule 
of meetings as mentioned above, covering the whole period of the spring session. 
Organization of -work for the summer part of the session should also be specified,

It is also stressed that in distributing thealbeit- in a general form, 
chairmanships of subsidiary oodies of the Committee on Chemical Weapons the 
principle of balanced representation of various groups should be preserved.

In tabling these proposals, the group of socialist countries is motivated 
exclusively by a willingness to make decisive progress in the elaboration of the 
convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons. Given the political will' of all 
countries participating in the negotiations to prohibit this type of weapons, the 
tasks ahead could undoubtedly be solved in the interests of curbing the arms race 
and strengthening international security.

Comrade President, before I conclude, allow me as the Co-ordinator of the 
Socialist Group to say a few words on the statement just made by the distinguished 
representative of Belgium. The group of socialist countries has never called the 
proposals and amendments of the group of Western countries "frivolous ; 
study them with all sincerity and patience. This is the only"way to conduct a 
disarmament negotiation seriously. We hope that the delegation of Belgium will 
also do the same and will not jump to hasty conclusions.

we always
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Foremost among these matters is a guiding principle underlying the 
United States approach in seeking arms control and arms reduction agreements. 
That principle underlies all meaningful agreement — that is the need to design 
effective verification and compliance measures for such agreements.

This is indeed one of the four principles referred to by President Reagan 
in 1981 as governing our approach to arms control and disarmament, and I should 
like to recall these today. First is the principle of pursuing genuine, 
significant reductions in weaponry, including the elimination of entire categories 
of weapons, where possible, second is the need for balance by imposing equal 
obligations on all parties. The third principle mandates that any agreement be 
an integral, part of the larger objective of a comprehensive policy of national

And finally, there must be an integral, effectiveand international security, 
verification regime to ensure compliance with each agreement achieved.

These principles apply directly to the negotiation of an effective and 
verifiable convention banning the development, production, and stockpiling of 
chemical weapons and providing for their destruction.

If successful, our negotiations here would eliminate an entire category of 
weapons by imposing equal obligations upon all parties to destroy all existing 
stocks of chemical weapons and to undertake never to develop, produce, stockpile 
cr transfer such weapons, in any manner inconsistent with the terms of the treaty. 
Moreover, the foundation of such a treaty would be an effective verification 
regime to ensure that the obligations of states parties are undertaken faithfully 
and, thus, instilling high confidence that the objective of the instrument has 
been accomplished.
serve to strengthen both national and international security.

And finally, there is no doubt that such a treaty would

With regard to the principle of verification in our chemical weapons 
negotiations, let me welcome as a sign of progress the statement of the 
distinguished re presents, tive of the Soviet Union in our last plenary meeting on 
21 February 1984. Ve are pleased that the Soviet Government will be prepared 
to agree, in pur negotiations on the verification regime for the destruction 
of all existing stocks of chemical weapons, to the "permanent presence at the 
(destruction site) of the representatives of international control" and to the use 
of technical monitoring devices at such sites to augment that verification process. 
My delegation will be actively exploring the importance and significance of the 
statement of the Soviet Union. Edmund Burke once said that "every prudent act — 
i6 founded on compromise", and we note that our Soviet colleagues seem to be 
exercising that degree of prudence which, if continued, will help to create a 
firm foundation upon which we together can construct a meaningful instrument
to ban chemical weapons once and for all.

(Cont'd)



On 17 January 1984, Secretary of State, George Shultz announced in his 
address to the Conference on Confidence- and Security-Building Measures and 
Disarmament in Eurooe in Stockholm that, in coming montns, the United ^t v

Presenting in the Conference on Disarmament a draft treaty for the complex 
and verifiable elimination of chemical weapons, on a g obal basis, 
our draft treaty will be a comprehensive text, containing, among o
requirements for the effective verification of compliance belief that
convention. My Government has undertaken this fonnidacle task .n the ^lief^th
our work in this Conference can be enhanced oy our effort. This

colleagues. I believe, as yet another sign of the continuing interest of the
United btates Government in tlie achievement of an effective 311(1 C°™Pt^ia 
chemical weapons and a genuine desire to expedite the attainment of thi.
important objective.

will be In particular,

But this commitment should by no means imply that the work of
Conference in resolving the many remaining isB)“s ® 6 Qur efforts to
pending the introduction of our draft text. On the cent.cry, should
reach cowtm understandings and agreement on the many resolved issues should 
be redoubled now - especially on key verification issues yet ^decideü^ 
because without agreement on these matters, dear colleagues,
treaty.
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(Mr. ?ieldB, United States)

recount briefly the status of our chemical weapons 
will recall that the Vice-President of the 

address to the Committee last
United States attaches

Mr. President, let me
Most colleaguesnegoti ati-ons.

United States, Mr. George Bush, delivered an
February, in which he stressed the ^ w
& o^ÏÏTcl^dn?Z delegation introduced a comprehensive

Su* Æo=on of

v?,"™ inTeir’Csic^viSS SStSSS  ̂^ 2“^

weapons ban" (CD/294). Subsequent to an exchange ef views on^B^es i^t 
2l“ëoneiTt"d“r.^ÿ^en%2?ô! oS session, a se»nd worhrng Paper

EE
approach in the negotiation of a chemical weapons ban.

chemi cal

In order to provide a multi-dimensional demonstration of how these procedures 
could^e SpLSnSd in an act-ual chemical weapon destruction fhcility, ^in^ted 
our db lie agues - both members and observers - to paxtrapate in a workshop at 

chemi Si agent munitions disposal site at Tooele, Utah, on 15 and 
16 November i 983 . The 25 States that attended will agree, I believe, that the 
information end briefings provided at the Workshop^ couplerwith the tour^æ&sæisïïzæ s ^ lr »verify chemical weapons stockpile destruction and an appreciation of the 
and manageability- of its implementation under actual circumstances.

our

ease
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Turning mow. important agenda item of chemical weapons I would like to
voice the gratificaticn of my delegation with the considerable momentum that has 
recently been insbrulea in our work. All of us are eagerly anticipating the 
comprehensive draft convention which the United States delegation will soon submit, 
certainly as- a enj■. r accelerating factor of our work. delegation is also highly
gratified with the proposals introduced oy the Soviet delegation on 21 February. 
ihe readiness of the Soviet Government to accept the continuous surveillance of the 
C^ec^-Ca— weapons destruction process by international on—site inspection is most 

.The Federal Government, by the voice of its Vice-Chancellor and 
Foreign Minister, has welcomed this step in one of the crucial areas of our 
negotiations where an accore, is still outstanding. My delegation hopes that the 
Soviet proposals can swiftly be translated into concrete terms. In this process, 
and while we consider in greater detail the requirements of on—site inspection in 
the destruction phase of the operation of the .future convention, we will also have 
to visualize the inherent relationship between that particular aspect of verification 
and the other important verification problems to be solved. There is a logical 
bond between the activities of inspectors in that first important phase, and the 
treaty obligations we have to work out on the involvement of the international 
inspectorate both in the verification of future non—production of chemical weapons, 
and in the ^case of on-challenge inspections. My delegation welcomes the recent 
proposal of the Soviet Union in the expectation that the Soviet delegation will 
demonstrate a similar co-operative attitude at the time when these other aspects cf 
verification come up for detailed consideration and negotiation.

encouraging.

ihe United States announcement of a comprehensive draft, the Soviet statement 
of 21 February, the helpiul procedural suggestions contained in Working Paper CD 435» 
the Working Papers introduced in the last few weeks, among others by the delegation 
of the United Kingdom and my own, taken together with the swift agreement of all 
delegs L-ions or. a forward-looking negotiating mandate for the future committee on 
chemical weapons
optimism, hoping that the or.e ray of hope" which Ambassador Issraelyan had perceived 
earlier ir. cur session

entitle us tc look into the future of our work with some realistic

can-soon broaden into lasting sunshine.

i’Ir. President, before demonstrating. the readiness of my own delegation to 
contribute vigorously to this new phase of cur negotiations on chemical weapons, 
let me briefly deal with two related developments in the chemical weapons field.

While this Conference embarks on a new phase in the attempt to ban chemical 
weapons forever, there continue to be chilling reminders that huge arsenals cf 
these gruesome weapons still exist, and that there may be pew incidents involving 
their production arid use.

i’îy delega tien has taken note with preoccupation of the accusations which the 
Foreign Minister of Iran has levieu on 16 February of this year in our very midst 
regarding the use of chemical weapons on the national territory of Iran.
Geneva Protocol of 19a 5 prohibits the use cf chemical weapons in war. For a long 
timë, my Government- has insistently maintained that all and every allegation of 

. the use of chemical weapons in violation of international law, wherever they are 

. raised, must receive* the same careful investigation and clarification. As regards 
an instrument for such investigation, there is the possibility of recourse to the* 
mechanism with which the international community has endowed itself on the basis of 
United Nations resolution 37/98 D. This instrument is, as a matter of course, 
also available to the Government of Iran.

The

In his statement cf 21 February, Ambassador Issraelyan has again referred to 
the recent proposal cf th«. States parties to the Warsaw Treaty on a zone free cf 
chemical weapons in Europe.
underline*! or its positive feature that the S'vie t Union and h: r allies were giving 
new emphasis t the signifies»: -v of the chemical weapons topi .

When this proposal was first publicized, my Government

However, while
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fe.. Wegener. Federal Ik-public cf Germany)

agreeing ' wholeheartedly that Europe shoula be freed of the menace of chemical weapons 
'as so- i/as possible, I would again like to stress the priority importance which thc-_ 
Federal Government attributes to the negotiations on a world-wide, comprehensive ana 

verifiable interdiction cf all chemical "weapons in this Conference. Oux^
now in an advanced state, and everything that would

Our further
reliably
negotiations, we all agree.
slow them down cr serve to dissipate cur energy should be avoided, 
negotiations must concentrate upon the still outstanding issues, especially in the 
real;.: ,f verification. Regional solutions would undoubtedly work to the ce triment 
cf this global perspective. Were they to be given precedence, injustice would also 
be done to the countries of the Third World which are rightly fearful, on the basis 
of past experience, of the chemical weapons threat to their parts of the world.
They would net understand that this vital topic of negotiation would be. wholly cr 
ir. part, taken out of their hands. All countries have the same right to be freeo 
from the scourge of chemical weapons. Since verification problems are essentially 
identical, in some aspects even larger, in regional contexts, ny Government also 
has doubts as to whether the corresponding language cf the Warsaw Pact offer contains 
any indication of willingness of the authors to deal with verification issues in an 
adequate way. On the other hand, my delegation is ready at all times to pursue a_l 
available contacts, including bilateral contacts, that promote the efforts of the.

arrive at a world-wide chemical weapons convention with the appropriate

are

Conference to 
verificatien mechanism.

let me now turn to some contributions which my delegation- wishes to make to 
cur ongoing chemical weapons negotiations process in this annual session. I^would
first like to introduce a Working Paper that deals with the question of the transfer 
cf super-toxic lethal chemicals and their key precursors. The paper is now before 
us and bears the symbol Cl/429. With this Working Paper my delegation wishes to 
provide an input into the current discussions on "Pronibition of Transfer an- 
"Permitted Transfer".

Obviously, in this realm a fine balance must be maintained between the dangers 
inherent in the transfer of super-toxic lethal chemicals and their key precursors 
the danger that the fundamental prohibition cf the development, production and 
stockpiling of chemical weapons be circumvented — and the unencumbered functioning 
of international trade in chemical products. We have been encouraged tc undertake 
a new search for such an equilibrium point by our impression that these two 
conflicting principles have not been adequately balanced ir. all of the proposals 
for- transfer limitations that are already before the Conference.

The question of which chemical products should be regarded a? key precursors 
cf super-toxic lethal chemicals- is fundamental t' the formulation in a chemioa- 
weapons convention of a transfer bar; and of the provisions for permitted transfer. 
Underlying the prc-ser.t Working Paper is cur long-held view that a narrow del ini uicn 
must apply tc the terra key precursor.

In the view cf ny delegation chemicals should be defined as key precursors 
only if : they have particular significance to the relevant provisions in a chemical 
weapons convention ; they constitute characteristic chemical compounds at the 
final technological reaction stage for the production of super-toxic letnai chemicals ; 
and they are not used, cr are used ir; minimal quantities only, for permitted purposes. 
To us, this definition appears particularly relevant for the international measures 
of verification cf the- non—production of chemicals for use in chemical weapons 
because it strictly limits the range of chemicals which might be covered by controls. 
Thus, legitimate interest a c-f th« chemical industry are duly taker, into account.

Our definition irr.--lieo that, controls, and any limitation of production, shall
According toextend only to ti>- transfer of substances fur "protective purposes". 

our proposal, the transfer for "p-'-ruitied purposes" between States parties will not
be lir.iiVd.
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With regard to the transfer of super-toxic lethal chemicale and their key 
precursors for protective purposes, permitted transfers between States parties should 
b,- limited to the allowed production level. Notification to the Consultative 
Committee of any transfer cl : ..cl pu;..r-t»x-c lotnaJ * ui«uiic::ls or their key precursors 
shall be required.

As in e previous Working Paper, CD/jth, which pxnrports to set out the views of 
my delegation on various aspects of verification, the present Working Paper couches 
its z-e commendations in prescriptive language. My delegation thereby hopes to 
facilitate the consideration cf the problems raised ir. the most concrete terms 
possible, in keeping with the now agreed mandate for the work of the committee on 
cher.ical wéapons, which emphasises that the future .convention anould be developed 
and worked out in requisite detail.

As delegations are aware, the Federal Government, on the basis of an invitation 
extended at the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, 
intends to hold a Workshop for the discussion of problems of verification relating to 
the destruction of stocks.
by informing you that the Workshop will now take place from 12 to 14 June 1984 at 
Munster in northern Germany.

I take pleasure in making this invitation more concrete

A formal letter of invitation to each head, of - •
In co-operation with the President cf the Conferencedelegation will be sent soon.

for the month of June (who is at the sane tine the Chairman of the Committee on 
Chemical Weapons and who is already informed) we intend to establish the closest 
possible connection between the Workshop and the ongoing negotiations at this 
Conference. We expect the Workshop to make a practical contribution to the problems 
f verification of the destruction of stocks, illustrated by the situation at a small

My delegation realises that this invitation takes onnational destruction facility, 
a new significance in the aftermath of the proposals of the Soviet Union relating to

This gives us the hope that allthe verification of the destruction of stocks, 
delegations find it possible to participate in the event.

delegation does not intend to concentrate its work during the current session 
uniquely on chemical weapons; notwithstanding the primary importance of that subject. 
We also hope to make contributions on other important agenda itens. Among these,
we share the sense of urgency which attaches to item 3 cf our agenda, the prevention 
of nuclear war and all its related aspects, 
the importance of preventing war has been immensely heightened by the nuclear 
phenomenon. Our work, however, must be based on realistic assumptions as to where 
tiie dangers to peace in our era loom, and should aim at a comprehensive strategy 
designed to make war in ail its forms increasingly less likely and indeed impossible. 
As I had occasion to point out at the thirty-eighth session of the General Assembly, 
my delegation is ready to embark on a thorough argumentative process on the problem 
of the prevention of war, in particular nuclear wax, with a view to operational 
solutions, in any work format that seems appropriate to this Conference, and we are 
looking forward to sin early commencement of that important endeavour. Hy delegation 
likewise intends to make specific contributions during this spring part of cur session 
to the problems of nuclear testing and radiological weapons.

There is not the slightest doubt that
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Mr. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia )
It is my

proposal of the Warsaw Treaty 
Europe from chemical weapons.
presented at the USSR Ministry of Foreign Affairs on 
the embassies of the United Kingdom, Belgium, the Federal Republic of Germany, 
Greece, Denmark, Iceland, Spain, Italy, Canada, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Norway, 
Portugal, the United States, Turkey and France.

intention to introduce today document CD/437 which contains the
member States to the member States of NATO to free 
This proposal, as is stated in the document, was

10 January of this year to

States of the Warsaw Treaty Organization proposed to theThe member
member States of the NATO to hold in 1984 a meeting of plenipotentiary 
representatives for a preliminary exchange of views on the question of fre®^nS 
Europe from chemical weapons. The group of socialist countries considers that, 
besides lessening substantially the risk of chemical war in Europe, the 
implementation of such a partial measure of a regional nature would contribute 
to the efforts undertaken on a world scale aimed at the acceleration c e 
conclusion of a convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons, which continues 
to be the ultimate aim of the Warsaw Treaty Member States. Hence, this proposal 
is not meant to compete with the efforts to eliminate chemical weapons on a global 
basis but to facilitate them. And this I would like to underline and stress again 
after what has just been stated by the distinguished representative of the 
Federal Republic of Germany, who expressed fears that there should be nothing that 
should slow us down or dissipate our energy in negotiating the total pronibition

We are certain that our proposals will only increase ourof chemical weapons, 
energy in trying to reach the final goal.

The readiness of the socialist countries to contribute to the early 
elaboration of the convention on the total prohibition of chemical weapons y 
deeds, not words, has been once more clearly demonstrated by the constructive 
proposal of the Soviet Union on the verification of the elimination of chemical- 
weapon stocks advanced by Ambassador Issraelyan in his statement of 21 February.

In advancing this proposal, the Warsaw Treaty Organization procee s 
the fact that the danger of the use of chemical weapons, particularly in P , 
increases in the conditions of the present aggravation of the international

The presence of chemical weapons on the densely populated territory 
of Europe poses an extreme danger to all European States and especially to 
civilian population. It is estimated that in the event of a conflict involving 
the use of chemical weapons the ratio of lethal casualties among serv cemen a 

civilians could be one to twenty.

situation.

among
the chemical-weapon-free territory,The obligations of States with regard to which would be defined in the accord, could include, for example, t^e decl 

of the presence or absence of chemical weapons on that territory, t e 
inadmissibility of the deployment of chemical weapons where there are no sue. 
weapons at present, the freezing of these weapons, the withdrawal or scrapping 
of the existing stock? of chemical weapons, and the renunciation of their 
production, acquisition, entry into and transfer to States locateo within that 

In working out the accord the interested States can, as it becomes 
mutually acceptable adequate forms of verification.territory. 

necessary, co-ordinate
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(hr. Vejvoda, Czechoslovakia)
This proposal, if implemented, would undoubtedly strengthen European security, 

reduce the threat of war and facilitate the consolidation of mutual trust and the 
improvement of the over-all political atmosphere, 
introducing this proposal in the Conference on Disarmament in order to underline 
again our interest in the elimination of all chemical weapons. Given the importance 
of the problem, the Warsaw Treaty Member States expect that* the governments of the 
NATO countries will approach this proposal with all attention and seriousness.

The Warsaw Treaty countries are
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(Mr. Rose, German Democratic Republic)

They areExpectation of progress on a chemical weapons ban have grown, 
justified only if all sides are ready to do serious work on the convention, 
means, above all, starting drafting work immediately. My delegation has always 
supported this demand, and has made concrete proposals, for instance on 
22 February 198$. .... ..

That

At the previous meeting, the Czechoslovak delegation, on behali of a group of 
socialist countries, made a number of important suggestions concerning the future 
method of work of the Conference on Disarmament in the field of the prohibition of 
chemical weapons. They arc intended to help attain a new quality in our work.
To carry on long-drawn-out discussions of some partial questions would only delay 
the formulation of the text of the convention.

To make swift progress it is necessary to display willingness to accommodate 
interests and to seek solutions which are acceptable to all sides.

At this juncture, we would like particularly to commend the constructive 
attitude of the USSR. New evidence of this constructiveness is the preparedness 
of the USSR to accept in principle international continuous on-site inspections in 
connection with the destruction of chemical weapons stocks, as announced by

In the interest of an early elaboration ofAmbassador -Issraelyan on 21 February. 
the convention, we now expect a similar readiness for compromise on the part of 
the United States.

(Cont'd)
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(ifc. Rose. Genaii Democratic Republic)

On the same day when the USSR once again demonstrated its willingness for 
conciliation, the United States attempted, by means of a report handed over -o 
the United Nations, to step up its slanderous campaign aooub the alleged o*e o-. 
chemical weapons. This gives rise to the question of whether such action can b- 
reconciled with assurances of one's own willingness for businesslike negovia.icns,

The proposal to free Europe from chemical weapons submitted by the 
G^-man democratic Republic and the other States members of the Warsaw Treaty on 
on 10 January 1984 is evidence of these countries’ resolve to remove the threa- O? fL the EurcpeaB continent. It reflects their firm detexmraticn
to avert the danger of chemical war by practical measures which can be agreed upon 
and implemented very quickly.

Regional efforts to eliminate chemical weapons would promote negotiations on 
their elimination on a world-wide scale. The one does not preclude the other.
'T-be German Democratic Republic is prepared for negotiations with mr create o 
on a zone free of chemical weapons in Europe. My country adopts a Posi.rve 
attitude towards all reasonable proposals which are directed at gradually j-reemg 
Europe from chemical weapons,

(The President)
Conference three draft mandates dated 28 February

The secretariat has already 
I suggest that

May I now put before the
for the re—establishment of ad hoc subsidiary bodies. 
circulated the relevant texts for consideration by the Conference, 
we take them up one by one, following the order of the items on -he Agença.

The first draft mandate deals with the re-establishment of an ad_ho£
and it includes also the question of tnesubsidiary body on chemical weapons, 

appointment of its Chairman.
1 will take it that the Conference adopts theIf there is no objection 

draft mandate.
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I think it was understood that we should adoptMr. DE SOUZA E SILVA (Brazil):
this draft mandate together with a statement by the President, already agreed upon

My delegation has not received, together with the
I would request that we have

in an informal meeting, 
documents, this draft statement by the President.

before we take a final decision.both statements before us

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Brazil, and would like to 
explain that this statement was circulated at the informal meeting: it will be 
read out immediately after the decision on the mandate has been taken, as was 
agreed. 
you.

I thankWould this satisfy the distinguished representative of Brazil?

Then Ï take it .that there is no objection to adopting the draft mandate 1/ 
for the re-establishment of the ad hoc subsidiary body on chemical weapons?

It was so decided.

Mr.' YEJYODA (Czechoslovakia): I would like to make a comment on the decision 
that has just been taken concerning the draft mandate for an ad hoc subsidiary body 
on chemical weapons.

The PRESIDENT: I would suggest that you make «this comment after I have read 
the statement of the President„ Thank you.

I wish to draw attention to paragraph 3 of the decision just taken by the 
Conference on the re-establishment of an ad hoc subsidiary body on chemical 
weapons which states:

"Th$ term 'ad hoc subsidiary body1 is used in this connection pending a 
decision by the Conference on the designation to be adopted with due 
urgency within two weeks for its subsidiary bodies without prejudice to 
existing practice in this regard".

It is my intention to begin consultations immediately in order to reach 
consensus on the question of designation.

It is understood by the Conference on Disarmament that the same designation 
be given to all the subsidiary bodies established directly under respective 
agenda items unless the Conference, in specific cases, decides otherwise.

■ r . - „ - Mr
Furthermore, if no decision is taken at the end of two weeks, a provisional 

designation should be agreed upon pending a definitive decision by the Conference.

It,is Also understood that no decision as to designation will have financial 
or structural implications.

I now give the floor to the representative of Czechoslovakia.

1/ Decision contained in document CD/440.
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The Czechoslovak delegation would like toMr. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia): . , _explain, on behalf of a group of Socialist States, how the group understands the 
last paragraph of the decision just adopted, regarding the subsidiary body on the 
negotiation of the prohibition of chemical weapons.

We understand that the words "without prejudice to existing practice in this
"ad hoc subsidiary body" will beregard" in this paragraph means that the term ______used temporarily, without prejudice to the full application of rule 2$ of the 

rules of procedure of the Conference on Disarmament.

I wish to submit now for consideration by the Conference a■The PRESIDENT:draft mandate for an ad hoc subsidiary body on effective international 
arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of 
nuclear weapons. 2/ If there is no objection, I will take it that the 
Conference adopts the draft mandate.

CL/PV.246
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(Mr. Sharaa. India)

Before I conclude, I would like to express my delegation's fullest interest :1. 
the negotiations for the elaboration of a chemicals weapons convention during the 19B4 
session itself of the Conference, if that is possible.

CD/PV.247
9

(Mr. de la Gorce. France)

Recent weeksChemical disarmament remains the main goal of our negotiations, 
have been marked by two very positive elements: . the announcemen J treaty
ïndttheSÎtotem!ntrbyathe°re^resentative o^the Soviet Union on continuous 
verification of the destruction of stocks. Furthermore, the subsidiary body has
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(Mr. de la Gorce, France)

resumed its work with a broader mandate that authorizes the drafting of provisions 
The method proposed by its chairman seems to us to be well-suited to- 

We would hope, however, that matters relating to the
The recent

of a treaty.
the negotiating conditions.
prohibition of use and verification would receive more prominence, 
allegations relating to the use of chemical weapons — allegations recently 
submitted to the Conference — call for further vigilance on the part of the 
international community with regard to the observance of that prohibition.

Broadly speaking, the necessary conditions seem present for the current session 
to make significant, and we hope decisive, progress in the negotiations on chemical 
disarmament.

CD/PV.247
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(Hr. Ska111, Morocco)

The prohibition of chemical weapons is one of the issues to which we all 
attach high priority. It is good to note that work in this sphere is well advanced. 
Each session which passes brings us closer to the drafting of a convention which 
we hope to be able to conclude during this session. That would most certainly be 
a major contribution to the objective of general and complete disarmament which we 
are pursuing. _

We welcome the fact that the mandate adopted for the subsidiary organ 
responsible for negotiating on this question adequately reflects the state of 
progress of our work. ...

Cur optimism is justified and reinforced by the recent statements of the 
United States and the Soviet Union whose proposals will not fail, we are sura, 
to give a new impetus to our negotiations.



The prevention cf nuqlear uar and progress in the negotiations for arms 
control agreements leading to general and complete disarmament have become .he 
prim art' ccccenis of women the world over. Women have marchec thousancs e.

campaigns
people to the danger this has fer our globe.

for disarmament that 
-+ the Conference on

to take concrete measures 
V."e expeVe expect our governments 

will revers^ the dangerous situation ve are .in.
Disarmament tc negotiate vigorously in the coming months to conc-uce 
that will curb the arms build-ui and, for.the first tim., lead to tr 
disarmament.

Although we consider that all items on the agenda of the Conference are^c 
great importance, ve urge the Members to concentrate their efforts on ~oach_ng 
agreements in the following areas which we consider to be the most urgent tasks 
facing humankind today: .

CT/PV.246
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Disarmament and Personalof the Conference on
The message is the following:». .TA TP AI (Secretary-General ^

Representative of the Secretary-General / :
, we -women from different countries who 
a contribute most effectively to the

the members of the
"Cm this International Women’s Day -

canhave met in Geneva tc examine how we 
World Disarmament Campaign wish to address a message tc yea,
Conference on Disarmament.

theV- turn to you in our conviction that the Conference on Disarmament — 
only multilateral disarmament negotiating forum — mast urgently take steps to

effects of the nuclear tests and the suffering and deprivation caused by misuse of 
We are angry that the amount wnich could fsec 

is now spent on the arms race in one day.resources on armaments.
"humankind for one year

• m
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(Mr. Jaipel, Secretary-General of the Conferen•

The prevention of nuclear war—-to negotiate on the basis of the papers 
put forth in the last year's session of the Committee on Disarmament by the 
Non-Aligned, Socialist ana Western groups.

1.

2. A comprehensive test bar. —— to conclude a treaty on the prohibition of 
testing nuclear weapons in ail environments by the end of this session given the 
fact that negotiations had already reached a very advanced stage in the 
tripartite negotiations. This treaty should be signed by all States 
possessing nuclear capacity.

The prevention of an arms race in cuter state — to negotiate a treaty or 
treaties preventing an arms race in outer space and to call on the governments 
mostly concerned to observe a moratorium on ail research, development and 
testing until such a treaty or treaties is/are concluded..

3.

The conclusion of a treaty banning the production anc stockpiling of4.
chemical weapons, and the destruction of existing stockpiles.

We come from organizations which together represent millions of women the 
world over. We demand that you, Members of the Conference on Disarmament, 
exercise the needed political will to negotiate and reach agreements that will 
remove the threat of the destruction of all life now hanging over us all."

This message has been sent from the participants in the Conference entitled 
"Women and the World Disarmament Campaign", which was held in Geneva l.x>m 
6 to 9 March 1934.
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Mr. QIAN JIADONC (China)

The prohibition of chemical weapons is the item on the agenda 
first subsidiary body was set up by the Conference and has already started its work. 
That is whv I have chosen this subject today to present some of our observations.

Five years have elapsed since the Working Group on Chemical Weapons was first 
set up in 1980. In this period, hundreds of documents have been filed, and 
countless meetings and discussions held at all the plenary, working group and 
contact group levels. Thanks to the joint efforts of the successive chairmen of 
the Working Groups, the Co-ordirtators as well as the delegations, understanding 
has been enhanced on quite a' number of issues ; divergences on Others have been
narrowed and some measure of agreement has been found. Among the many items on e
agenda of the Conference on Disarmament, the prohibition of chemical weapons is the
one which has registered more progress and has therefore been widely hai^ed^as
field offering relatively promising prospects. However, this is no reason for 
complacency, as the task facing us is still arduous. Serious differences remain on 
some of the major issues, and we have still a long way to go before we can finally 
reach the goal of concluding a convention on the total prohibition of chemical

work and enter into rigorous negotiations in order

a

We should speed up ourweapons.
to live up to people's expectations.

the total prohibition of chemicalThe urgency of concluding a convention on 
weapons lies, first and foremost, in the ever intensifying chemical weapons arms 
race and the increasing threat of chemical warfare. According to materials release 
by eminent international research institutions, a total of more than 400,000 tons of 
chemical warfare agents are in the stockpiles of the two Superpowers, and research 
has been conducted continuously to improve and renew these chemical weapons. The 
destructive power of modern-day chemical weapons is far beyond comparisu,= -- 
that of the older generation of such weapons during World War I. It can well be 
imagined how infinitely greater the menace of chemical warfare to mankind will be 
if such a chemical-weapons arms race is to follow its course.

The urgency of a convention on the total prohibition of chemical weapons lies
that with-the development of science and technology, the longer

The :also in the fact difficult it will be to achieve it. 
will not'only enhance the military value ofsuch a prohibition is delayed, the more 

advancement of science and technology chemical weapons, but also bring with it new peaceful uses for chemical warfare 
agents and their precursors which at present have no peaceful uses, thus making

complex and hard to settle.questions of verification and prohibition even more
Furthermore, the harsh reality of frequent reports on the use of chemical 

weapons in areas of conflict decades after the entry into force of the Geneva 
Protocol has also made the conclusion of a convention on the total prohibition o 
chemical weapons a matter of great urgency.



Closely related to the scope of prohibition is the question of definition. In 
the absence of precise and scientific definitions, it is impossible to decide on 
the exact scope of prohibition. In our working document, a number of definitions on 
chemical weapons, chemical-weapon agents, precursors, key precursors, etc. have 
therefore been suggested. We have laid particular stress on the concept of "chemical 
warfare agent". This is because we believe that such a concept can most precisely 
indicate the property of the toxic substances we want to ban and reflect in the 
best way the combination of general-purpose criteria and toxicity criteria. 
Furthermore, with the help of this concept, a clear-cut distinction between toxi 
chemical substances which should be prohibited and toxic chemical substances for 
permitted purposes which should not be prohibited can be drawn and unnecessary 
confusion and ambiguity avoided. We have noted that Yugoslavia, Indonesia,
Belgium, and France have also used the concept of "chemical warfare agent" and 
submitted their own definitions - We are ready to consider all the constructive 
proposals of other delegations so es to work out a ooomonly acceptable definition 
in this regard.

CD/PV.248
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(Mr. Qian Jiadong, China)

During the previous round of three additional weeks of discussions, Sweden, 
Finland, Canada, the United Kingdom and other countries have tabled a number of 
working documents in which they have further clarified their respective positions 
and put forward a good numoer of proposals. We are studying these documents 
carefully. We are also glad to note the positive statements made by the 
United States and the USSR. The United States nas announced that it will submit in 
March a draft treaty on the prohibition of chemical weapons, while the USSR has 
expressed its willingness to accept in principle on-site inspection on a continuous 
basis during the destruction of chemical-weapon stockpiles. The United States and 
the USSR are the two countries with the largest chemical-weapon arsenals and bear 
special responsibilities towards the prohibition of chemical weapons. We hope that 
they will make further efforts to bring their positions closer.

The Chinese delegation has consistently stood for the complete prohibition 
and total destruction of chemical weapons. Ever since we Joined the work of the 
Committee on Disarmament in 1980, we have always taken an earnest and serious 
attitude in the negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons and tabled some 
working documents. The Chinese delegation has just submitted another working 
document (CD/445) in which we have summarized our proposals on the major elements of 
a future convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons, In the preparation of 
this document, we have drawn on the reasonable proposals of other delegations and 
we hope that consideration will be given to it in future negotiations.

To draw up a chemical weapons convention, the first thing we have to do is to 
settle the scope of prohibition. China has all along maintained that the scope of 
prohibition should be comprehensive in nature, that is, it should include not only 
all types of chemical weapons but also all activities related to research, production 
and use of chemical weapons. We note with satisfaction that the idea of including 
use in the scope of prohibition has already gained wide support and that it is now 
commonly held that this will only further strengthen and not weaken the 
1925 Geneva Protocol. We believe that through concerted effort, we will be able 
to work out a formulation acceptable to all parties and thus settle this question 
in a satisfactory manner. We are also in favour of the proposal for banning the 
deployment of chemical weapons on the territories of other countries. 
also like to give our positive consideration to the proposal put forward by the 
Swedish delegation recently regarding the prohibition of making military preparations 
for the use of chemical weapons.

We would
o
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(Mr. Qian Jiadonfl, China)

Destruction of the existing stockpiles of chemical weapons constitutes one of 
the most important provisions of the convention, 
existing chemical weapons is indeed totally destroyed, the threat, of chemical warfare

This in turn is closely linked to the issue of 
Taking into account the -time required to draw up plans 

for destruction, etc., we favour the idea that initial declarations should be made 
within 50 days of adherence to or entry into force of the Convention, whereas 
detailed declarations may be made within a period of three months. As to the question 
of how to proceed with the destruction of stockpiles we think that consideration 
should not be given unduly to parity and balance.between the countries possessing 
chemical weapons, but should centre, first and foremost, on the speedy and early 
elimination of the threat of chemical warfare. With this in mind, we propose that 
the countries concerned should destroy in the first place those chemical weapons 
in their arsenals which are the most toxic and dangerous and not those which are 
out-dated or inoperative.

Verification is one of the key elements of the convention, 
held that a chemical weapons convention must contain such provisions for 
verification as to ensure strict and effective implementation of verification, on 
the one hand, and minimize intrusiveness as much as possible on the other, 
should be put on international verification with necessary on-site inspection, 
on-site inspection should cover destruction of chemical weapon stockpiles, 
destruction and dismantlement of production or filling facilities foe chemical 
weapons, small-scale production of super—lethal agents used for protective purposes, 
and alleged use of chemical weapons, etc. As to the method of verification, 
proposals have been made for on-site inspection on. a continuous basis, routine or 
periodic or random on-site inspection, on—site inspection by challenge and on-site

We think all ttjese methods can be considered

Once the huge stockpile of

will fundamentally be removed.
declaration and verification.

We have always

Emphasis 
Such

inspection on the basis of quota, and that different methods of verification can be used for different verification 
It is our hope that on this key issue, a solution acceptable to allpurposes, 

parties will eventually be found.
We are very happy that within a relatively short time we have already 

re-established the subsidiary body on chemical weapons, formulated a mandate with 
the elaboration of a convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons as its ma^n 
target, and designated the highly experienced Head of the Swedish delegation,

as its Chairman. People throughout the world are watching our work 
Let us respond with tangible results.

Ambassador Ekeus, 
here with great expectations.
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(Mr. Issraelÿan, USSR)

We shall, of course, attentively study the document of the Conference on 
"Women and the World Disarmament Campaign", but we can already say that we fully 
share the views expressed by that forum. We regard such tasks as the prevention of 
nuclear war and a comprehensive nuclear test ban as the most urgent tasks. We 
fully agree with the point concerning a comprehensive test ban, which states "To 
conclude a treaty on the prohibition of testing nuclear weapons in all environments 
by the end of this session given the fact that negotiations have already reached a 
very advanced state in the tripartite negotiations. This treaty should be signed 
by all States possessing nuclear capacity". We are prepared to underwrite this 
demand by the conference on "Women and the World Disarmament Campaign". The 
Soviet delegation also shares the view that the prevention of an arms race in outer 
space and a comprehensive and complete ban on chemical weapons are central tasks 
which should not be put off from year to year under a variety of artificial, false 
pretexts. Once again, we wish success to all women — those present here and 
those outside this conference room — in their struggle to prevent nuclear disaster.

We have also asked for the floor today in order to introduce the official 
conference document CD/444, circulated at the request of the Soviet delegation, 
containing the section on international affairs of a speech made by 
Comrade Chernenko, the General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, at a meeting with voters of the Kuibyshev district 
of Moscow on 2 March 1984. In this section of his speech, Comrade Chernenko 
outlined the Soviet Union's approach of principle to the central problems of 
present-day world politics and puts forward new major proposals by the Soviet Union, 
inter alia on disarmament matters. The General Secretary of the Central Committee
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(Mr. Issraelvan, USSR)

- ... mmmuniat Party of the Soviet Union said that it would be difficult to
recall a problem of importance to strengthening peace on which the Soviet Union an
other socialist countries have not put forward concrete and realistic P^posals n
the past few years. The initiatives of our countries are winning ever broacer
supportVrom other States. This has been forcefully confirmed b, latest session
ofthe United Nations General Assembly. Comrade Chernenko stated that
militarization and the asgravatlon of the international situation not brousht

are going to bring the United States military superiority, and political
achievements. Everywhere in the world,, they only lead to the escalation °f
criticism of Washington's belligerent course. People want peace and tranquill- y, 
criticism ^asning^ |ecretary of the Central Committee of the Communist

all this inspires the hope that eventually 
direction towards peace, the limitation of the

Detente has struck

nor

not war hysteria.
Party of the Soviet Union said that 
developments will once more take a
arms race and the development of.international co-operation.

..deep roots.- This is evidenced, in particular, by .the convocation of the 
Stockholm inference on Confidence-Building Measures and Disarmament ^Europe. 
Comrade Chernenko said that the Soviet Union's position on hiding

halting of the nuclear arms race is clear. We are agains V
up nuclear arms arsenals. We were and remain, said the General ^retary of t 
Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, proponents of the 
prohibition and elimination of all types of those weapons.

the

and disarmament,Referring to the problem of the limitation of the arms race^ ...
Comrade Chernenko devoted particular attention to the norms bywhich relati 
between nuclear Powers should be governed. Among other disarmament issues,
General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the 
Soviet Union singled out such matters as the drawing up.of a rea y on Sciation 
and complete prohibition of nuclear weapons tests, an agreement on , soviet
of the militarization of outer space, and a mutual freeze on American and Soviet 
nuclear weapons. He emphasized that to deliver mankind from the possible uses 
chemical weapons is a very important task.. The Soviet Union is in favour of 
effective control over the implementation of an agreement on the complete and geners 
prohibition of the use of chemical, weapons, their development and P^uction 
the destruction of all their stockpiles, and believes that such cent~l *£oulJtCJ^r 
the whole process of destruction of chemical weapons from beginni g *
not ruled out, Comrade Chernenko said, that reaching an agreement on the abo 
mentioned issues would signal the start of a real and dras c c a^S 
United States relations and in the international situation as a whole.

that all delegations will studyI should like to express the hope 
Comrade Chernenko's statement with care.
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(^i_§.illi§Qi*._I§..lami_c_Repubtic_of_Iran)

Yesterday, the International Committee of the Red Cross, after an undue delay, 
ascertained the use of chemical weapons on a large scale by the Iraqi Government.
We regret that after two years, the ICRC now comes to this conclusion, and ve also 
regret the undue delay by the Secretary-General of the United Nations regarding our 
request on the relevant General Assembly resolution, 37/980.

I want to put on record what has been said by the Minister of Defence of the 
Iraqi Government.

[Speaking in French] "However, the Minister of Defence at no time clearly 
and unequivocally denied Teheran’s accusations. Pressed by questions from the 
many Amer ican journalists asking for a categorical denial, he replied : ’Why 
should we wash our dirty linen in public? To reveal what Iraq has in store 
would be contrary to the interests of our security. You know that, in any 
event, the conventional weapons in our possession are quite enough to achieve 
our successes. Besides, you can go to the battlefields and ask for the 
autopsy of a body you think looks suspicious'(Le Monde, 8 March 1984)

[Resuming in English] I want to take advantage of the presence of the women of 
the World Disarmament Campaign, I want to make an appeal to them for a total ban on 
chemical weapons. I want to make an appeal to the Conference on Disarmament not to 
remain silent about this crime —when you remain silent, it means that you 
disregard every norm of international law, you disregard the Geneva Protocol, you 
disregard everything.



We welcome the announcement that the United States delegationnegotiations in 1923*
is to submit a draft treaty during the 1984 session of the Conference on Disarmament. 
Equally pleasing to my delegation is the announcement by the head of the Soviet 
delegation, Ambassador Issraelyan, on 21 February 1984 that his country is now 
ready to allow on-site inspection of the destruction of chemical weapons in its 
territory. We congratulate the Soviet Union on this important ,rbrealcthrough 
which now almost sets the stage for meaningful and perhaps honest and final 
concrete negotiations which should lead to e chemical-weapons treaty in the veiy 
near future. This is the tine to seise the bull by the horns. We should not 
allow the momentum to subside. My delegation hopes that the anticipated convention 
would, among other things, provide a commitment concerning the non-production of 
chemical weapons, chemical agents and their precursors as well as the destruction 
of existing stockpiles of such weapons and their agents. With the drawing up of 
the convention now in sight, my delegation urges States which already possess t 
weapons or who intended to manufacture, deploy or stockpile such weapons on the 
basis of the technology and facilities available to them, to exercise the maximum 
of self-restraint, including a moratorium on such activities.

CE/PV.249
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fMr. George. Nigeria)

Mv delegation warmly welcomes the re-establishment of the subsidiary body on 
chemical weapons°end ” Lrpy to note that the body has already begun it= work under 
the efficient and thorough Swedish delegation headed by Ambassador Ekeus. We

over sincere aporeciiticn and thanks to Ambassador McPhail of Canada
to sincere and meaningfula.so expressfit the leadership rcle he played in guiding -he group

ID
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(Mr. Bamakfir, Netherlands)

Mr. President - allow me to return now to the subject of a comprehensive 
chemical-weapors ban, the agenda item that our programme of work identifies for 
plenary discussion this week. to which the remainder of my statement of today will 
be devoted.

The efforts of the international community to render impossible the use of 
chemical weapons and remove these weapons entirely from the face of the earth have 
indeed a long history. The employment of poison or personal weapons was explicitly 
proscribed as long ago as in 1874, the year in which the Brussels Conference adopted 
its International Declaration on the matter. This prohibition has since been repeated 
in various forms (when, for example, the development of asphyxiating gases had to 
be taken into account), in a variety of international instruments of which the 1925 
Geneva Protocol stands out as the one most widely adhered to.

Efforts to reach a complete ban on chemical weapons continued in the League 
of Nations Disarmament Conference. Success at one pvint seemed imminent. 
the United Kingdom submitted a draft disarmament convention containing elaborate 
provisions for an extensive prohibition of chemical and biological weapons. The 
draft included a ban on preparations for chenu cal and biological warfare in times 
of peace as well os of war. an appraoch followed in recent years in the Committee 
on Disarmament by the delegat_on of Sweden.

In 1933

(Cont ' d)



As over the years negotiations on the prohibition °f chemical 
went on, issues of verification received increasing attention, rhe xasarmme 

Conference of the League of Nations intensively examined proposals for inves iga ng
documentation J^aÎ^^^^ev^for^the ^

:%31^elcLln^t^a^d used for concealing production for weapons

use

purposes.
_ __ . . . u tt neriod renewed attention for a chemical-weapons ban

foiled effects of chemical and *£,
the United Nationstv‘CS^ï^n“isaLdnent Committee was^tiarged in 1969 
the Conferenoe of the ^een-Sation^iaaraa-^^ ^ Dia£CTa=a„t, agreement wae
“aohldin the CCD in 1971 to consider the problem of biological weapons in itself 
^ to submit a separate convention thereon to the General Assembly.

Disarmament and its, now two, 
remainder of the task 

q.cal Weapons. The Netherlands 
Chemical Weapons Convention

Ever since the Conference of the Committee on 
successors have been negotiating in order to complete 
left to it with the adoption of the Convention on Biolo< 
has been actively participating in the elaboration of a 
since 1969-

The recent negotiating history on chemical weapons has demonstrated a uendency
to place this subject more and more in the context.°f arseiillTof East
true of course that chemical weapons do havetheir.^f!t^din_ the ^finition of 
and West. It should be stressed, however, that of t^r between
chemical weapons as weapons of mass destruction in 1948 the ^^<°iCage_histories
the two side, has never been essentially dePend^t ?a *g®glopin! world, moreover, 
of proven and alleged uses of cne-ucai weapons in the dev®d°^ ^ve
make it abundantly clear that countries in the latter Lmisphere and aleo

MM ÏÏ possible^n^the %£ -duaic/of a truly comprehensive

It is

chemical—weapons ban.

My delegation feels more strongly than ever 
a ban has come within reach and the time is now ripe to take up foreseeable 

work with reasonable confidence in a successful outcome in the foreseea

before that the conclusion of such 
the final stages of

our 
future.

led to this belief by, amongst other things, the recent
the United States, Mr. Shultz, to the 

future, a complete
My delegation was

announcement of the Secretary of State of
effect that his country intends to submit, in the very near
draft convention. The Netherlands welcomed this announcement at the time as a 
Spdfic^t step forward, and I wish, to repeat this today, tho^ n° delegaUon 
SSi Of course underestimate the time and effort that remains to be invested in
the negotiations of a consensus text.

The Netherlands welcomes as well the statement delivered by the d2^1^^shed 
representative of the Soviet Union, Ambassador Issraelyan, cm 21Jso^^cts'of 
announcing a significant change in the position of his country
the question of verifying compliance with the future chemical-weapo ^ titutes 
view of my delegation, Ambassador Issraelyan's statement on that point constitutes 
an^important stfp towards general ^reement on a complex set of issues related to

In the

CD/PV.249
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(Mr. Rsmaker. Netherlands)

stockpile destruction, including initial declarations and verification thereof, 
îfy delegation is convinced that it will be possible to reach a comprehensive agreement 
on the question of stockpiles during the 1984 session of the Conference in e. process 
of mutual rapprochement and a spirit of understanding for each other's problems.

It is hard to think of a more propitious setting for the introduction of 
document CD/445» entitled "Size and structure of a chemical disarmament inspectorate", 
which my delegation intends to submit to the consideration of this Conference 
today. This Working Paper aims at addressing for the first time some of the practical, 
mainly administrative, implications of the verification schemes in the framework of 
the future chemical weapons convention as envisaged by the Netherlands and other 
members of the Western Group. It may be interesting to note that these include the 
administrative consequences of a continuous on-site inspection by representatives of 
the projected international inspectorate as referred to by the head of the Soviet 
delegation on 21 February.

After some general introductory remarks on the verification needs of the future 
convention, the document proceeds to a categorization of the different kinds of 
verification which the various undertakings foreseen in the convention will make 
necessary. The document uses a number of general assumptions basically relating 
to the function of an international inspectorate, as well as a number of more specific 
assumptions with regard to the various categories of verification the convention 
will necessitate.

On the basis of these assumptions the document seeks to demonstrate that the 
administrative consequences of our ideas on the matter of verification remain 
safely within geable confines.ÏÏISnfl

One of the key assumptions we had to make had to do with the "output" of an 
international inspector. The evident example was the International Atomic Energy 
Agency in Vienna which proved to be a highly useful frame of reference. As the 
nature of activities that need inspection under a chemical weapons convention differ 
from those the IAEA has to deal with, a number of adjustments had to be made.
Amongst the various problem areas with respect to the verification of a chemical 
weapons convention, the one on verification of non-production is dealt with in 
relative detail. This is admittedly an area fraught with mines and traps. As we 
all realize, verification of non-production should not intrude unduly in the 
functioning of the civilian industry and its commercial operations.

Nevertheless, a minimum of confidence concerning non-production as well will be 
essential to the survival of the convention. Possibilities for circumvention that 
would be all too readily available, let alone loopholes, could well be extremely 
harmful to such confidence if left without any regulation. The slumbering 
capabilities inherent in the very nature of the means of production for permitted ; 
non-chemical-weapon purposes cannot be left out of consideration. One of the 
conclusions of.the present document is that the size of the inspectorate is to a 
rather large degree determined by this category of verification.

The main conclusion of the document is that our assumptions indicate that the 
future international inspectorate will be relatively limited in size. The assumptions 
suggest a number of 355 inspectors and supporting staff for the duration of the 
period of destruction and elimination, estimated, as we know, to last about 10 years. 
After this initial period in the life of the future convention, this total will 
decrease to an approximate maximum number of 140 officials, a smaller number than 
the comparable part of the IAEA secretariat.
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(Hr. Ramaker. Netherlands)

In concluding ay intervention of today, I wish to turn briefly to the specific 
subject of non-useIn the view of the Netherlands, the verification-system to be 
created by the future chemical weapons convention must be a comprehensive one end 
therefore include a prohibition of use. It is all very well, and indeed essential, 
to aim at the full verifiability of the prohibition of development, of production, 
of stockpiling, of retention and of transfer of chemical weapons. But I daresay 
that through the years we all have gained a greater awareness of the practical 
limitations that may well prevent us from achieving perfection. The need to take 
into account legitimate security interests as well as the need to avoid undue 
intrusiveness of the inspection of the chemical industry can be cited in this context 
to illustrate what we have in mind. It is clear that.Indications of use, in 
violation of international law, would imply eo ipso that treaty obligations as to 
destruction and non-production etc. had possibly been violated, 
constitute the verifiable summit of a huge undetected, largely submerged, iceberg of 

I therefore wish to stress that the inspectorate, roughly outlined

Thus, use can

violations.
earlier in my statement, is duly tailored to ensure verification of non-use.

The requirement of an adequate provision on non-use in the scope of the 
convention is not intended to — and should in no way — prejudice the importance of 
assuring continued authority for the 1925 Geneva Protocol. 
instrument will be of particular relevance in the initial phase after the entry 
into force of the convention, when all stocks and means of production will not yet 
have been eliminated.

This international

What I just stated on the verification of use is equally relevant for reports 
on alleged use, such as that recently heard from the Foreign Minister of Iran,
Mr. Vslayati, in this very Conference. Reports like his must never be underestimated. 
Meanwhile reports, such as those obtained through impartial independent observers, 
pointing to recent use of chemical weapons have become increasingly convincing.
This situation prompts the Government of the Netherlands to express its gravest 
concern, a concern "that it evidently shares with the world community. Use of 
chemical weapons by whomever and wherever in the world demands condemnation in 
categorical terms.

The Netherlands expresses its satisfaction about the decision of the 
Secretary—General of the United Nations to conduct an investigation into possible 
violations of the Geneva Protocol of 1925 in the conflict in the Gulf area. This 
decision is fully in keeping with the role of the United Nations in maintaining 
international peace and security in general and can be seen in particular as a 
further effort on the part of the Organization to bring that war, so devastating in 
terms of human life and material resources, to an end. The Netherlands appeals 
once again to both parties fully to co-operate with these efforts.
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(Mr. Türkmen, Turkey)

At the present stage, where deep anxiety is airtgled with uncertain hope, 
the work of the Conference on Disarmament acquires great significance. A 
breakthrough on even one of the issues coming within the purview of this 
Conference will generate a feeling of trust and exert constructive influence 
on other arms control and disarmament negotiations and on East-West relations 

In this context, we share the view that priority should be given
Turkey, which signed the 1925 -Geneva Protocol 

as long ago as 1929, looks forward to a broader agreement complementing it.

in general, 
to an agreement on chemical weapons.

An agreement'on the destruction of chemical weapons and the banning of 
their development, production and stockpiling requires an effective verification 

There have been remarkable developments in the procedures and techniques
Turkey, like so many countries, also

system.
for the verification of non-production. 
welcomes the constructive approach of the representative of the Soviet Union, 
Ambassador Issraelyan, on 21 February regarding a permanent presence of 
representatives of international control agencies at the facilities where 
destruction of these weapons will take place.

This approach and the positive reaction it has elicited will, we hope, 
give a new impetus to the work of the Conference in the field of chemical 

We anticipate that the draft convention which will soon beweapons.
submitted by the United States will be instrumental in channelling the 
discussion towards a concrete and positive conclusion.

As far as the proposal for a chemical weapon-free zone in Europe is 
concerned, we hold the view that a regional approach to the problem of banning 
chemical weapons will not be appropriate. If thebe can be an agreement on 
the substance of a convention cn chemical weapons in Europe, there is no 
reason why such a convention should not be global in its scope and we are 
all deeply aware of the urgent need for an effective global ban.



the United States has expressed
of the world. The 
— whenever or wherever

As members of the Conference are aware, 
concern over the use of chemical weapons in various regions
United States strongly condemns the use of chemical weapons ____,it occurs. Consistent with this position, the United States has supported effor 
by the United Nations to investigate reports of the use of chemical weapons. The 
United States has also supported the efforts of the United Nations, pending 
eventual formal arrangements, to establish procedures to make possible the prompt 
and impartial investigation of information concerning possible violations of 
provisions of the Geneva Protocol of 1925- It has done so because we believe that 
the legal and moral authority of thi instrument is vital, not only on its own 
terms, but because the Geneva Protoc 1 is an important basis for our own work in 
the field of disarmament.

Accordingly, the United States has noted with deep concern reports that
"S Ç] "at. tea

Department of State issued a statement on this matter on 5 March. Die statemen 
makes clear that the United States has concluded that available evidence indicates 
that Iraq has used lethal chemical weapons in this conflict and that such a use 
chemical weapons constitutes a serious breach of the Protocol and of related rules 
of customary international law. This situation requires the urgent attention of 
the world community. In -this regard, we note the decision on 8 March by e 
United Nations Secretary-General, Mr. Pérez de Cuéllar, to send expert M 
to ascertain the facts with reference to allegations of chemical warfare, 
understand that these experts have, in fact, been dispatched to Teheran, and are 
we meet today at work on their important mission.

as

(Cont1 d)
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( M r Fi_e Ids A_US A )

One of the great issues which confronts us today is the unfinished a genu a 
with respect to chemical weapons.

In my statement ofIt is on this item that I take the floor today.
23 February, I reiterated the importance which the United States attaches to the 
negotiation of a complete and verifiable ban on chemical weapons. Such a ban would 
complement existing international agreements and customary international law, 
including the Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use in War of Asphyxiating, 
Poisonous or Other Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare, commonly 
referred to as the Geneva Protocol of 1925•

03 
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(Mr. Fields. United States)

The United States has teen working with other nations for many years to 
establish a treaty banning production, development and stockpiling of chemical

Secretary of State George Shultz announced in Stockholm that we will beweapons.
presenting a draft treaty for the complete and verifiable elimination of chemical

The use of chemical weapons in violation ~ôï"Intemationa 1weapons, on a global basis, 
agreements and customary international law in recent conflicts, including the 
Iran-Iraq war, adds to the urgency of this undertaking. It underscores the 
pressing need for a global ban on chemical weapons.

International legal constraints, based upon humanitarian concerns, guide us 
in our efforts to stop any use of chemical weapons, hopefully before it starts,

In the same
as

well as in our desire to ban such weapons from the face of the earth, 
vein, we all deplore the tragic and needless loss of both Iranian and Iraqi lives, 
especially those suffered throu^i attacks on civilian populations. We urge both 
States to respect their obligations under international conventions designed to 
mitigate the human suffering resulting from warfare and to accept the good offices 
offered by a number of countries and international organizations to put an end to 
the bloodshed. We note that the Secretary-General of the United Nations has cited 
the use of children by Iran as combat soldiers in this brutal conflict in violation

Thus we find that the Gulf warof its obligations under the Geneva conventions. 
is marked by flagrant and appalling disregard not only of human life but of 
international law and accepted norms of behaviour among nations.

As we blow out the 22 candles on our birthday cake tomorrow, let us collectively 
make the wish that all conflict — but especially this sordid and bloody war m the 
Gulf — will soon be at an and, and let each of us resolve anew that we shall pursue 
with vigour and conviction the achievement of an effective and verifiable chemical 
weapons ban so that mankind will never again have to fear these abhorrent weapons.
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.ter. Xeiatter. Hungarian People's Herutlio)

It is veil known that there exists a positive prohibition on the ’use of weapons 
with analogous destructive effects and capacity. In the case of incendiary, 
chemical and tic logical wea tens, conventional and customary interna .-c-al ..a»

fer the sake of Military necessity at the expense 
Because of their extremely cruel and indiscriminate

The

could net allow any centrerise 
of the needs of humanity. I. I II
effects the use of such weapons is, partially or generally, prohibited. 
strange legal and moral logic applied by certain States to nuclear weapons^ when 
try r.£ to make them a case of exception should not in any way preven - -eS®~ 
regilaticn. Positive prohibition is to be placed on tne i —sc use 01 nuoiee—^ 
weapons having analogous destructive effects — analogous, that is, to -he e--ec -s 
of those weapons already prohibited — s"ich as the heat eiiecc and —ce p-_sc..c-s 
effect caused by the absorption of radio-active fall-cut; and having a destructive 
capacity which is several orders cf rectitude greater than that of tnose weapons 
already prohibited.
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( Mr-Ekeust_Sweden )

I aloo wish to express my thanks to the

to all delegations for their, co-operation, on which I depend.

Ambassador Sujka of Poland made substantial improvements in our*eth°d JT*

work this year in
to our
or •Chemical ••eapo-'s. .th^3 Ad-Hoc1 Committee^on0 Chemical Weapons CD/Al^also^howi^that to a large extent

(Cont'd)
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(Mr. Ekéus. Sweden)

This wasl&ZÏÏSXl 1981 unier
Ambassador Lldgard vhb vas than bead of the iLTifferenee, still

rr-th s« rKrSTSfS bringHth^wor^furthe^forward^ln^th^samc spirit that **- -y

predecessors.
ad hoc committee of the 

of delegations isThe method of establishing working groups under an 
conference and under chairmanships distributed between g^PS neirotiations and
f£tüer\£e worS.^Ï'^theîe'forf pïessed^at ^aTrcc Committee has accepted

Tl February^Ambaaaado^Theorin touchad’lp”; to„e recant encouraging deyelophents.

t. r rw;i^cEE.s *.*.Government'would present a draft treaty on chemical weapons to this Conféré 
reflects the earnest approach of the United States delegation o con i stress
negotiations on chemical weapons. However, in this context I would li

importance of continued work in the Conference on Disarmament on chemical
There is no reason to take a passive position in tnese negotiations because

i
the
weapons.of the still pending United States draft.

the USSR delegation with respect to 
We have during the last 

The Soviet
We appreciate the new initiatives taken by 

the question of verification of destruction of stockpiles, 
year witnessed a more or less continuous development on this matter, 
delegation expressed during informal meetings of the working ^oup in J_nu;ry^ome 
interesting ideas on how to approach the problem. I will revert to t 
statement.

sasjsjrri» issessss.have also been made during this session. I have in mind inter dcontributions by the United Kingdom, Finland, the Federal Republic of Germany -nd 
the Netherlands. These delegations have all addressed important problems ‘ i

Time does not permit a close analysis of the ideas presented
to them during the course of theremain to be solved, 

in these papers now, but my delegation will revert 
negotiations.



for Governments to study these proposals before we revert to
and that weBy allowing time . .them later during the session, I hope for an effective working process, 

need not wait unduly long for new governmental instructions to appear, 
the Ad Hoc Committee should present a set of texts, agreed concepts, and, ol

unanimously agreed report. If we maxe ,

This year

views by the individual delegations in a 
headway, we would by then be close to a convention.

As the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on Cehmical Weapons, J have presented an 
outline for the work of that body in document CU/CW/WP.70. Following this ou line, 
it is my intention to provide the working groups with proposed texts to be 
negotiated. During the negotiations in the working groups, views and agreemei 
be reported to the Chairman of the Committee, who will thereafter present rev. 
versions of the proposed texts containing also the Chairman's suggestions for
possible compromise language...This should serve as a basis on which delegations may
seek instructions, together with all relevant initial basic material upon which the
proposals rest." ....

will

has been made is that of the elimination of
Constructive proposals have been put .Cue of the areas where progress 

chemical weapons and verification thereof «forward, in particular with regard to the methods of verification under a ^u™-e .
Convention. Thus, there now seems to be a general understanding that the destruction 
of the most dangerous chemical weapons should be verified ^.cont^UOUSrward--æ r» s-srrr
for the further work.

9

It might he useful to, in »is
of verification be decided by the degree of the 

Could the military value of the weapons 
extent of verification could perhaps be 

variable as whether they contain

earlier this year concerning different 
Thus, could the extentverification.

danger of certain types of chemical weapons? 
be decisive? Other factors influencing the

problems could he useful in our work. In this connection I would like to refer to 
the Swedish working paper CD/425 on the verification of the destruction of stockpil
of chemical weapons.

Another problem is the question of a possible prohibition ef use in the 
convention. After many years of divided opinions, there now appears to be an 
understanding that the prohibition of use should in some way be expressed or referre 
to in the convention. This would imply the possibility of investigations o* 
allegations of use under the provisions of the convention.

Reerettably, the question of prohibition of use has become of immediate importai. _ in the £sÎ ?eiy:eeks.q Reports of?use of chemical weapons in the Gulf area remind
necessity not only to uphold the prohibition of use in the Geneva Protocol, 
necessity no y convention which allows adequate means for

We are gratified that the
of experts to investigate

us of thebut also to get as soon as possible a 
investigation and verification of such allegations. 
Secretary-General of the United Nations has appointed a group 
the master at hand.

cd/pv .250
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(Mr. Ekéua, Sweden)

All these initiatives help promote the work on a chemical weapons convention. 
But, Mr. President, .it is necessary that constructive proposals and concessions are 
met in kind with accommodations from other parties ao that there may be created a 
dialogue conducive to tangible and substantial progress.

ID
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(Mr. SkéuB, Sweden)

The German Democratic Republic has suggested, at the Conference 
. c -y in Stockholm that, in order to increase confidence between States in EuroD^^States^shoulddeclare the existence or non-existence of chemical weapons 
on tï.ir territories andso renounce the stationing* comical =^

of chemical weapons as well as their intention not to acquire them, 
this proposal as a confidence-building measure with relevance for the wo. on 
comprehensive chemical weapons convention.

the We regard

similar ideas in Working Paper CD/279.The Swedish delegation put forward some of 14 April 1982, aimed at facilitating the work on the convention.
It was in the same confidence-building spirit that Sweden January this 

year introduced Working Paper CD/426 proposing that all preparations for waging 
chemical warfare should be prohibited, not only the development and*r°sed the 
of chemical weapons. When that Working Paper was introduced, we exP^sed the 
hope that delegations would give their reactions and views on * fc©have already done so. Our ambition is to find a pragmatic and effective way to 
increase confidence in the future chemical weapons convention.

Finally, speaking again as the Chairman of thé Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical 
I wish to conclude by expressing my hope that confidence, co-ope

will mark the work of the Committee so that a comprehensive oanWeapons
and efficiency 
on chemical weapons may be agreed upon.

CD/PV.250
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(Mr. Turbanaki, Poland)

I would like now to turn to the question of the prohibition of chemical^ 
weapons. As you are aware, and as the distinguished Am assa unavoidable
mentioned, after intensive discussions on procedural matters, pe h^p____
ones, although unreasonably prolonged, we have finally agree mandate
structure cf the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, A new, exten ^It posstble-tH^ntuct full-scale „eS=tiatlons on the f^latlon^nd^e 
elaboration of a future convention. We consider that f p ,, advantage.
our work opening a new stage, a result of which we shoul

have already supported their positions with specific documents In the oour 
the preeent session. This has been recently done by the delesanorland.. 
United Kingdom, Sweden, the Federal Republic of ^“^férred^the General Secretary 
In his important statement, to which I have aiready r * Chernenko statedof the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, Comrade Konstantin Chernenko statea
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(Mr. Turbanski, Poland)

other things that certain prerequisites for negotiating a comprehensive
Achievement of an agreement in this and 

some other regards could constitute a beginning of a real breakthrough in 
Soviet-American relations and a turn in the international situation.

A strong positive impulse in our debate on the prohibition of chemical 
weapons were new proposals of the Soviet Union on the question of verification 
presented by the distinguished Ambassador Victor Issraelyan on 21 February last.
In the framework of systematic international on-site inspections considered so 
far, the Soviet Union expressed its readiness to accept in certain cases a 
permanent presence of the representatives of international control at a special 
facility for the destruction of chemical weapons. This new step by the 
Soviet Union has to ba seen as another measure towards compromise and the 
successful resolution of the tasks still ahead of us. My delegation highly 
appreciates this Soviet undertaking. It indicates once again that the socialist 
States approach the negotiations in a flexible and constructive way. 
proposals put forward by the socialist States with regard to chemical weapons 
during this and the previous session of the Conference have indicated willingness 
to accept a wide range of verification procedures, including systematic 
international control, and opened the way to the intensification of negotiations 
on'the chemical -weapons convention. The recent proposal of the Soviet Union just 
referred to promises a possibility of bringing to fruition the work on the vast 
and weighty problem of the verification of stockpile destruction.

Provisions of a future convention on chemical weapons, like all the provisions 
of international treaties,- must be implemented in goodwill, in accordance with 
the objectives and principles of the Charter of the United Nations, and in 
application of wisely and adequately formulated mechanisms of international control. 
Thè' term "adequacy" can be characterized as technical feasibility and practicality, 
together with capability for effective detection of violation and minimum 
interference with the life of individual nations.

One may suggest many theoretical requirements for disarmament verification 
systems, such as, to name only a few: high detectability of objects and activities 
related to the scope and subject-matter of an agreement, practical feasibility an 
technical sufficiency of the verification means, continuity of the verification 
process, timeliness of the fact-finding and of the assessment processes, 
flexibility of the methods adopted, economic acceptability of the verification 
system, etc.

But our main task is 
real ground, that is, to 
possibilities.

It is conceivable, for example, that when the highest detectability is 
demanded from the verification system, it may render it too expensive or 
procedurally too complicated or, in the extreme case, too intrusive for many 
of the parties concerned. Furthermore, certain features of the so-called a equa 
verification may become contradictory to each other: in maximizing one âspec 0

"adequate" verification, another one, not less important, may suffer. 8 or *

among
ban on chemical weapons are appearing.

The

, I would say, to stay with these considerations on solid, 
confront always theoretical desires with practical

the
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(Mr. Turbanaki, Poland)

every verification system is a compromise between various technical, economic and 
political factors. To find the best of compromise solutions is a task to be 
tackled in the course of our negotiations. We must remember, however, that the 
basic prerequisite for the achievement of such "best compromise" solutions is 
political goodwill. We would like to hope that it does exist in this chamber, 

but can we really say that it has been sufficiently demonstrated?

I would also wish to express my delegation's conviction that no verification, 
however intrusive and elaborate, can provide us with a 100 per cent certainty that 
no violation, even the least meaningful, occurs. The ideal verification system 
would, in my opinion, be one that would ensure States' security through a high 
probability of detecting violation, could provide a convenient channel of 
communication between parties, and would help in building confidence between them. 
The convention we are negotiating here may become the first authentic disarmament 
treaty, but it is for that very reason that it is so politically sensitive.
Entering into such agreements, States are, understandably, eager to gain reassurance 
that the agreements are mutually upheld by all.

among us

Speaking on the organization of a most reasonable system of control, it is 
worth recalling also that living up to a future convention will be guaranteed

For theirthrough, inter alia, the moral prestige of future States parties.
moral prestige, so to say, will be at stake. We should remember in this connection 
that future States parties will be most interested not to stain their reputation 
before the whole international community by possible offences against provisions 
agreed and signed by themselves. In other words, we should assume that they will 
apply national means of control also in good faith. Unfortunately, this means of 
control is rarely valued here and, even worse, its importance is often diminished.
We would like to hope that, in further developing and specifying their positions 
in future working documents, the respective delegations will take these 
considerations into accoumt. It is hard to believe that the process of elaborating 
a future convention will proceed smoothly if at the root of this process is a lack 
of confidence among the majority of the most interested partners.

that the elaboration of the chemical
PoliticalMany factors indicate, on the other hand 

weapons convention now is in the interest of the community of all nations.
Let us then join this process in a most

Let us not stay andand technical realities speak for the same.
effective way and assure a good pace of work on the convention, 
wait in abeyance. As you all so very well know, distinguished delegates, many 
important problems regarding the future convention require a negotiated solution.

in a working spirit, aIt is high time to undertake, on a working level 
substantial and mutually accommodating negotiation process in order to achieve 
mutually acceptable solutions.

and

Remembering all the historical circumstances of the use of chemical weapons on - 
a massive scale in Europe, Poland attaches great importance to the question of final

We therefore work hard, and we shalland total prohibition of chemical weapons, 
continue to do so, trying to co-ordinate the agenda item on chemical weapons among 
the delegations of socialist countries in the framework of this Conference and to 
contribute, as far as possible, to this important topic of our negotiations.
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Another disarmament problem which is in my delegation's view, of special
therefore deserves to be resolved without de^ay, is thaturgency and priority, and 

of chemical weapons.
Everyone is aware of the devastating effects of this type of weapon of mass 

destruction both during earlier wars and during the struggles currently raging in 
the world and pitilessly causing countless victims among thesome parts of 

population.
therefore be directed towards the elimination andAll our efforts should ,.prohibition of chemical weapons and, in order to attain this objective, my

delegation considers that the preparation of a treaty completely prohibiting__
accordance with paragraph 75 of the Final Document of the-chemical weapons, in .

tenth special session of the General Assembly and with General assembly 
resolution 56/187 A and B, is one of the most pressing disarmament measures to pe
undertaken.

My delegation wishes to express its satisfaction at the positive results 
achieved so far in this sphere, and on the decision.taken by the Conference to 
re-establish a subsidiary body which has already begun its work under the 
chairmanship of Ambassador Ekéus ©cf? Sweden.

and intensify the negotiationsWe hope that this subsidiary organ will pursue 
on this priority issue in order to elaborate a chemical weapons convention.

It is also with great pleasure that, like other delegations, we welcome the
that it firmly intends to submit during this

as well as theannouncement by the United States
session a draft treaty on -the prohibition of chemical weapons,

the head of the Soviet delegaticm,: Ambassador Isaraelyan, on .
"Ihe- Soviet: Union would be prepared, during 

verification of the destruction of chemical -, 
to such a solution when the efficiency of 
the destruction process up to its. pomp-let ion,

statement by
21 February -1-934, to the effect that: 
the elaboration of the procedures for 
weapons at a special facility, to agree
the verification, from the beginning of - +.
would be ensured by the permanent presence at the special lacili.y oi ne 
representatives of international control, as well as by a combination of systematic 
international verifications at the facility, including also the storage of the 
stocks of weapons at it, with the use of instrumenta".

My delegation wishes to congratulate these two nuclear-weapon ewers ^ 
positive contribution which they have thus just made to the crucial prcbl 
chemical weapons threat.

In view of these efforts, which represent a major milestone in our vork, we are
ïïemaUonal conation compl^tf p^M^tiS oZchanical

Thank you.weapons.



T„ connection with this position taken by the United States, I should like to 
dr-w the attention of delegations to an item in today’s issue of the Interna-lona^ 
Herald Tribune which cannot fail to be of interest. I shall_ quote seme extracts froa 
the newspaper"in the original: ’’Senior Pentagon officials, led by nssisvam. Be-=nc-ssatellite weapons and ratification of the threshhold treaty, citing di.faculties m 
verifying Soviet coaplian.ee. Ha has slowed movement on the chemical treaty an- -n 

• development of a new United States position at the Vienna talks on conventional -rcv.„
reductions in Europe".

the

With recard to the delays in the submission by the United States of its widely^ 
publicised draft comprehensive treaty on the prohibition of chemical weapons and the 
possible consequences cf those delays for the negotiations at the Conference, ti.e 
Soviet delegation reserves the right to return to this question at the opportune

result of this activity by the Pentagon,Today we should like to point cut that as a 
and I quote once again from the newspaper item, "the Administration is not expectea 
to propose negotiations to ban these [anti-satellite] weapons at this time

CD/PV.252
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(Mr. Ahmad. Pakistan)

We agreeSefore I conclude, may I comment very briefly on chemical weapons, 
with the assessment that at present the subject of chemical weapons holds the 
greatest promise. In this context my delegation wishes to place on record its 
appreciation for the painstaking and imaginative work done by Ambassador - McPhail 
of Canada ir. his capacity as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical 
Weapons last year, and the astute manner in which Ambassador Rolf Zkéus of 
Sweden is now conducting the business of the subsidiary body on this subject.
My delegation eagerly awaits the promised United States draft of a chemical 
weapons convention which would provide an added impetus to the work o. »,..e Ad— 
Committee on Chemical Weapons. We value very highly the spirit of compromise 
demonstrated by the delegation of the Soviet Union in indicating its acceptance c, 
the concept of permanent on-site inspection and technical monitoring - or ...e 
destruction process of chemical weapons stockpiles. My delegation - uliy Si-ppv. 
the earliest possible conclusion of a balanced add adequately verifiable 
comprehensive chemical weapons convention.

CD/PV.252
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(Mr. Issraelvan, USSR)
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( Mr ^.A L_f a r a £2 i_^_E2^gt )

Mr. President, before concluding my statement, allow me to express my 
satisfaction at the resumption of work by the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical 
Weapons under the chairmanship of my colleague and friend, Rolf Ekeus, the _ 
Ambassador of Sweden; I have no doubt that the work of that Committee is 
particular importance at this stage, and that the Committee will succeed in 
overcoming whatever obstacles arise and finally draft appropriate formulas for 
the agreed points in the draft convention on the prohibition of chemical
weapons.

field, as well as at the positive ptep taken by the Soviet delegation which 
would accept a permanent presence of international observers at es rue i 
facilities for chemical-weapon stockpiles, I hope that these construe ^ve 
initiatives will have the effect of furthering the work of the Ad Hoc Committee, 
so as to enable it to arrive-at the goal for which we have waited so long, t. 
preparation of a draft treaty on the complete prohibition of chemical weapon .
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v- TS^iELTAIÎ 'Union of Soviet Socialist Republies) (translate-! from

asenca o* — e---- :;“® „ . M*=‘^ent speech to the voters in the city of Moscow
shouid xixetoreca^ *h»* - - —- the">"eral Secretary of the Central Committee of 
on 2 lhrcn 1S6À, a.u. i^.e e ^e^e:chat freeing unkind from the
the Communist rarny of tne_.So.ier U----- srresseu. ® . - accordance*-v» of chemical weapons is a very important -»ek. p ac, ,

ose _ ,-avc_ 0> the fun and resolute destruction of shem^
"‘has also submitted a number of proposals during tee carrent

cf the destruction of chemical weapons 
ihsâtted recently "by the Soviet

__ to the question of
received a positive

possibility of 
with its consistent pc 
weapons, the Soviet -mon
year. One of then related to the centering 
stockpiles at a special facility, art another - sundeleeation in the MEoc Coscittee on Chemcal Weapons
challenge -on-eite international verification. Our proposa-, have 
evaluation at the Ccnierence.

* -

jvurimr the current session, several ether delegatiene have also submitted 

Proposals on various to ensure further..
prohibition of convention. Ve have in mind, in particular, the
progress mine e-aberat-on - — Ç~* ruerai Republic cf Germany, the
proposals of Yugoslavia, -hxna, avecen, me . y
Ini ted Kingdom and ethers.

mitT. It -S no coincidence that in the speech alr«ay 
Taid that the pre-conditions for the sol^ion of the pr^. =

ban on chemical weapons are now beginn—g -c exi -

on the question will be businesslike and constructive 
and in this room, by representatives of nea--^ a-- 

Severtheless, the situation developing toca.. m 
cause for serious concern.

Thus, cn
solution cf the isDcrtar.t 
international cc 
to, K.U. Chernenko 
a general and cemprehensive

Hopes that the negotiations 
have been expressed everywhere,
States members of the Conference.

-•—• -r.pe on Che ni cal weapons givesthe id Hoc

(Ccnt'd)



Much has been said in this room and outside it about a United States draft. 
delegations have constantly expressed enthusiasm over the intention ^ ftecuent
to sSmit a draft. In the United States press there have been ^rea.ingiyfrequen

These reports, frankly speaking, cause us
of the United States draft with regard to.reports on the content oi such a drafv•

in the issue of 2 toril the

cheaica] industry and to

magazine 
the provisions 
entire Soviet 
thinks Moscow will buy that idea so a
off".

There, distincuished delegates, is the reply to the question oonoerans the 
reasons for the standstill in the work of the =omratt«e on tho Prohibition^Jhemoal 
Weapons, on the prospects of the negotiations on thiu P advertised
at the same time on what waits us in connection with the „ot yet
r-iiei' qi-tee draft Thu , the United States draft convention, vmcn nas . y r.= theuSt ” dÿ- Î- ici»* converted objective y into a brake on the negotr.Uone.

'o have considered it necessary to express our on this matter.

, no one can be surprised that the United States delegation becomes 
t sees a text beginning with the words MThe States parties to e

elaboration of the text, a~Lthough 
It views its task only as one of. It is in general against anyconvention

this is provided for directly by our mandate, 
causing delay.

There are-numerous other reports from which it is clear that responsible 
administration officials in Washington are sowing seeds of pessimism concerning -he 
prospects of the negotiations, are crudely distorting the position of the USSR with 
respect to monitoring questions, as can be seen m particular by the materials 
published in daily bulletin issued by the United States Mission here at Geneva, a^d 
are handling the matter in such a way as c create an atmosphere for the allocation 
of vast suni with a view to replenishing he United States chemical weapons arsenal.

CD/TV.L'W

(Mr. Issraelyan, USSR.)

With less than a month remaining before the conclusion of the spring part of 
session, we have in fact not proceeded to carry out the task contained in the

"to start the full and complete process., ofour
Ad Hoc Committee's ney mandate — 
negotiations, developing and working out the convention, except for its final 
drafting". There is apparently no need to.' point out that week after week lias been 
spent on efforts.-to overcome various types of artificially created organizational 
difficulties. We ar<? not .inclined to .attribute the delay in beginning effective work 
to the organizational activity of Ambassador Ekéus, the current Chairman of the 
Ad Hoc Committee on Nuclear Weapons. Wt would only wish tnat he made a little more 

Zf his prerogatives as Chairman. What is the problem? Apparently, the root of
has undertaken to stop the work ofuse

the evil must be nought in the fact that someone
to ftl'iyv; .the machinery of negotiations to get fuxiy unuer wry.the bçdy and not

We have already had an opportunity of referring to the very enlightening 
statement of Mr. Perle, the Assistant Secretary of Defence of the United States who, 
as stated in the United States,press, imposed a very hard-line position on the 
representatives of the Uniteq States administration at the Geneva negotiations.

iH 
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(IelMLic Republic of Irmn)«r. KAZaC KAMI A3

In ay statement today, I would like to reflect on the very important item on 
of this Conference which is duly giver, high priority because of itsthe agenda

undoubted significance in relation tc the preservation and proootion of worlc peace 
and security, that is, the iter on chemical weapons.

The era cf chemical arms as a reans of rass destruction really started during 
the First World Mar, with the use of chlorine released from simple barrels and 
phosgene, an asphyxiating gas toxic only to the respiratory tract. Mustard Gas, 
also used at that tire, appears today a dramatic reality. This gas uses the 
chemical agent 3IS-i2 CHLOTiETHIL SBLPHID5 and causes untold damage to the human 
syster and often results in a painful death.

According to MHO investigations, sore of the long-term effects include 
chronic illness caused by exposure to cherical agents, delayed effects in persons 
directly exposed to chemical agents, the creation of new foci of infectious 
disease ar.d the effect radiated by ecological changes. The delayed effects

as rustard gas and sore other agents are alkylating agents 
There was a significant increase in the 

Incidence of cancer arerg those gassed during the First World War, especially 
cancer of the respiratory tract. Certain cherical agents can cause damage to the 
developing foetus and can also cause nutations due to chromosome breakage in man.

Althougr. no long-tern effects cn the environment were noted after the 
First World War, there is a danger fhat anti-plant agents may cause damage to the 
flora leading to z significant change in the type of animal life which may flourish 
and ray cause predominance of a disease-carrying animal dangerous to man.
Equally, the quantity a..d quality of food produced may be affected. The 
psychological effects ?_rc difficult to assess.

include carcinogenesis, 
which have beer. <ncvn to cause cancer.

The use of all these chemisa] warfare agents, deadly or merely Incapacitating,
This Protocol was thewas strictly forbidden by the 192; Geneva Protocol, 

result of the horror felt at the use of chemical weapons during the First World Uar. 
It expresses the fundamental sentiments of the law of armed conflict: short of 
banning war altogether, there hive tv be sore limits to its barbarity, 
agreement, signed oy a-oir ! -ne hundred States, among them Iraq in 1931» vas the 
first agreement prohibiting tic us; cf wrap:ns of mass destruction, 
was confirmed by the f îitcd Stations General Assembly in the 1972 Convention and 
resolution No. 37/?c of December 19^2 adopted by the General Assembly at its 
thirty-seventh session.

This

This Protocol



Sym^C'*e "‘-“'"'«‘I by the ICRC extensive but Superficial burns (first and respiratory problem, K,rato ‘ lrSt and 
Nevertheless the clinical 
day after

with regard to all the wounded are 
second degree), seriousconjunctivitis’, seeming to progress favourably.

oonslborab-^—: S

several patients, two of whom died during
These problems, 

have caused the-death of 
tho visits of the Delegates. .

Apart from the
batU.efieldiisiiLompatibleCtjfhaLthe USC °f toXiC substaDces
constitutes a violation of t-h the re3pect of humanitarian law.” lation of the law of armed conflict and

steps •it is taking with the parties concerned, the 
on the

principles and 
recognized customary

Upon theSecretary-General^f^the uÏitedVNlu ^ ?** kh* It,lamiC: RePublic of Iran the.
undertook to investigate the osc of ^ Perez de Cuellar, .
humanitarian concern, and accordingly ^eapons by ^raq in a spirit of
undertake a fact-finding visit to I-L 3 °f f°Ur eminent specialists to

j
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(Mr. Kazemi Kamyab. Islamic Republic of Trawl
'T» **ry beginning of the ünpOBed 

attention o. the international 
will not

war, we tried to -bring to thepay. In the 19tio comounlty the fact that the to the ln,the 1960 aeasion of the Committee
cf ?

2 *■ -, 

nee accordin6 to investigations 
Research Institute (SIPRI), 
against the Kurds of the

politics Of appeasementon Disarmament, we brought 
use of chemical 

use of chemical weapons by 
weapons we 

of course, it 
weapons against a people.page 16s VcWbyTthe Stockholm International 

page lbb, Vol.I, Iraq used chemical 
region.

For
Peace 

weapons in 1965
On l6 February 1984, 

of Iran, in a statement 
the systematic 
Disarmament.

.... .sïïSS ™“-

conduct anVinveluLSo^^to^he use^f^helÏÏc^1^^ "^^^^^aryfceneral to 
statement in the Conference on D’-sarnBiw.nthT^Cai weapons Dy Irac? after the 
unprecedently large scale the ™fment. Ira<3 used chemical weapons on. an
some-of whom;are under treatment noth in thTTl nUmb*rinG more than 2,000 persons, several countries abroad, and.some of died UC °f WeI1 a$ ln
Iraq used chemical weapons on a massive 5310 00 9 and ^ larch 1984,
Jofeir, which resulted in the wounding of men ln * regions of Majnoon Island 
from nausea running wounding of many combatants,
hospitalize*. 8 rcsPira*>ry ailments

andThose wounded suffered 
The victims have beenand vertigo.

: *.n-
war "i=tLr^“=porïedUtoai=topb!ratdry ^ BelSlU- issue,<
-pent, (mustard gas, and ÏÏLÏÏLTMîJ" *°

treated report“dhthat1th.1uo*Mg'"haveTtrleS T! Iranlan b°”batants are being
independent prees reporté abroad !. , C,-aed 6y ch—al “«pons, andP rta abroad have time and again confirmed this fact.

r.
No. 1481 dated 7 March 19d4

its findings on Iranian 
use of gases containing 

parts of yellow rain).

'The ICRC Press Release 
of chemical has also confirmed theweapons by Iraq. use

C*
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specialists, picked for their expertisa in chemical warfare, visited the
western Iran and also examined soil samples soaked with 

They also examined patients in hospitals in Ahwaz and
Tne

fighting front near Ahwaz in 
the chemical substance.
Tehran and also in the coroners' mortuary in Tehran.

On their return from the Islamic Republic of Iran the specialists submitted 
a joint report to the Secretary General on 21 March 1984, in which they unanimously 
agreed that Mustard Gas and the nerve agent Tabun were used by Iraq in the war 
against Iran.

The Secretary-General of the United Nations deplored and condemned the act of 
using chemical weapons by the Iraqi regime when transmitting the report of the 
specialists to the Security Council for its information. (Document No. b/lo433 °
26 March 1984).

The report was signed by Dr. Gustav Andersson of Sweden, Dr. Manuel Dominguez
Peter Dunn of Australia and Col. Dr. Ulrich Imobersteg of Switzerland.of Spain, Dr

delegation is due to the generally passive reactions of the 
Disarmament in the wake of the outright disregard of the Geneva

The concern of our 
Conference on __
Protocol of 1925 with regard to the ban on the use of chemical weapons.

This does not concern merely several innocent Iranians nor even uniquely the 
Government of the Islamic Republic of Iran, but rather it concerns the damage done

The contemporary civilized human community cannotto the common human conscience. 
and should not tolerate such crimes.

and toApart from the very limited number of delegations who share our view —
and their condemnation ofthem we are thankful and appreciative for their concern 

the recent inhumane act of using chemical weapons — no positive reaction has yet
been manifested in the Conference.

Of course, from the point of view of the Islamic Republic of Iran, such 
reaction was most discouraging; from the very beginning of the imposed war we have 
faced such a situation.

Unfortunately, the international community did not take a firm position with 
regard to the Iraqi blatant aggression against the Islamic Republic of Iran on
22 September 1930. This lack of political will on the part of the international 
community was reflected in Security Council resolution 279 (1980) of
23 September 1930. Contrary to the well-established precedent in that body, in 
this resolution there is no reference to the withdrawal of the forces to the 
international frontier. This situation led the then Foreign Minister 01 the 
Iraqi regime, Hammadi, to state that there is no international border between Iran 
and Iraq after the abrogation of the Algeria Treaty of 1975 and therefore the 
actual deployment of forces constitutes the international border between the two 
States ; and there is no justification on the part of Iran to speak about 
aggression (Letter of Hammadi to the Secretary-General of the United Nations — 
Document No. 3/14256-24 October 1980).

During the forty-two months' period of the war imposed upon the Islamic 
Republic of Iran, everyone has become well aware of the devastation of the Iranian 
cities and the indiscriminate and systematic bombardment of civilian populations 
in the civilian zone, sometimes as much as 400 kilometres outside the combat zones.
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'[-'lore than 1$0 missile attacks, hundreds of air strikes and several thousand *. 
artillery shots systematically directed against the undefended Iranian cities have 
caused the martyrdom of 5.000 civilians and the disablement of $0,000. 
cf the United Hâtions fact-finding mission No.5/15334 of 20 June 1S'£5 is evidence 
of a part of the war crimes committed by the Iraqi ruler.

The report

It was but recently that within a period of 40 days the number cf wounded and 
martyred who were victims of the use of chemical weapons exceeded 2,000. However, 
as you have witnessed, in spite of the proof of" the use of Chemical weapons, the 
Conference did not in general show a responsible reaction, as would be expected, _n 
connection with" the violation of the 1925 Protocol. 
manifested by governments to the findings of the First Report of the 
Secretary-General13 Mission to investigate damage to .civilian areas subjected to 
military attacks, and it permitted Iraq to go as far as to use chemical weapons cn 
an unprecedented level, 
investigate the use of chemical weapons is unique in this century end upon the 
reaction of governments to the findings of the United Nations on this occasion will 
depend to a large extent whether or not this report will act as a deterrent or 23 
a green light to further violations. ...

This same attitude was

The step * taken by an international organization to

History is clear, and the future will witness how these who strongly urged 
and advocated disarmament kept silence in the wake of the use of even a banned 
weapon by a feeble State.

Ve expect that all responsible countries of the world, regardless cf their 
political leanings and affiliation, whether aligne'd or non-aligned, neutral or 
Superpower, will strip themselves of the shackles cf their leanings and come into 
the open- to denounce and condemn-, in the strongest possible terms, any violation 
of international law and protocols which endangers the very existence of mankind; 
genuine value should be attached to humane principles and ideals. Otherwise 
there will be no difference in weapons for a violator, whether the weapon be nuclear 
or chemical. - ;

I would like to express my sincere wish that the Convention on the prohibition 
of chemical weapons, which is now under preparation by^this forum, will be ready 
at the earliest possible time ana that it will "be fully effective and bear fruit.
I believe that the position adopted by this Conference and.-other related organs 
towards the use of chemical weapons against the Islamic Republic of Iran will . 
show in reality the degree of sincerity and the sense of responsibility regarding 
the newly prepared Convention, and will form an excellent criterion to determine 
its status and capability in the future. r

In*the light of my understanding that the review of the Secretary-General's 
Mission to investigate the use of chemical weapons against the Islamic Republic of 
Iran can be of great benefit to the work;of the Conference, I would like to request 
you, Mr. President, to allocate one meeting of the Conference on. Disarmament to 
review the report.

I would like to take this opportunity to present a working paper, CD/434, . 
on1-general provisions, which in our opinion are fundamental, for consideration .
in the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical^!; sapons.) a.; ------

These pro vial,-,r.s deal with the two-fold restons! bill tit-s under the 
Convention and the question cf reservations and exceptions and the rules of the 
protocol governing the duration to be fixed for the elimination of stocks and



Mr, CLYNE (United States of America y : Thank-you, Mr. President. I would 
only like to respond briefly, to the statement made by Ambassador Issraelyan 
this morning. First, I would like to note that the Soviet Ambassador and the 
Editors of Newsweek are obviously more informed as to. the content of the proposed 
draft chemical weapons treaty than is my delegation.. I would also like to note 
that, periodicals do not set the policy of my Government, and that any attempt on 
the part of editors and writers of those periodicals at the interpretation of 
policy, once it is set, is only a manifestation .of their freedom to do so. I
reject and resent the personal attacks on senior officials of my Government, 
note this is only the most recent in a series of personal attacks by Soviet 
authorities on Mr. Pjsrle, and it follows closely upon two others that appeared in 
Izvestiya. yesterday I believe. I also reject the assertion that my delegation 
has deliberately held up work in the newly-formed Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical

In this regard I will 
not comment on the pristine nature of the conduct of some other delegations in that 
Ad Hoc Committee.

Such an assertion stands the facts on their head.Weapons.

Such-.comment would not be helpful.

CD/PV.254
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a war crime.consider the use of chemical weapons as

We hope for a constructive outcome 
Weapons, and we expect all delegations to give

from the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical
full consideration to our proposal.

CD/PV..254
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Today 1 would like to introduce the working Paper prepared by,the ïugoslav
delegation, document CD/482 of 26 March I9S4, ehtltled "National verification delegation, aocum * - . .ributud to delegations. The purpose of this

which, we hope, will be useful in further
They do not represent, however, 

be revised in the course of

measures", which has already been 
paper is to present some of our v 
negotiations on the elaboration of the Convention, 
the final position of the Yugoslav delegation, and can 
negotiations,

From the outset of the consideration of banning the research, development,

of the prohibition..
Bisicallv the Working Paper proceeds from the generally accepted view that the o? tbs prohibition of. the promotion destruction or

diversion of stocks and production facilities can only be assured if there is 
effective system of international verification of compliance with a convention
banning chemical weapons.

V-e.consider, however, that national verification measures .could also play a 

SÉïïEir.5 natlonal^authorities ÏSÎ2 MTS 2ÆTÆT "Sms aisr-ssin the implementation of verification measures. Also, the Statu, partie _ y
convention shall be obliged to prevent, within the bounds listing
and legal regulations, any activity violating the convention. , The existing , 

v toxic chemicals into three categories: super-toxic lethc.1
c a3. , other lethal chemicals, and other harmful chemicals, can serve as a
tesis for'implementation of verification measures by th*h"3t^"eess^clos^' ““

ü;hi
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Such co-operation will make it possible also tp exercise, if necessary, control 
by way of the international authority. This may be the case if there is, with the 
passage of time, a change in the process of production of any of the dual-purpose

gical procedure is intro 
the basis of information 

which the national authority submits to the consultative committee, the conclusion is 
drawn that there has been a change in production, the consultative committee may 
suggest that the State party concerned should also organize international control for 
that production facility.

1, or if production 
ived in the form of

chemicals, or if a new tech 
increases. In addition, if

On the other hand, we are of the view that confidence among States parties is 
also achieved by the composition and structure of the national authority. Apart from 
being composed of representatives of different institutions of the States parties, we 
think that it should also, on a voluntary basis, include one representative of the 
State party proposed by the consultative committee in agreement with the receiving 
country.

The role and tasks of the national authority for verification are essentially 
determined by the law of that particular country. Regardless of the fact that the 
administrative and economic systems of many States parties to the convention are very 
disparate, we believe that the structure, composition and functioning of the national 
authority should be such as to ensure efficiency, competence, objectiveness and the 
necessary confidence in close co-operation with all international institutions in the 
implementation of the convention.

The basic ideas presented in the Yugoslav Working Paper are meant to point both 
to the need for and to the usefulness of, combined national and International 
verification for a chemical weapons ban. When there is doubt, however, that national 
measures are insufficient, it goes without saying that priority should be given to 
an agreed international verification system. We hope that this paper will contribute 
to the drawing up of satisfactory provisions on the verification system of a 
convention.

CD/PV.255
22

(Mr. Mihajlovlé, Yugoslavia)

are referred to as dual-purpose chemicals and are widely used for peaceful purposes.
It goes without saying that the State party producing these chemicals must present 
evidence concerning the purpose of their diversion, production facilities and end-users.

However, it should be pointed out even in this case that the measures of national 
verification should be agreed upon in advance among all States parties, and should at 
all times be an unequivocal and viable basis for the maintenance of confidence among 
the parties. Of course, such confidence can only be achieved on the basis of the 
objective and reliable data furnished by every national authority through the provision 
of regular information to the consultative committee about the verification measures 
implemented.

In other words, the control of production of other lethal and harmful chemicals, 
dual-purpose chemicals and precursors, and their diversion for permitted purposes 
should be organized in such a way as to provide authentic information at all times.
In order to attain an effective system of verification and to maintain confidence 
among the States parties, it will be necessary to agree on co-operation among future 
States parties already during the elaboration of the Convention, on the basis of the 
exchange of expert information, standardization of methods and introduction of the 
known and proven monitoring systems, as well as on the basis of introducing a 
compatible computer system.

•o
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Approaching our work from this standpoint therefore, we think that the best 
sphere for attaining such concrete results in a fairly inmediate future is to conclude 
a* treaty on prohibition of manufacture, storage and use of chemical weapons and the 
destruction of existing stockpiles.

Some imoortant work has been done here, as can be seen from the report submitted
Very important expressions of political will have beenby Ambassador HcPha.il» 

forthcoming from the Great Powers, either in the form of the announced submission, 
we hope in the near future, of. draft texts of a convention, or by taking a favourable 
position regarding basic issues such as the systematic international verification of 
the destruction of stockpiles of chemical weapons.

These circumstances, in addition to the uninterrupted work of the Ad Hoc 
Committee which is negotiating this topic, lead us to think that the Conference is 
faced with an opportunity which it should not allow to pass and consequently should 
as soon as possible go on to the phase of drawing up a draft convention, bearing 
in mind all the initiatives submitted in that respect.
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Mr. WEGENER (Federal Republic of Germany):

Cnee again I would like to turn to the subject of chemical weapons. 
has been rich in new constructive proposals and working papers, submitted with a view 
to accelerating our negotiating work, and we all know that another important 
comprehensive proposal is pending.
increasingly concrete collection of specific working papers, 
introduce a Working Paper (CD/496) that contains considerations on the form in which 
a ban on the use of chemical weapons should be included in the convention.
Working Paper also contains a new approach to the right of withdrawal from the future 
convention.

Our session

My delegation wishes to add to this useful and
I have the honour to

The

Our work so far on the question of non-use, as an important part of the scope 
of the future treaty, has been fruitful, especially in the past year, 
as followed the negotiations in that field with a great interest and has 

...articularly welcomed the fact that there is now a consensus on the necessity to 
complete the scope of the treaty by a non-use provision, 
remaining difficulties relating to the precise formulation of that interdiction can be 
sorted out quickly.
non-use concept in context, facilitating the choice of delegations among the various 
alternative formulations that have been introduced and discussed since last year.

My delegation

There is hope that the

My delegation wishes to further that process by placing the

The German Government ratified the Geneva Protocol of 1925 on the non-use of
It was among those Governments that attached no 

As is well known, the Federal Republic of
chemical weapons as early as 1929- 
condition to their act of ratification.
Germany in 1954 completed these self-imposed restraints by a unilateral undertaking 
never to produce chemical as well as bacteriological and nuclear weapons.
Federal Republic of Germany is one of the most densely-populated countries on earth, 
situated in an equally densely-populated, critical region, 
barbarian weapon in such an- environment-would have disastrous, inconceivable effects, 
in particular among the unprotected civilian population.
my Government in seeing the existing non-use regime concerning chemical weapons 
strengthened and effectively enforced is, under these circumstances self-evident.

The

The application of this

The primary interest of

I stress this at an unfortunate juncture. Recent events in another region of* 
the world have proved that the use of chemical weapons still finds its victims on

(Cont'd)
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Now that the terrifying■i the battle fields and among innocent civilian populations, 
facts surrounding that recent new application of chemical weapons become clearer, 
this Conference should be even more strongly motivated in attempting to solve the 
remaining technical -difficulties on the question of how to include a non-use provision 
in a future chemical weapons convention.

As readers of the Working Paper will recognize, the Paper contains a reasoned 
nreference for the first formulation from among the several texts proposed by the^ 
Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons of the Committee on Disarmament last year 
(document CD/416, Annex I A/2 b).

The second part of the Working Paper contains proposals relating to a rarely 
discussed yet important chapter of the future convention, the possibility of suspension 
or withdrawal in the event of violation of treaty stipulations by other States parties.

commitments only in very exceptional circumstances. The new element inArties 
suggestions offered is a graduated withdrawal process, under which States Parties 
would be allowed, with regard both to the degree of withdrawal and to the point i 
time when it could be effected, to respond only in proportion to a breach of the 
treaty by another State party.

I would wish that delegations in the Ad Hoc Committee on ■Chemical japons would 
closely study this Working Paper and find it useful for their work in the forthcoming
weeks and months.

Before concluding, Mr. President, let me make a brief specific comment on those

Poland of 15 March, and to the equally interesting statement by Minister Mihajlo ^^ Yueoslavi^ presented to us on 5 April, when he introduced a Working Paper by 
his delegation on the subject (CD/483). In a comprehensive verification fjamework^ 
where the necessary place is assigned to effective international controls ° r^to 
Sîlîi 2nd intensity national means of verification also have a legitimate role to 
nlav and we should be grateful to the two aforenamed speakers for having brought ou 
this’essential fact, and for having provided guidelines for national verification 
measures, showing what they can accomplish within their particular domain.
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(Romania) (translated from Frenchhr. DATCU

The Romanian delegation wishes today to make a few preliminary remarks on 
our negotiations on the question of chemical weapons. But before 
subject, I should like to draw the attention of the Conference document 49), 
circulated at the request of the Romanian delegation, which contains the text of 
theAppeal of our Parliament, the Grand National Assembly of the Socialist Republic 
of Romania to the Supreme Soviet of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, the 
Congress of the United States of America, the parliaments of
whose territories intermediate-range missiles are installed, and the parliam 
of other European countries and Canada.

The Grand National Assembly proposes the holding of a meeting of 
representatives of the parliaments of the European countries as well as of the
United States and Canada, to examine the extremely serious 3Jtua^1°t?^ the 

continent and to formulate and propose ways and means and solutions for th 
adoption of measures opening the way to the freeing of the continent of allthe

nuclear weapons.

spirit of trust and lofty responsibility, which could lead to agreements designed 
to avert the danger of a devastating nuclear war. The Appeal of my country 
Grand National Assembly aims at concerting the efforts of the members of 
parliament of the countries concerned in order to work together to reduce 
international tension and halt the nuclear-arms race, thus opening the way for 
agreements for the complete elimination of nuclear weapons in Europe.

The

weapons. .

====4111113=:
in the elimination of the machinery of 

Romanian delegation believes that, without

very
in disarmament negotiations, 
and the political yield greater than

That is why thechemical warfare.



Romania has always firmly advocated the complete prohibition and total 
oeatrSction of Chemical weapons. Or, 17 July 1981 our delegation introduced 
Working Paper CD/197 containing proposals on definitions and c^iteri^ 
classification of chemical weapons. We note that these suggestions» aros.«£SSs?suggestsBrazil, Mr. Sergio de Queiroz-Duarte, has 

for the future convention.provisions
recard +o the object of the convention, the Romanian delegation regard -o °oj pal prohibition of all types of agents

lethal chemicals and "incapacitants , in
with harmful

With
believes that it should contain a
of chemical warfare, both super-toxic ,
view of the fact that even the latter may be used in war

above all for smaller countries which do not possess
effective means of protection. The prohibition of the use
in any armed conflict muse, also be ^ ^ ® futûre all military
the idea of finding a suitable formula fo. prohibiting research
preparations aimed at the use ^^^^Mncernlng^he means intended for the

agents^as SS aa ™ras military a 
experiments involving the possible use of chemical weapo

suitable and
consequences of chemical weapons 

We also favour

transport of 
and other military

elimination of existing chemical-weapon stocks and means of production
is closely linked with the question of their declaration and of verification.
In the opinion of the Romanian delegation, the initial d 1
chemical-weapon stocks should be mad.- within 30 ^“^0 the rate of
into force of the convention for a 7: mea„* of utilisation, we
destruction of chemical warfare agents a. ith a nrecise time-table
believe that a progressive, stage-by-stage prog^ ^ the tlme_table should be
should be drawn up. The basis for 3tocks of chemical weapons held by
the time required for the destruction * fche te3t potential for carrying
the countries with the largesw qu lethal super-toxic chemicalSSK SSLSSJ. - expired aSd inoperative stocks.

The

We believe that the Working Group chaired by °u^coll*a®^’
M Rnhprt Jan Akkcrman of the Netherlands, has all the necessary présenté unlversa Inacceptable spprcaoh to all these problems.

information to
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_in any way affecting the absolute priority which must be to the

TZlif r^mne^rTrJZXZ. rieTi’StSpSliS ;Mr
on the question of chemical weapons.

In this connection, we would like to express our support for the dynamic-sr-“Fs’ :
by the delegations of the USSR, China, Yugoslavia, the leeatlonsy the Federal Republic of Germany, France and other delegations.

proposals of the United States of America
made
the United Kingdom
We are also awaiting with interest the

draft convention concerning chemical weapons.on a
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The verification of the substantive provisions of the convention on the 
prohibition of chemical weapons is a fundamental element of this international 
instrument.

In the opinion of the Romanian delegation, verification should consist in a 
combination of national and international means, including an obligatory system of 
systematic inspection, including on-site 'inspection, as an important instrument for 
creating and maintaining a climate of trust between the States parties. We 
appreciate the important proposals made on this subject by the delegations of the 
USSR, China, United States, Sweden and the Netherlands.

We believe that every State should have the right, set forth in the 
convention, to adopt the necessary measures in accordance with its constitutional 
procedures to implement the undertakings entered into and in particular to prevent 
and prohibit any activity constituting a violation of the convention.

With regard to national technical means, our delegation believes that their 
inclusion in the convention will create no difficulty if it is stipulated that all 
parties have the right to free access to the information gathered.

?The Working Group ably chaired by the representative of the 
German Democratic Republic, Dr. Hubert Thielicke, may do very important preparatory 
work in the field of verification.

We believe that an important part of the future Convention should consist of 
the transitional provisions, in particular to establish the necessary juridical 
links between the future Convention and the 1925 Geneva Protocol jfpr the 
Prohibition of the Use in War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and 
of Bacteriological Warfare. In this part of the Convention it would be possible 
to envisage, for example, the adoption of an undertaking by parties to refrain, 
even before the entry into force of the Convention, from any use of chemical 
weapons outside the reservations already expressed in the Protocol, as well as a 
special transitional regime during the period required for the total destruction 
and complete elimination of stockpiles of chemical weapons and of the facilities 
producing chemical warfare agents.

flie preamble of the future Convention will also play an important role both 
in placing the instrument in its real setting of efforts aimed at the prohibition 
of all weapons of mass destruction, and above all nuclear weapons, as well as in 
resolving some questions which the parties, for one reason or another, have not 
been able to include in the body of the Convention itself.

I should like to conclude these observations concerning chemical weapons 
referring to what the Romanian delegation expects from our negotiations during 
this session of the Conference on Disarmament. In our opinion, the premises 
exist for us to be able to submit for consideration by the General Assembly a 
first draft of the text of the future Convention in the areas covered by 
Working'Groups A and B, and a-first series of agreed conclusions concerning 
verification (Working Group C).

I should like to assure the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical 
Weapons of'the full support of the Romanian delegation in achieving these 
objectives. „



With regard fSP-t to declarations, States mast declare, on their own 
responsibility, ■HO^’Çstodcs and production facilities. These declarations mui 
be àetailaë^>*e<ywBse.yi#ach precision will generate trust and simplify control.

wni'ch my delegation has just submitted therefore includes a largeThe document 
number of binding provisions.

It is ourWe stress the importance of the information provided unilaterally, 
concern to keep interference to a minimum. This rule also leads us not to demand 
that the sites or arsenals at which the declared stocks are kept should be 
inspected. Finally, in the implementation of the suggested control procedures, 
with regard, to precursors* or production facilities, we are concerned not to 
jeopardize the protection of industrial secrecy.
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. Franoe)fw-r- de la Gorce

The French Government has repeatedly stressed the capital importance which 
it attaches to the elimination of chemical weapons. Their use is, of course, 
prohibited by international law, and in particular by the Protocol signed in 
Geneva in 1925, of which France is a depositary. The international community's 

with regard to respect for the provisions of the Protocol led the 
United Nations General Assembly to adopt the resolution setting out a procedure 
to examine allegations of the use of chemical weapons. That concern and the 
measures proposed to respond to it were, alas, only too justified.

conoem

The information which the delegation of Iran provided us with here led the 
Secretary-General to carry out an investigation. The conclusions of that 
investigation are known to us all. Thus, the chemical threat continues to weigh 
upon the world. Chemical weapons exist, and despite treaties they have been used 
and may be used again. Their manufacture requires a technology which is widely 
available.

Chemical disarmament is therefore a major task for the international 
community, because it alone can completely eliminate any possibility of use by 
the destruction of the products and of the weapons. We must pursue this task 
here with the utmost determination. The number and the quality of the contributions 
presented so fax, and the contribution we are awaiting from the United States, are

The conditions therefore seem this year to existan earnest of that determination.
for what we hope will be decisive progress.

The French delegation wishes to introduce today a contribution, contained in 
document CD/494, on the elimination of stock and of production facilities for 
chemical weapons. It hopes that a methodical presentation of its positions on 
this capital aspect of the negotiations will be useful at the present stage in 
our work. I shall consider the following three points successively: declaration,
destruction and verification.

«T
-.-
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Furthermore, every State party to the Convention should propose its"Wn 
destruction plans and time-table, and naturally divulge any unexpectedly

On the other hand, we consider it an unnecessary complicationdiscovered stock, 
to seek to establish dates of manufacture or of stockpiling.

With regard to destruction, this should of course cover all chemical weapons.

Of course, we may, as a temporary derogation during the transitional period, 
admit that some quantities of toxic chemicals mentioned in the Convention should 
be used for protective purposes, or that pilot production facilities, which are 
therefore limited and Controlled, should be maintained for that purpose. But 
within 10 years the stocks, production facilities and single—purpose precursors 
should be totally destroyed. We do not believe that conversion operations may be 

this would involve the construction of facilities which might workenvisageât
both ways, in a reversible manner, 'thus maintaining a potential prohibited production 
capacity. Furthermore, the control of such conversion facilities would be both 
complicated and unsure. We simply accept that a chemical-weapon production plant 
should be converted into a destruction plant ; but at the end of the cycle it 
should be destroyed. Finally, we wish to provide every possible guarantee that 
after 10 years there may be no possible return to the manufacture or use of 
chemical warfare agents.

With regard to verification, I do not wish here to go into the details of the 
various procedures, but shall merely recall that for each operation"they will take 
place in three stages: prior to the operation, during the operation and, finally, 
after it. International on—site inspection will verify the sites for the 
regrouping and destruction of stocks.
continuously monitored ; finally, destruction should be duly verified.

their closure will be verified, and then their

The destruction process will also be
The same

applies to production facilities : 
destruction, both during the process and on its completion.

Finally, an effective and permanent human presence will not be necessary 
everywhere and in all cases. However, the technology which produces sensors and 
recorders, which will certainly have to be used, is not yet sufficiently advanced 
to make it possible to forego all human intervention, whether occasional or 
continuous, as the case may be.

If correctly carried out, the operations described above — declaration, 
destruction and verification — will lead to the desired goal of the final 
elimination of chemical weapons.

Some implementation modalities are of special importance during the
They should of course take into account both the rights and 

The first of these rights is, of course, the right
transitional period, 
the obligations of States. 
to security.

This implies that destruction should be carried out in a manner consonant 
with the size of the stocks and the facilities.

The time-table for destruction should be drawn up in such a way that a aecuntj 
balance may be maintained throughout the process, and that the latter will lead to 
the simultaneous elimination of all chemical warfare capabilities.
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Among the provisions aimed at ensuring the security of the parties, I should 
the order to be established for the elimination of the stocks and 

Details are given in the document itself.
like to stress 
of the facilities.

In this connection, the French delegation suggests that production facilities
first the filling shops, then theshould be destroyed in the following order :

toxic substance production units, and finally the precursor production units. 
This method, in our opinion, provides an additional guarantee. The first stop 
in the production line would thus be made at a point such that from the very- 
beginning of the process, the conservation of stocks of toxic chemicals would 
become useless, because those stocks could no longer be prepared for military
purposes.

-
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(Mr. Jaroszek, Poland)

It was generally believed that the Conference, thanks to yet another prooi oi 
flexibility and goodwill of the USSR, would be able to make this year substantive, 
perhaps decisive, progress towards its ultimate objective with regard to the 
elimination of chemical weapons. Unfortunately, as things stand now, the latest

not to be reciprocated with the same flexibility and goodwill.Soviet gesture seems
Chemical weapons and their elimination fPom the arsenals of States has 

traditionally been a matter of special interest to Poland, an area to which our 
delegation has sought to make a special contribution, yet without detracting from 
the consideration of other important items on the Conference's agenda. The 
readiness of the delegation of Poland to continue making a meaningful contribution

in this forum is consonant with the invariable policyin all areas of endeavour principles of the Polish People's Republic — averting the threat of nuclear war, 
halting the arms race and promoting tangible measures of genuine disarmament.
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(Mr. Peren. Mew Zealand)

On chemical weapons, the members of this Conference will know that 
New Zealand has in recent years been closely associated with efforts in the 
United Nations General Assembly to uphold the authority of the 1925 Geneva Protocol. 
The need to establish procedures for verification of the alleged use of chemical 
weapons is beyond doubt, and New Zealand has noted with appreciation the progress 
of the negotiations on this issue, as on the other elements of a chemical weapons 
convention, which were recorded in the Committee on Disarmament's Report to the 
General Assembly last year.

Recent reports of the use of chemical weapons in the war between Iraq and *
Iran have lent particular urgency and relevance to the work of the Conference in 
this field. The investigation into those reports initiated by the Secretary-General 
showed conclusively that fact-finding could be carried out expertly, impartially 
and with speed. If there are shortcomings in the Report, these only illustrate 
the difficulties that will be faced by any such mission until international 
verification procedures have been put in place, 
specialist team are to be commended for their work.

The Secretary-General and the

If we may take satisfaction In the professional way in which the mission 
performed its task, we are at the same time dismayed at the results of the 
investigation. New Zealand condemns any use of chemical weapons. It is of 
paramount importance, as the Secretary-General has observed, that all countries 
strictly observe the rules of international conduct accepted by the international 
community. For this Conference to bring its negotiations on a chemical weapons 
convention to an early and satisfactory conclusion would be a substantial

We hope that we may becontribution to disarmament and to humanity in warfare.
able to assist in efforts to that end.



It can tie argued that the fear of possible use of toxic chemicals for hostile 
purposes preceded by far their actual use. Thus we can fin^ u e irs exp 
mention of toxic weapons in the Declaration on Laws and Means of War, signed in 
Brussels 110 years ago. A number of other treaties dealt with this problem more_ 
or less extensively, for example, the Hague Conventions of 1899 and 1907, the

, St. Germain, Neuilly, Trianon, Sevres and Berlin, 
as the Vashin ton Treaty of 192 The

: t
peace treaties of Versa 
signed between 1919 and „significance of these treat es was 1 ter reflected in the Geneva Frot 
which, until today, remains the most important international document 
against chemical warfare». It remains fully valid despite the fact that the process 
of its ratification took, in some countries, half a century.

, as of
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Mr. VSJVQDA (Czechoslovakia)

that of the prohibitionIt is my intention to address today a very old item —SrS=?5SSrss£ sasÆsçs-soldiers under merciless green-brownish clouds of chlorine released from German 
trenches near Ypres. In the following years 113,000 metric tons of toxic agents 

used causing 1,297,000 casualties, of which 91,200 were lethal.were

(Cont1 d)
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It is the considered opinion of my delegation that today, virtually 6n years 
after the conclusion of the Geneva Protocol, the problem of the prohibition and 
destruction of chemical weapons is fully ripe for its ef^ecuive and definite^ 
solution. Not only because it is an old, almost an ancient, matter, but, aoove all, 
because it is about to acquire a new, dangerous dimension. I would hardly be 
saying anything new if I reminded distinguished delegates that on Jane 193'- the 
United States House of Representatives approved the funds required for the erection 
of a new production facility for binary chemical weapons in the Pine-Bluff Arsena^ 
in Arkansas. On 8 February 1982 the production of binary weapons was approved by 
the relevant presidential letter to the Congress. Thus, the United States . '
programme of chemical rearmament was launched. The fact that the United -ta es 
Senate had passed resolutions on freezing the funds for the production of chemical 
weapons should not obscure the intensive activities undertaken in the united States 
with a view to carrying through their binary weapons programme. According o 
United States sources, the development of binary weapons cost v u‘
dollars in the 1970s. The first such types of weapons to be produced Me .he 
155- mm XH 667 binary artillery shell with GB-2 filling. The 8-inch ^ 73^ binary 
artillery shell and the 500 lb Big-Eye binary guided aerial bomb filled with vh-2 
should soon follow suit.

This new round of the chemical arms race and plans for the modernization of the 
United States chemical arsenal supported by an envisaged 6-7 billion dol-ars oyer 
the next five years open a dangerous perspective for us all. A.new super-toxic 
lethal intermediate-volatility nerve agent, IVA, combining the.high percutaneous 
toxicity of YX with higher volatility and much higher penetration capability through 
a clothing barrier is the result of intensive military chemical research and 
development in the United States. This agent should replace present nerve agents
in future.

There are also plans to use it widely in binary weapons mounted on Pershing II 
and Cruise missiles, as well as for remotely piloted vehicles, binary target-guided 
submunitions, aerially deployed land mines, long-range artillery munitions, and so 
forth.

If the United States were to proceed with its plans for chemical rearmament it
international efforts to prohibit and destroy chemicalwould seriously undermine weapons. That would be highly regrettable since in recent years active 

negotiations have been under way, and now our Conference and its Ad hoc Committee 
on Chemical Weapons have, under the new mandate, a unique opportunity to respond to 
the urgent call to ban these cruel and inhumane weapons.

However, in order to succeed in doing so it would be necessary that we all 
approach the adopted mandate as a complex whole. Attempts to stress sépara-ely 
its various aspects cannot serve our purpose. On several occasions in the 
Working Groups it was remarked that we should not be engaged in the final drafting 
of the convention. Well, we never insisted on a final drafting in so far as the 
most important part of the mandate, calling on us "to start the full and complete 

of negotiations, developing and working out the convention", is reflected
As is now clearly demonstrated in Working Group C, and to some

concrete texts and formalatione is
process
in our daily work.
extent in Working Group A, work based on

conducive tc solve problems and to reflect ideas mere clearly.more
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The progress achieved in Working Group C, dealing with the national 
implementation measures, speaks clearly in favour of the method chosen by its 
Chairman. In particular, work on the element "consultation and co-opera.ion 
further advanced, and an understanding was reached on various aspects of lact-

Constractive discussion is under way on "challenge procedure and the 
of the relevant part was tentatively agreed upon.

was

finding". 
structure

The treatment accorded to the problem of "old stocks" found after initial 
declarations could also he considered as a positive sign. These stocks nave 
finally been given the place corresponding to their very limited significance when 
compared to the operational chemical-weapon stockpiles. An understanding was 
reached to solve this nroblem as a special case in an annex with a differen 8 
of destruction and verification than in the case of the operational chemical-weapon
stocks.

to help then evolve and develop. At the same time, looking realisti a 3T 
has been achieved during the current spring session, we are certainly far 1
satisfied.

the fact that important constrictive and compromise proposals were recen y 
advanced concerning the questions falling within the ambit of Working -roup •
This is a disquieting and dangerous phenomenon. This room is not the right place 

obstruction of acts of good faith. The price of the possiblefor ignorance or 
consecuences will have to be paid by us all.

We conclude that it is now insufficient and meaningless simply to call, in
intensification of the elaboration of the chemical weapons 

aloud what and who is preventing us fromgeneral terms, for the 
convention . The time has come to say .

would like to recall what was said by the General Secretary of the Central 
Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and the Chairman of the 
Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, K.U. Chernenko, 'in his answers to 
questions from the newspaper "Pravda" on 8 April, which you will f^ before you 
today. "For several months already the American leaders have been Posing 
table in Geneva some proposals on this score. But promises remain y-st promises, 
besides, nothing is known at all about what are they finally gomt of:
while iA the meantime, as it follows from the President's_remarks, a programme 
building up and renovating .chemical weapons, which are being dep oye 0 ‘ „
American territory and beyond it, is being accelerated in .. c m e

coand specific nature of the disarmament measure involved. When applied to xn 
of destruction of chemical weapons, this principle means that the

should be differentiated according to the typesprocess
verification of stock destruction
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(Mr. Ve.jvoda. Czechoslovakia)

S’ ^
verification provisions should be applied to the most dangerous chemical weapons, 

super-toxic lethal chemicals, both filled and in bulk, as well as. their
and binary (multicomponent) ammunitions and devices. This principle ^ X taken into account when the relevant

i.e
precursors
as well as practical needs should always be 
verification provisions are worked out.

• I

In this respect we fully agree with the distinguished Ambassador of Prance 
who said in his statement of 5 April 1984 that "... a continuous 
human presence is not necessary everywhere and in all oases .... With r P® 
to verification I would like to reiterate our opinion that a combination of national 
and international forms of control is necessary. International inspections must

of th® national executive and control systems, tneir documentation as wellmake use 
as their technical monitoring.5irSfSiSraI:lp50|r
weapons. At the same time we can hardly agree with the efforts to cover in 
prohibition too wide a spectrum of chemicals, as reflected, for instance, in u 
lists of key precursors submitted by a number of delegations where we can line, 
inter alia, phosphorus trichloride or phosphorus oxichloride, which can~ 
considered as irrelevant within the scope of the convention. . As far as the 
definition of key precursors is concerned we see some merit in the orouahly.
suggested* by the Federal Republic of Germany, which we continue to study thorou^y.

Recently, at a theoretical-tactical exercise calculated for the territory of 
Bavaria, it was assumed that the 21st United States infantry division received 
1A.000 rounds of GB ammunition. Consequently it was concluded that even well- 
trained and protected troops would suffer great losses from eventual chemical- 
weanon use. The civil population remaining in the combat area would sutler a death11rate that would b/almcst 20 times higher. Theory aside, there remains
the hard reality that on the territory of the Federal Republic of Germany, our 
neighbour to the west, huge stockpiles of United States chemical weapons are stoSd. According to J.P. Robinson, this amounts to about 2-4 per cent of total 
United States chemical-weapon stockpiles: no wonder that neither our people, witn 
its historical experience, nor the people of the Federal Republic of Germany wish 
to accept this United States military- chemical presence, as is witnessed by 
indignant protests from Hessen, Wurtenberg-Baden, Westpfalz and Bavaria, i.e. 
those Federal States, where United States chemical stockpiles are deployed. 
country knows only too well the date on Mtactical exercises y e .
Armed Forces, where it was assumed that daily some 2,000 tons or more o oxic 
warfare agents would be deployed on the Central European theatre.. I hardly need to 
add anything to demonstrate that our interest in the prohibition and destruction of 
chemical weapons is nothing less than vital.

from
My



Another- disarmament issue to which Spain has -attached the Sreatesc interest^in 
the patt, and,continues to do so at present is the prohibition of the use Pt chenal 
weapons. Confining myself solely to this form, I may recall that
statements hy representatives of Spain ^nt nCeTt^v^an,
concern about the use of chemical weapons , as well as the urg.-,. -ee international treaty prepared in this Conference to supplemen^ "

1 and prohibit for all time the development, U
chemical weapons, as well as providing for the destructif of «urting

stockpiles and production facilities. Spanish experts are ^ ^Chemical Weapons and some of them are following the work of the £Ll££ Committee on Chemical 
set up by the Conference and in previous years by uhe Commit .ee cm B-sarna 
connection with this item a Working Paper on precursors and key-p^c—ors 
submitted during the working meetings of 1983-

use

We hope that the progress , achieved during 1985 in the

^s^MtSr^a^iÏ presenceccf ™tional

representatives responsible for verifying e es ru . States suggestsLikewise, the draft agreement shortly to be presented by the touted - -a f
a major Contribution to reaching the final objective of this Confer-nce worn
chemical weapons. v .ifi.ro s

Spain wishes to place on record in this form its full su^p°^ use
at the total and universal suppression of the productron possession^andi, 

It also considers with interest other efforts made in xneaimed
of chemical weapons, field of the limitation or elimination of such weapons.

CD/PV.258
11

(lir. Ve.jvoda. Czechoslovakia)

ssmmmsmsfVeaoons and on their Destruction. I should like to recall in this connect^ - 
mv country, together with other socialist countries, originally proposed uhau uhe 
problem 7fbiological weapons be solved together with that of chemical weapons.It would have been much easier to ban these weapons in 1972 than it is today or 'than 
it will be in the future. Let us therefore spare no 'effort in achieving now ^hat
we failed to do 12 years ago.

Toxin

CD/PV.258 
15 , •

(Mr. de la Serna. Spain)
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(Mr. de Souza e Silva, Brazil y

Experience does not seem to warrant either the contention of deterrence or
In the history of wars never a weapon wasAlfred Nobel's well-intentioned hopes, 

spared, regardless of its destructive capability or the cruelty of its consequences. 
War did not cease to exist either. If we confine our recollection to the present 
century, two examples would suffice. Chemical weapons were employed by the major 
Powers involved in World War I as long as they were considered militarily useful, 
their use was discontinued in World War II not because of their cruel effects or 
out of moral considerations, but simply because of their self-defeating character. 
Likewise, in World War II, as soon as a nuclear bomb was available and there were

other consideration prevailedmilitary advantages to be gained from its use, no 
against it being actually dropped over population centres.

CD/PV.250 
20 - 21

(Mr. Korshed. Bangladesh)

Bangladesh has always believed that the complete and effective prohibition 
of the development, production and stockpiling of all chemical weapons and their 
destruction should constitute one of the most urgent measures of disarmament.
We therefore feel encouraged by the positive efforts which have been undertaken 
in this Conference for the conclusion cf a comprehensive Convention on Chemical 
Weapons. The time and atmoshpere may have never been so opportune as it is now to 
achieve major breakthroughs in this particular field. Only recently the 
President of the United States of America declared that his country would be 
submitting a draft treaty cn chemical weapons to this Conference. The 
distinguished representative of the USSR, Ambassador Issraelyan, for his part 
declared cn 21 February 198k before this august body the intention of his country
to permit the permanent presence of international controllers at sites for.the 
destruction of chemical weapons. We welcome these positive developments and hope 
that they will lead to an early agreement.



CD/PV.258
25

(Mr. Fields, United States)

Since my mission tod2y is to "set the record straight", I cannot let this 
opportunity pass without pointing out, through you, to the distinguished representative 
of Czechoslovakia that the United States has hot and docs not produce chemical weapons, 
binary or otherwise ; 
produce such weapons.
Conference on Disarmament.
—, • . ..» .. • '

When President Reagan proposed to the Congress the chemical modern! z-ati on • 
programme, he advised the Congress that he took this action only to redress n 
dangerous imbalance in chemical weapons which had taken place in the years sinc=
1969 — when President Nixon ordered the end of United States production of chemical 
weapons. Regrettably, the Soviet Union did net reciprocate this unilateral gesture, 
and we are now faced with the need to correct the gross imbalance in this category 

The President took the action also in his words 14to provide an

furthermore, we hope"that we shall not be compelled to 
The issue is to a significant degree in our hands here in the

of-weapons.incentive for the Soviet Union to negotiate in good faith on a complete and 
verifiable ban on such weapons".

successful here in a timely fashion in producing a verifiable
the future 2Thus, if we are

ban on these odious weapons, there will be no binary weapons ir;

CD/PV.25S
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(Mr. Issraelyan, USSR)

It wasLet us take another issue — the prohibition of chemical weapons.

development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons and on the^r destruction 
It was also than that they submitted a draft of such a convention.

the USSR returned to this matter more than once, specifying its
United States impeded the conclusion of a

„, suspended in 1930 the 
is well known to the members

Subsequently
proposals. But all these years the 
convention on the total prohibition of chemical weapons 
bilateral Soviet-United States negotiations, which as 
of the Conference produced many positive results.



Turning now to the question of the prohibition of the development, manufacture, 
and utilization of all chemical weapons, my delegation wishesJ* J®?®11

1978, at its first special session devoted to 
of the most urgent tasks of the

stockpiling
that the General Assembly stated in 
disarmament, that the matter concerned one 
multilateral negotiations.

That oosition is all the more justified since vast stocks of chemical weapons «istTroush^/woria. Moreover, no one Mae forgotten that che^ca1 weapons 
used during the First World War and caused about 1,300,000 victims.

v scientific and technological advances, chemical agents have 
that they would cause many more victims.

•-.A'were
present, owing to 
become so toxic

in order to prevent the frightful devastation caused by the use of
or chemica^and^bacteriological ~ Pro oco.

development, production and stockpiling of such weapons, it does n
race in this field.

It was
chemical weapons 
the use
left aside the constitute an adequate barrier to halt the arms

Chemical weapons have the particular characteristic, unlike nuclear weapon^ of 
inexpensive and technologically less sophisticated. Ao a resul ,

a fact which considerably increases thebeing relatively 
any country can acquire such weapons, 
opportunity for their use.

(Cant'd)

CD/PV.2pd
34

(Mr. Sv. Senegal)



also help to safeguard the lives of many people, particularly those
stress that since 1945» the Third WorlaIt

There is no need toin the Third World, seens to hove become the preferrod are? for the use of chemical weapons.
the prohibition of chemical 
would contribute considerablyThe negotiations carried out within this body on 

weapons have given rise to great hopes. Their success - . hto accelerating the disarmament process and to increasing the credibili y o 
Conference on Disarmament. It is to be hoped that they will achieve t e » es 3 
expected by all peace-loving peoples.

CD/PV.258
55

(Mr. Sy, Senegal)

Recent reports on the utilization of chemical weapons in some parts of the _ 
world shed light on this danger and should persuade this Conference to conclude 
without delay its negotiations relating to a convention on the prohibition and 
elimination of all chemical weapons.

In this regard, at its thirty-eighth session, the General Assembly expressed 
its regret that an agreement on the complete and effective prohibition of the 
development, production and stockpiling of all chemical weapons and on their 
destruction had not yet been elaborated and urged the Conference on Disarmament, as 
a matter of high priority, to intensify during its session in 1934 the negotiations 
cn such a convention.

In that connection, my delegation has noted with pleasure the decision of the 
Conference to re-establish the Ad Hco Committee on Chemical Weapons.

My delegation has also welcomed with satisfaction the announcement that the 
United States will submit a draft treaty on chemical weapons during the 15&4 session 
of the Conference. Similarly, my delegation has taken note with pleasure cf the 
announcement made on 21 January 1983 by the Head-of the Soviet delegation that his 
country is now prepared to authorize on-site inspections to verify the destruction 
of chemical weapons within its territory.

Such proposals, together with those made by the United Kingdom, Finland, the 
Federal Republic of Germany, the Netherlands, Sweden, China and France, constitute 
valuable contributions to the elaboration of the convention.

Chemical Weapons,Moreover, as Mr. Ekéus, Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on
has been made, particularly with regard to thehas stressed, some progress 

destruction of chemical weapons and its verification.
delegation considers that with sufficientOf course, difficulties remain, but my 

political will, they can be overcome.
The adoption of a convention on the prohibition of the development, production 

and stockpiling cf all chemical weapons and on their destruction would constitu e 
an important disarmament measure, one first since the 1972 Convention relating o 
bacteriological weapons. This can have only positive effects on the current 
international atmosphere of tension, confrontation and deadlock in the disaraamen
negotiations.

CL



"To start the fullin the new mandate of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons:
ixcept^for^it spinal • “ps
known to everyone who it is that has exercised a restraining effect on xhese
negotiations.

draftAs we all know, tomorrow the United States delegation is to introduce a 
convention on t„ Prohibition^ weapons.^ coni
one-sidedness, it.vail not serve the cause of chemical disarmament: especially ± »

after hearing the statements of certain official western
prelude to the build-up of the United States military

speak for themselves.

as may be expected 
representatives, it conceals a 
chemical potential.

CD/FV.25?12—13,
(Mr. Tellalov. Bulgaria)

It is surely correct to say that the most important practical issue on the 
agenda of the Conference on Disarmament for this session was the preparation of a

The socialist countries, whichconvention on the prohibition of chemical weapons, have always regarded chemical disarmament as a most important task, adopted a serious 
-and .responsible attitude towards the interest expressed by other groups of States in 
achieving progress in that area. As is known, this year the socialist countries have 
detached experts from their capitals for a prolonged period and have submitted 
document CD/435 of 20 February 1984 entitled "Improved effectiveness of the work of 
the Conference on Disarmament in the field of the prohibition of chemical weapons • 
Many delegations welcomed the new far-reaching proposal made by the Soviet 
delegation on 21 February on matters pertaining to the verification of the destruction 
of chemical-weapon stockpiles. Individual socialist countries, including Bulgaria, 
put forward specific drafts in the Working Groups on the most important aspects of

We also gave serious consideration to proposals made by the 
delegations of the Netherlands, the Federal Repuolic of Germany, China, France, the 
United Kingdom and others. The Chairmen of the three Working Groups have 
demonstrated their competence and understanding of the tasks entrusted to them. 
Unfortunately, all these efforts have as yet failed to lead to the process envisaged

the future convention.

r~\
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(Hr. Imai, Japan )

With regard to chemical weapons, we are all aware that the nations of the world 
are showing a very positive attitude towards their prohibition and elimination, 
and the related verification. As active negotiations are taking place, my 
delegation is second to none in pursuing the objective of an early conclusion of 
a chemical-weapons convention and we take pride in having made various contributions 

Here also, I should like to mention that a workable chemical-weapons
If the

in the past.
agreement should take care to avoid the pitfalls of possible extremism» 
outcome of our negotiations would lead either to a very large loophole in 
verification or on the other hand to a claim for virtual international control 
over the entire chemical or pharmaceutical industries of the world, not only 
would that raise legal problems, but also it would mean either a very unreliable 
treaty or a highly impractical situation. I shall refrain from further 
references to the example of IAEA, but merely note that the willingness of the 
Conference on Disarmament to take its experience into account in defining the 
range of verification requirements regarding either chemicals or their precursors 
would be extremely important. I should like to take future opportunities again 
to present our detailed position to the Conference on Disarmament in due course.

CD/PV 260
8

(Mr._Bushi6_ySA)

And 1 have come to reaffirm, as well, a resolve that has dominated the American 
position in all aims control discussions over the last year: the resolve that the 
growth in the number of the most dreaded weapons of modem warfare must not simply 
be slowed; it must indeed be reversed. In the matter before us — chemical weapons
they must be totally banned.

•I have brought with *e today the latest expression of the firm Uni tea S.ates
resolve __ a draft treaty banning entirely the possession, production, acquisi io ,
retention or transfer of chemical weapons.

(Cont ' d)



w concept is an arms control verification procedure that we call, op 
. But before I outline this unprecedented procedure, let me review

led the United States to propose such a step.
Our n 

invitation 
some of the concerns that have

When I appeared before you in February last year, I quoted 
Franklin Roosevelt's comment that the use of chemical weapons 
outlawed by the general opinion of civilized mankind".

1925 and the 1972 Biological and Toxin Weapons Convention, there have een 
repeated instances of use over the past six decades, again able to
innocent civilians alike — always, I might note, against “

least able to retaliate against such an attacx.
In the last three years alone the world has heard of frequent violations 

of these agreements from such places as South-East Asia, ±g .nl"
Middle East, and one important reason that chemical weapons use continues 1- 
that neither the 1925 Geneva Protocol nor the 1972 Convention include any - 
effective verification or enforcement.

Parties signed a piece ot paper, attached sons stamps and seme seals of
. Arsenals remained, ready for use against any who lacked a deterren .

The United States has advocatedWe, together with other countries, have long supported proposals renorted
Secretary-General of the United Nations to initiate investigations of repo
violations.

We regret that some United Nations Members , . „such investigations and have, to date, prevented or i™Peae^e^^1®=* *
believe that international investigations of this sort coula ser e „ treaty
toward the kind of openness required for a comprehensive chemical weapons treaty
that would work.

"has been

men

defend themselves, those

their own
reinforcement of the existing agreements.

to direct the

States have disputed the need for

.. . .O.i • . - •..-i

CD/PV.26C
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(Mr. Bush. United States)

This draft treaty', includes an entirely new concept for overcoming the great 
obstacle that has impeded progress in the past , toward a full

s-iosrsa ;npL ^ •
treaty's terms.SimSlEiM
verification is particularly difficult with chemical weapons.

So

0
) 
z



of the absence of effective verification, as seen in
only provoke profoundSurely the consequences

of continued use of chemical weapons,
all of us today:

canthe reports 
concern among

the victims of suchFirst, there is this unspeakable horror visited upon 
weapons, many of them innocents simply caught up in the path of var.

violates existing internauionalSecond, the use of chemical weapons
undermines the arms control process.agreements, and so

Finally, and perhaps most disturbing, there is tfre chance that, as reports 
of use 'continue, tL world might actually get callous act hardened to this 
news. It might come numbly to accept these weapons and to abanaon effor 
rid future generations of this peril.

children to prevent this fromWe owe it to ourselves ant' to our 
happening.

For more than a decade, the United States has «erci.ed,
Vt our repaint has

xsr-
^Vwiîi wss* aa-’sr =.
for new production.

The President asked me to cone here again this year to stress the urgency 
of this issue. He believes that we must do all we can to eliminate the existing 
stocks of chemical weapons and the facilities that pro u -

that such weapons will never be developed or used again.
He wants to

ensure
, the President has ashed me to present tojhio Coherence

official document of the
Now to that end

United States draft text of a ccnprehensi 
and I ask that this draft be circulated as

today th 
weapons,
Conference on Disarmament.

of the draft treaty closely follow the "detailed views^that

the benefit of their
The provisions 

my Government presented to this Conference last year, 
the views of many other delegations which have given us
thoughts.

This treaty would prohobit .he developmen , •*. P " ~ chemical weapons,
stockpiling, the acquisition, the retention or the transf banned
The principal criterion for distinguishing between permitted a 
activities would be the purpose for which an activity is being

, the draft 
invitation"-“"ES-EaE?also 

inspections

CD/TV. 260
10

fMr. Bush. United States)

M
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(Mr. Bush. United States;

Far a chemical weapons ban to work, each party met have confidence that the
Thia elementary, commonsense principle is the 

No sensible Government enters into
other parties are abiding by it. 
essence of what we mean by verification, 
those international contracts known as treaties unless it can ascertain — or 
verify — that it is getting what it contracted for.

Lack of effective verification and compliance mechanisms has been a major 
obstacles to achieving a true and effective ban on these weapons.

As I mentioned at the beginning, the technical similarities between chemical 
weapons production facilities and commercial production facilities, the 
similarity between chemical weapons agents and .chemicals for peaceful uses, and 
the similarity between chemical munitions and conventional munitions makes 
discrimination impossible without very, very close observation.

And, perhaps most importantly, strict verification is needed to protect 
those who do not possess chemical weapons, or are willing to give them up, from 
those who might maintain possession surreptitiously.

The goal of our proposal is a treaty to require States to declare the sizes 
and locations of their chemical weapons stocks and their production facilities, 
to destroy the stocks and facilities and to foreswear creating any new chemical
weapons.

If they are to sign such a contract, States must have confidence, in 
particular, that they can know:

First, that all stocks have been destroyed;

Second, that all declared production facilities have been destroyed;

Third, that the declared stocks really do constitute all the stocks;

And fourthly, that the declared facilities are all the facilities.

Without such firm assurance we cannot — and I think everybody here knows 
this —— we cannot claim to have banned chemical weapons. In this regard, the 
United States Government has taken note of the Soviet Union's announced willingness 
to consider accepting the continuous stationing of international inspection teams 
at the locations where declared stockpiles are to be destroyed, and we welcome 
that.

encouraged by this recognition of the indispensability of on—site 
inspection, a matter that was tabled right here in this room, I think by 
Ambassador Issraelyan. The Soviet Union's announcement has advanced the ;
negotiations toward establishing confidence in the first of the four critical 
requirements, that is, that all declared stocks be destroyed.

We are

To address the second of the four criteria — that all declared production
similar continuous, on-site monitoringfacilities be destroyed — we propose a 

and periodic inspection.
The verification difficulties inherent in the problem of undeclared

sitee _ determining that there are no hidden stocks and no clandestine production
facilities — remain our most formidable challenge. It is formidable because the 
problem of undeclared sites can be resolved only if States commit themselves to 
a new, but absolutely necessary degree of openness.
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(Mr. Bush, United States)

Let us face reality. Chemical weapons are not difficult to hide and are 
not difficult to produce in a clandestine manner. Many States have the capacity 
to do this. We can rid the world of these weapons only if we all make it 
difficult for anyone, for ourselves to do such things without detection.

The opportunity for undetected violations is the undoing of arms control.
If that opportunity persists, it would render whatever chemical weapons ban we 
conclude illusory and really would set back the cause of peace.

And so, for that reason, the United States Government is putting forward the 
unprecedented "open invitation" verification proposal to which I referred earlier.
As part of a chemical weapons ban, the United States is willing to join other parties 
in a mutual obligation to open for international inspection on short notice all 
of its military or government-owned or government-controlled facilities.

invitation" for inspections is not made lightly.This pledge to an "open _
We make it because it is indispensable to an effective chemical weapons ban. 
essence of verification is deterrence of violations through the risk of detection. 
The "open invitation" procedures will increase the chances that violations will 
be detected and the chances that, in the event of violations, the evidence^ _ 
necessary for an appropriate international response can be collected. Iha. is 
the heart of deterring violations.

The

If the international community recognizes that such a provision is the
in subscribingsine qua non of an effective chemical weapons ban and joins us ,

" "iU ^ mrnferto it,
bans chemical weapons, but we 
the way governments do business.

We will have set a bold example for overcoming barriers that impede _ 
effective arms control in other areas. And we will have engendered ‘
openness among nations that dissipates these ungrounded suspicions and allows
peace to breathe and thrive.

We recognize that all governments have secrets. Some speak as ifails 
and effective verification cut against their interests alone, But °penness entails 
burdens for very State, every single State, including the Unite a Jtat« °fA»,««a. 
Openness of the kind we are proposing for the chemical weapon-
a price.

requires this kind of "open 
President, the United States

The enormous value
But an effective ban on chemical weapons 

invitation" inspections we propose.
Government, are willing to pay the price of such openness, 
of an effective ban warrants our doing so.

We, our

this body is eager for the
We hope andI know that the United States delegation to 

process of negotiating a chemical weapons ban uc begin 0 ^ most of all, the
trust that the seriousness of this work, its urgency and P«haP=l^ tSs 

aspirations of the peoples represented here, will spur all in this
Conference towards an early and successful agreenen
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(Mr. Bush. United States)

We do not underestimate the difficulties that this task presents. I have said 
that the key to an effective convention — a convention that could eliminate 
the possibility of chemical warfare forever — is enforcement of compliance 
through effective verification.

Our emphasis on this point (and our "open invitation” verification proposal) 
springs from a desire that the ban work permanently and effectively, to provide 
the security that all of us seek.

The United States is encouraged that these negotiations to ban chemical 
weapons have already achieved broad international support.

well that the work on this treaty is widely recognized to offer a promising 
opportunity for enhancing not only East-West co-operation, but also co-operation 
among all nations.

Our delegation looks forward to serious consultations with the Soviet 
delegation, and to detailed discussions with all other participants, on the 
elaboration of these provisions and other necessary aspects of an effective 
agreement. Our aim in these negotiations will be a practical one — to work hard 
and in good faith; to build a mutual confidence — that, frankly, is lacking 
right now — and to achieve real results.

It is significant
as

CD/PV.260 .
15

(Mr. BuBh. United States)

In conclusion, ïét me just say something about chemical weapons. There is 
a need, as I said in these comments, to reduce tension. If ever in e ry
of mankind there was something on which people from every B^n^e col^\_r?_, „
pu^6 i t * in° terms S^opl^^ and grand father .ho is
getting older, (I served with many of you around this table when I ^
but not a grandfather) in my view there is no difference between a family walking

if they knoy about'it, is scared to death of chemical weapons. And we ha 
h$re today with a proposal that is very very broad. It reaches «ay out, go 
way beyond what I would have believed my own country (we pn e our ^

' openness), way beyond what we would have' done1 a few years ago. ^is in response to the feeling of people. '.I have travelled to Africa people 
mentioned it there, in all these different continents there is concern a 
kinds of things, East-Vest relations, nuclear weapons and.all of this, o 
everywhere there is agreement on chemical weapons. That is “hy pe
sound like I do. But as the second highest official m the+Unlt^

Ve are not suggesting there will oe
We are not saying that we are perfect,

that

. nt

America, I came to this Conference today.

ÏU ;l nàSf&t* ana .ill ana'up exactly »e Wthnt treSy is draft.?,. But just didn-1 .ant ,
former colleagues, some new friends, some with whom my country my 
that we come here in a spirit of goodwill, and we came here to address^
ourselves to perhaps the most fundamental question on arms exis ing 
today, that is, how do we, as civilized rational people, eliminate, ban n 
entirety, in a verifiable way, all chemical weapons from the face of the Ear .



CD/PV.260
17

Mr. Iaaraelymn (USSR)

The Soviet Union has made recently many far-reaching propoaals on the 
verification problems concerning compliance with various arms limitation agreements. 
As an example let us take the negotiations on a chemical-weapon ban. 
negotiations we propose agreement on a whole range of different verification

These include national control, control with the employment of different

During those

methods.
national technical means, based on the latest scifentific achievements, mandatory 
systematic or permanent international on-site verification, and finally the "challenge" 
inspections. Of course, the selection of any particular verification method is 
entirely determined by the goals of the chemical-weapon ban which it is intended to

each verification method must be
We haveThere is no universal system of control :further.linked to -a specific activity prohibited or permitted under the convention, 

no unjustified leaning in favour of any single verification method, and we do not 
play with verification in order in fact to block the negotiations. The complex 
approach of the USSR to the questions of verification of a chemical-weapon ban 
completely ensures, we are deeply convinced, the effective implementation of the 
future convention.
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Mr. Erdemblleg (Mongolia;

I should like to touch briefly upon the question of the prohibition of chemical 
weapons.

At the current session, the Conference on Disarmament, after prolonged and 
complicated consultations, at last re-established a subsidiary body which is now 
functioning under the name of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons. A new 
mandate was agreed for this body, containing the provision "to start the full and 
complete process of negotiations, developing and working out the convention,;excep 
for its final drafting, taking into account all existing proposals and drafts as well 
as future initiatives with a view to giving the Conference a possibility to achieve

Such a mandate, we think, offers the possibilityan agreement as soon as possible". ... .important new stage in negotiations on the prohibition of chemicalof starting an
weapons.

of this session of the Conference, the socialist countriesFrom the very beginning __have expressed their readiness to participate in the new stage of negotiations in a
businesslike and constructive manner.

approach of principle and their views on improving the 
Conference in the field of the prohibition of chemical 

reflected in specific terms in working paper CD/435*
Mention should also be made of the topical nature of the proposal by the Warsaw 

Treaty Member States to the States members of NATO on the question of freeing Europe 
of chemical weapons. Mongolia firmly believes that this initiative provides yet 
another vivid confirmation of the socialist countries' sincere desire to remove the 
threat of chemical warfare from the States and peoples of Europe and the whole world 
and to speed up the conclusion of a convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons.

The socialist countries
effectiveness of the work of the
weapons are

constructive and flexible position, genuine interest in makingEvidence of itsprogress in negotiations and search for mutually acceptable solutions was the 
Soviot Union's readii.ess to give positive consideration to the proposal for the 
permanent presence of the representatives of international control at special 
facilities for the destruction of stocks.

In its statements the Mongolian delegation has repeatedly stressed the need for 
an approach to the definition of verification measures commensurate with the 
requirements of the future convention. It has been empnasized again and again that 
the socialist countries attach no less importance than, say, the western States to 
the exercise of effective control over compliance with the implementation of the 
future convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons. They have proposed a very 
broad range of verification measures. These include, for example, national control, 
international inspection by challenge, systematic international inspection and, in 
certain cases, permanent on-site inspections. The Soviet Union's numerous proposals 
and initiatives on verification, which enjoy broad support in the negotiating body 
in question, are of great interest and significance in this respect.
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Mr. Erdembileg (Mongolia)

We believe that a sensible approach is called for towards determining the most
It is out of place to suggest that some States areefficient verification systems. 

concerned with verification, are ready for it and open to it from every point of view, 
whjle others think of nothing but preserving loopholes and violating the future 

Participants in the negotiations are well aware of the unrealisticconvention.
demands of the Unitea States of America in control matters, demands which are divorced 
from the requirements of the future convention. Today in the Conference on 
Disarmament we heard the statement of the Vice-President of the United States,

The United States presented its views on a convention on the
The Mongolian delegation is prepared to study this

Mr. George Bush.
prohibition of chemical weapons, 
document in order to determine its position concerning it.

We are forming the impression that certain western countries, under cover of a 
touching solicitude for commercial' interests, are in fact trying to remove from the 
scope of control a potentially dangerous form of activity, namely, the production at 
commercial enterprises of the most up-to-date and dangerous varieties of chemical 
weapons. They claim that many hundreds of tons of the most super-toxic lethal 
chemicals, allegedly proposed for peaceful uses, can be freely traded on the market.

The socialist countries propose that the production of super-toxic lethal 
chemicals for any permitted purpose whatsoever should be limited, for any State party, 
to one metric ton a year and that such production should be concentrated in a 
specialized facility. Such activities would be placed under strict international 
control. And what do the western countries propose? They are in favour of permitting 
the production of one ton of super-toxic lethal chemicals for anti-chemical 
protective purposes, and of imposing no limitation-on the production of such chemicals
in all other cases.

The socialist countries, anxious to find a way out of the genuinely difficult 
situation conditioned on the one hand by the emergence of binary weapons and the 
possibility of producing their components at practically any chemical plant and, 
on the other hand, by tne inadmissibility of interference in the economic affairs 
of States, have submitted appropriate proposals. These amount to the complete 
exclusion from peaceful chemical production of one highly specific category o 
chemical compounds, namely, those containing the methyl-phosphorus bond. It is 
this category which, as it were, sustains all the most dangerous super-toxic lethal 
chemical weapons, including binary weapons, and this category is practically not 
used for peaceful purposes.

In conclusion, I should like to draw attention to £ fact of considerable 
It has become known that the Pentagon is seeking a Congress

It is planned to increasesignificance.
appropriation for the production of binary weapons, 
stockpiles of chemical munitions from 3 million to 5 million units and to build : 
stockpiling bases outside the confines of the United States of America. P °
10 billion dollars is to be spent on the implementation oi this programme. e 
doubt whether anyone would deny that such actions are not compatible with e 
confidence building necessary for negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons.

In stating some of its views on the question of the prohibition of chemical 
weapons, the Mongolian delegation, like many others, is guided by a sincere desire 
to assist the progress of the Conference's efforts in connection with the

future convention on the complete prohibition of this dangerouselaboration of a 
class of weapons of mass destruction.
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Mr. BDTLER (Australia): îfy delegation ia inscribed on tne list 01 speakers touay 
to address the subject covered by the Vice-President of the United States of America, 
chemical weapons.

More than half a century ago, Australia acceded to,the Geneva Protocol 
Prohibiting the Use in War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases. That action 
gave expression, in international law, to the abhorrence felt by the Australian 
people for this dreadful and indiscriminatory class of weapons.

The first involvement in wider international relations of the then newly unified 
Australian nation was by Australian troops who went to Europe in 1914-18, every one 
of them voluntarily, to assist in the defence of Europe.
Australians were gassed, 
weapons.
consciousness and history.
today a potent source of Australia’s deep commibnent against chemical weapons, 
weapons are abhorrent. They must be outlawed and eliminated.

Many of those young
They were amongst the first victims of the use of chemical 

That horrible experience endures indelibly in the Australian national 
It was a deeply traumatic experience and it remains

These

The Geneva Protocol was necessary and Australia continues to support it, but it
It fails,must be recognised that the Geneva Protocol is an incomplete instrument, 

for example, to outlaw the development, production, or stock-piling of chemical 
These weapons continue to exist, reportedly in quantities and kinds • 

What is worse, these weapons continue to be used.
weapons. 
greater than ever before.

Four weeks ago the Secretary-General of the United Nations sent a team of 
experts to Iran to investigate the alleged use of chemical weapons in the war in the 
Gulf. An Australian scientist was a member of that team. The experts' report was 
unambiguous, unanimous, and deeply disturbing. Mustard gas has been used in the 
Gulf war and, for the first time in documented history, a nerve agent has been used.

A new international convention preventing the use of chemical weapons and 
ensuring that such use is made impossible through the destruction of all chemical 
weapons is urgently required. The making of such a convention is a task of great 
magnitude. But it is a challenge we must accept.

The action of the Government of the United States in presenting to this 
Conference a comprehensive draft convention on chemical weapons picks up that 
challenge with courage and determination. The earnestness of the United States1 
intentions at this time has been demonstrated by the presence here today of the 
Vice-President of the United States of America. The length and detail of the 
document which has just been distributed and its presentation tell of the effort 
which has gone into its preparation.



In our viewsometimes said that "politics is the art of the possible", 
important in politics and in history that an opportunity lost, or not 

be an opportunity lost forever.
It is 

it is more 
recognized in time can

Government believes that this 
It is an opportunity, and a 

Our peoples, and
In the present case of chemical weapons, my 

Conference now faces an unprecedented opportunity, 
possibility, that we should not let slip through our fingers. 
succeeding generations, would fail to understand if we did not grasp it.

foundation for developing the final text of a chemical weaponsWe have a solidconvention such as is demanded by all members of this Conference.
The Soviet Union and the United States held extensive bilateral discussions on 

outlawing chemical weapons from 1976 to I960. Those discussions produced agreement 
on many issues fundamental to an all-embracing ban on chemical weapons and this was 
communicated to the Committee on Disarmament in a joint paper at the time. i“® 
conference and its predecessor bodies have also worked for many years towards i
convention.

During tije. last three or four years this process has been carried further.

Well over 100 working documents covering many different aspects of matters essenti
been tabled and discussed in this Conference.to the convention have

impre^a^ 2 =—

Just how far we have come towards common views can be seen from the 
.ieJïcLÎ Lea =£ accord bet«een the Soviet Union's 1982 basic provisions for a

and relevance by this United States initiative.
tabled today. 
Conference 
impetus

that all concerned resolve now to 
will necessarily raise many issues of 
of .the stakes at issue, because the 

the security of all of our peoples is

What will be of critical importance is 
negotiate in good faith, 
real contention and concern, 
weapons 
involved,

That negotiation 
But because

concerned are terrible, because _we must not be daunted by the size of the job.
Negotiation of this Convention is no less ambitious an undertaking thanvas 

the nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty and its associated institutional arr em. 
That Treaty and its mechanisms ware successfully negotiated despiof6th^enterprise. There «ere an abundance of sceptics «ho said it could not be 
l done. That Treaty is in force in 124 nations and in the
o^lo^of most of us it «crics «ell. Similarly «ith the chemical «eapons 
convention} it can and it must be done.
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(Mr. Butler. Australia)

Australia believes that, for an effective chemical weapons convention, special 
emphasis must be given to three essential elements: first, an uncompromising 
prohibition of the use of chemical -weapons; second, provision for the destruction 
of existing stocks of chemical weapons and for the prohibition of the future

third, a verification regime that willdevelopment and production of such weapons;
that these treaty commitments are being honoured.ensure

Rigorous standards will be involved, particularly in the area of verification. 
There can be no security in such a convention unless 'the means of verification^! 
compliance with the convention are effective and seen .to be effective. We must 
negotiate the verification provisions with great care.

We are aware that there are differing views on what arrangements for ^ 
verification would be required to ensure confidence that the obligations o^ the 
convention are being observed. The United States draft is particularly valuao e 
in pointing to the standard of verification needed for this purpose.

We anpreciated the statement by the Soviet Ambassador to this Conference on 
21 February, with regard to verification of the destruction of stock-piles. hav 
statement addressed one of the difficulties in the area of verification. It 
seemed to indicate a willingness to find negotiated answers to the problems of 
verification and my delegation heard again with great interest today furvhe 
clarification from the Soviet Ambassador on this point..

It is critical that we proceed further to extend these negotiations, 
particularly with regard to verification.

My Government believes that it is not beyond the ingenuity of the members 
of this Conference to find the required solutions to these problems, without 
compromising our respective national interests.

Australia deeply appreciates the political commitment expressed today * 
the Vice-President of the United States in presenting this draft a t
willingness of the United States to enter into negotiations with full commitment
and good faith.

We also deeply appreciate that this draft convention has been presented

members of this Conference are deeply attached, that arms control an 
agreements can be negotiated multilaterally and must be because the interne
of all of us are involved.

Australia accepts the present challenge. It will not fail to 
present8opportunity. It will participate with all possible vigour, with its 
fellow members of this Conference, to bring into existence, as ^oonas possibl , 
a convention which will ensure that chemical weapons are never again used ana 
which will eliminate those weapons for all time.
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’Je have listened with theHr. GAUClA ROBLES (Hexico) (translated from Spanish):
interest to the statement made today by the distinguished representative of .utmostthe United States, who, on this occasion, has been the Honourable George Bush, the 

country's Vice-President, on the frequently heralded draft convention for the
We propose to consider that important document withelimination of chemical weapons. the care it deserves, anu in due course we shall present here whatever observations

appear desirable in that regard.

CD/PV.2bO
38

(Mr. Rose. German Democratic Republic)

My delegation, wild,,.address the question of the prohibition of chemical weapons 
in the further course of our session. Today, I would like to make only a few 
remarks on this issue.

The German Democratic Republic, like the other socialist countries, is striving 
for a speedy"and radical solution in this field. I may recall resolution 3ti/ld7A, 
of the last General Assembly, which was initiated by my country. The proposal on the 
establishment of a chemical-weapon-free zone in Europe is also aimed at this objective.

In order to reach a comprehensive prohibition of chemical weapons, it is 
necessary ■ to intensify the negotiations within the framework of this Conference, 
number of proposals have improved the conditions in this respect. This aPP lt5S\ 
in particular, to the far-reaching Soviet initiative of 21 February 1984 concerning 
the elimination of stocks of chemical weapons. The working paper of China on major 

future convention and that of Yugoslavia on national verifi-a ion
The mechanism of verification proposed o> theelements of a

measures contain, valuable ideas.United Kingdom, the Federal Republic of Germany, the Netherlands and France in 
different CD documents are the subject of thorough examination by us. This will aiso 

approach to the draft convention submitted today. In any case, the yards ic 
will be to what extent all the documents contribute to the speedy elaboration of a 
convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons.

.be our

of the draft treaties was linked
for theHowever, it seems to us quite strange that one 

with a motion addressed to Congress for granting huge sume for a programme 
production of qualitatively new chemical weapons. It is well known how diffic
ncgotiattons^i^soo^fait^mcan^refraining^fpom^ctions^directed^agalnst^th^purpose

of those negotiations.

1
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Mr. de Is GORCE (Franco) (translated from French ):_______ _______________________ Th^ French delegation wishes
to express its profound satisfaction at the presentation today of the United States 
draft treaty on chemical weapons nnnrunccd in January in Stockholm by 
Mr. George Shultz. We particularly nenreciato the fact that it was presented 
by the Vice-Prvsidant of the United States, Mi'. George Bush.

This event certainly marks a very important stage in the negotiations undertaken 
here on chemical weapons. We are sure that this draft will provide a very 
constructive contribution to the negotiations.

Prance will do everything in its power to contribute to the success of the 
negotiations.

The chemical threat looms over the world, 
aspect of security concerns.

In Europe, it is an important

Recent events have shown that chemical weapons were used in other parts of the 
world, and we know that the capacity to produce them is quite widespread.

Chemical disarmament is therefore not a matter for regional solutions "but for a 
general solution: a multilateral treaty of universal scope.

The French Government has long advocated the conclusion of such a treaty which 
should include, in particular, a detailed time-table for she destruction of stocks

A few days ago, the French delegation 
the treaty on chemical 

disarmament snould include essential verification measures in order to create among 
States Parties the necessary degree of confidence in the respect for its provisions.

and the dismantling of production facilities, 
submitted a "Working Paper on the subject. Needless to j »
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(Mr. Lechuga Hevla, Cuba)

It should bn noted in passing that a vast publicity campaign has been mounted 
in connection with the prohibition of chemical weapons. 
this is a very important question, it cannot serve as a smokescreen to conceal the
lack' ôf constructive dialogue on other vital Issues, which is really the aim.
The use of chemical weapons is so serious that the Vietnamese people is still 
suffering from the consequences of the chemical weapons used years ago on its 
territory by the armed forces of the United States. VJe are all interested in 
prohibiting chemical weapons, and none of us needs to be lectured on the 
desirability of a treaty for that purpose. What now needs to be examined is 
whether the draft is a serious document or a text with hidden pitfalls designed 
precisely to prevent it from being adopted.

While nobody doubts that

CD/PV.261
13

(Mrs. Theorin. Sweden)

the past months have emphasized the importance of 
breakthrough in the negotiations of a treaty on aShocking events during 

efforts to make a major 
comprehensive ban on chemical weapons.
our

îa.“rî9“;8 ^bacteriological weapons. It has caused great human suffering and is contrary 
to fundamental rules of humanitarian law.

▲
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(Mrs. Thecrin. Sweden;

that international agreements and 
fully respected and that all allegedIt is of the greatest importance 

principles of international law are 
violations are investigated.

Government committing each
Every effort must beA heavy responsibility rests upon every 

violations of the Geneva Protocol and international law. 
made to prevent any further use of chemical weapons.

on-l,. jRgoiiaiiuui. Another valuable input was nade by Ambassador Issraelyan 
oc*2I February wter. he developed the position of the Soviet Union with respect 

of verification of destruction of stockpiles.to the issue
5ew hopes have been raised by these contributions which we welcome as 

signs of commitment to serious negotiations in goca faith with a view tc 
reaching an early agreement.

It is important that this positive development be fully reflected in th 
negotiations in the Ad Hoc Committee. The lack of confidence between the two 
xa-cr Powers oust not be allowed to lead to a loss of this opportunity.

It is against this background that I would like to express our concern 
at any lack of constraints as regards the production of chemical weapons. 
History tells us clearly that disarmament never can be achieve- through 
armament. There is no need for production of enemies- weapons c-^ry -

should refrain from producing chemicalAll States 
during these important negotiations.

other chemical weapons.
weapons

prepare for an early consensus on the mandate for the work of the
Ad Hoc Committees on the urgent issues relatec to the e.^orts _ " ,

Our efforts should be redoubled when seen in the context
successful Third HPT Reviewnuclear arms race, 

of the preparations needed to guarantee a 
Conference.
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Mr.; SHEIKHOLESLAM (Islamic Republic of Iran)
Today, at the moment that I am speaking to you, many years have elapsed since 

the inception of this disarmament forum and you are on the threshold of achieving 
your first considerable success. I am referring to the convention on chemical 
weapons which, if realised in the form desired, would be deemed one of the important 
achievements of the present Conference.

This is indeed a welcome opportunity for the representative of a country that 
has been the target and victim of the massive use of chemical weapons to take part in 
this meeting and to convey to you his feelings regarding the need for expediting the 
preparation of this convention.

During the whole lifetime of the United Nations Organization Iran has, I think, 
been the only victim of chemical weapons whose use against it has been confirmed by 
international authorities following investigations officially conducted by them. We 
have, therefore, more than anyone else, the right to urge the international community, 
and especially the Conference on Disarmament, to take more serious and rapid steps 
for the completion of this convention. .

All of you, as Members of this Conference, are well aware that document S/16433» 
dated 26 March 1984, of the Security Council, which reflects the report of the on-site 
investigations, conducted by the experts despatched by the United Nations 
Secretary-General, clearly confirms the use of chemical weapons and poison gas, 
consisting of mustard gas and a nerve agent, prohibited by international conventions. 
This delegation, composed of Dr. Gustav Anderson, Senior Research Chemist from the 
National Defence Research Institute of Sweden, Dr. Manuel Dominguez, Professor of 
Preventive Medicine from the University of Madrid, Dr. Peter Dunn, Superintending 
Scientist of the Materials Research Laboratory of the Australian Department of Defence, 
Colonel Ulrich Imoberstcg, Chief of the NBC Defence Division of the Swiss Defence 
Ministry, and Mr. Eqbal Reza, representing the Secretary-General, paid a visit to the 
Islamic Republic of Iran from 13 to 19 March 1984. Members of the delegation visited 
and examined those injured by chemical weapons. They also collected samples of the 
substances used in such weapons. Besides examining fragments remaining from the 
weapons and munitions used, the delegation made films and photographs of such evidence.

Many of the Iranians injured by chemical weapons were sent to hospitals in the 
Federal Republic of Germany, Belgium, Britain, Sweden, Japan, Austria, the Netherlands, 
and Switzerland for medical treatment. The treating physicians in these hospitals have 
confirmed the use of chemical substances ; the medical reports of the University of
Ghent, in Belgium, and German, Austrian and Swedish hospitals may be quoted as 
supporting evidence of this use of chemical weapons. In a few months' time a medical 
seminar will meet in Teheran. All physicians and experts from Government and non
governmental organizations are invited to go to Iran and examine the victims of this 
inhuman crime. I am sure that the deliberations of this seminar will be useful and 
of interest to the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons.
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(>». Shelkholeslam. Islamic Republic of Iran;

The aggressor Iraqi regime, disappointed and frustrated by the ^effectiveness
obtained from certain major Powers, in return for 

nations of the region, desperately committedof its most sophisticated weapons 
the riches and wealth of the oppressed 
these barbarous crimes.

officially informed the United Nations that such weapons were being used by Ira£*

sr jrsr-srtof the inhuman acts of Iraq. But what was the result? Nothing but silence and 
indifference on the part of the international community; this reaction encouraged 
the Baathist Iraqi regime to continue its crimes which have wounded human honour and 
dignity. Unfortunately not even the Non-Aligned Movement made any significant

Does the Non-Aligned Movement no more subscribe to the Final Act of the
which the development, production and stockpiling 

not the case would it so

This was 
States.

gesture.
Lusaka Summit Conference of 1970, in 
of chemical weapons were clearly banned? If this were 
calmly remain silent?

As has been briefly mentioned, and as the distinguished members o: thissS:sm'Ê=3æ#i£-measures and collective actions to punish violators should be envisaged on occasion, 
when such violations occur. Otherwise the new Convention vi.ll suffer the same fate 
as the Geneva Protocol of 1925, and the Security Council will deai W1^ *hL !® 
of on-site inspections under the new Convention as it did with t. ^ rep 
of experts despatched by the Secretary-General to the Islamic Republic 0

The 1972 Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production and 
Stockpiling of Bacteriological and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction, ap 
not being comprehensive, neglects such Important aspects of the ma er as
systems.

United Nations experts, especially the last 
countries have helped Iraq in manufacturing

the casings which were
As can be seen in the report of the 

paragraph of page 7, one or several
chemical bombs ; Iraq is not technically able to make even
described in this reoort. Those countries that supply Iraq with such weap =- 
equally if not more responsible than Iraq before the human community. The Islamic 
Republic of Iran calls upon the responsible members of the present Conference g
in any possible way the United Nations Secretary-General to conduct investigate

participated in supplying these weapons to Iraq.determine which countries have
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(Mr. Sheikholeslam, Islamic Republic of Iran)

As we have repeatedly mentioned, negligence in taking serious measures against 
violation of important international conventions will encourage the violator to 

continue his violations. The price of this negligence as regards the prohibition of 
attack on residential areas has been paid in the past three years by the Islamic 
Republic of Iran through the loss of the lives of so many of its innocent and 
defenceless citizens. For your information, only yesterday, 17 of my dear compatriots 
were martyred in the bombardment of the city of Piran Shar by the Iraqi regime.
Another negative effect of such negligence is that the violator is encouraged to 
commit more crimes and aggressions. There is no doubt that this has been one of the 
main factors that has encouraged the Iraqi regime to use chemical weapons.

the

While in international legal terms we have a free hand to use chemical weapons 
against Iraq, we declare that, due to humanitarian considerations, we shall not 
embark upon such retaliatory action. But, as you know, while the United Nations 
experts were in Iran and even after the distribution of the United Nations report on 
the use by Irao of chemical weapons against Iran, and the condemnation of this war

of lethal chemical weapons.crime by the people of the world, Iraq continued its use
tolerate this attitude 6f negligence and failure 

measures to this effect?
Is the human conscience able to 

>n the pert of the nations to take serious
Mr. President, do you not think that, at a time when the people. of my country 

ire the target of extensive use of chemical weapons, the people of the world,
*specially my compatriots, should deduce that the super-Powers' long and.

'esoonslbilitytlfor"^th^use^fChemical1 weapons?011 Ts ^cdllf-e^
>f the super-Powers, especially in this Conference, anything but crocodile .ears.

Should the silence of certain countries and their refusal to condemn the use 
}f chemical weapons in general terms be interpreted as anything but their cons n 
che production and the extended use of chemical weapons? Is there any politico 
;onsideration more icroortant than the security of the whole international
community?

The position of certain other countries that have somehow related the use of 
chemical weapons to the war is not much better than the position of the countries 
to which I have just referred. If this illogical linking between the two does 
not directly suggest that the use of chemical weapons is permissible in certain 
conditions, at least such a thing is indirectly understood from it. In- this 
connection, I refer to the declaration of the European Community. It is 
astonishing for us to see that the victims of the inhuman use of chemical weapo 
in World War I, who have since then prohibited the use of chemical weapons have, 
while tacitly condemning Iraq, linked the stoppage of the use of chemical veap. 
to the conditions for ending the war. Of course we have a lot to say about 

of the continuation of our legitimate defence, but this meeting is not
We wish to asl; the countries whocauses

rictit nlace for such a matter to be discussed.

, negotiating with such a regime would mean .hat chenncc_ _ 
admission would certainly tend to encourage theirthese circumstances 

weapons are effective? 
use in the fiiture.

Such an
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fMr. Sheiicholaslaa, i Islamic Republic of ft-aii)

We have all witnessed how certain countries, whose delegates are present in 
this very conference, refrained from the implementation of United Nations 
General Assembly resolution No. 57/98 D of 1982, concerning the use of chemical 
weapons. Is it not an adequate reason to suspect the goodwill of such countries 
as regards the adoption of the convention now being prepared by the Ad Hoc 
Working Group on Chemical Weapons? The lack of a verification system for 
continuous international control is an important defect in the existing 
international conventions that should be eliminated from the new convention.
What is more important, we strongly cell for guarantees and priority to oe given 
to the inclusion of the question of the use of chemical weapons and the proper 
verification measures it requires in the future convention on chemical weapons. 
Otherwise what is the benefit of commitments undertaken on paper but not carried out 
and verified? Such verification should, in order to be effective, include all 
the different stages of development, production, stockpiling, acquiring end 
transfer of technology of such weapons, and mere especially their use. v/e 
propose that the use of chemical weapons should be considered os a war crime for 
which the perpetrators would be internationally punished.

Certain countries, especially the United States, argue that they are obliged to 
build up their arsenals of chemical weapons in order to oblige other countries to 
sit at the negotiating tables. This, we believe, amounts to the elimination of the 
bad by the worse. Such an argument is as baseless and pointless as the other 
side's claim that chemical-weapon-free zones, such as Europe for example, should be 
created. How is one to believe that the United States, which has allocated to 
chemical weapons some seven billion dollars by 1987 and some eight more billion 
dollars for the following five years, really means what it says concerning the

And how can we accept that the use
stockpiling endneed for the prohibition of chemical weapons? 

of chemical weapons is prohibited in Europe whilç their production 
is permitted in the Middle East or the Far East?use

between words and deeds has made the climate of internationalThe vast gap
meetings gloomy and bleak and is frustrating the last rays of hope. 
international community is still hopeful with regard to more positive future 
developments that the Conference on Disarmament may bring about in its efforts o 
fa.ee the great responsibility assigned to it.

The

Certainly the international community will follow the efforts of this 
Conference with enthusiasm.

I hope that the present Conference would respond positively to this 
expectation by expediting its deliberations.

In conclusion, I wish to express my gratitude to His Excellency 
Javier Perez de Cuellar, the United Nations Secretary-General, for the measures 

I wish also to thank the experts of the United Nations team
the countries thathe has taken;

despatched to Iran and their respective governments as well as 
have condemned the use of chemical weapons by the Iraqi regime against the 
Islamic Republic of Iran and those countries that have supported the report of the 
Secretary-General1s expert team. And finally I have to express appreciation to 
the countries that have provided medical care for the injured Iranians.
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(Mr. Erdenbileg. Mongolia)

few words to what I said in my statement ofFinally, I should like to add a _ , . .
last Wednesday, 18 April, concerning the negotiations on the prohibition of chemica
weanons.
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Mr. FIE IDS (United States of America): Mr. President, for the United States, 
the elimination of the threat of chemical weapons — and the elimination of the 
terrible reality of chemical warfare — is a paramount objective for strengthening 
international security. To this end, the United States is resolved to pursue a - 
complete, effective and verifiable ban on chemical weapons.

In 1977» the United States and tha
In 1930, the

The history of this effort is well known.
Soviet Union began formal bilateral negotiations on chemical weapons.
United States moved its efforts to ban chemical weapons to this body, in recognition 
that the . abolition of chemical weapons is an issue that concerns all States. In 
February 1983» after long and intensive discussions both here and in Washington » 
my delegation tabled its.detailed views on the content of an agreement, 
we have elaborated our detailed views as we participated in the work of this 
Conference. In July 1983, my delegation, also presented a comprehensive paper that 
set forth illustrative on-site verification procedures for destruction of chemical 
weapons. Last Autumn, further to accelerate work in this area, the United States 
invited member and observer delegations to this Conference to visit an operating 
facility for the destruction of our chemical weapons. Participants gained a 
first-hand look at the actual destruction procedures used by the United States 
and at the verification measures necessary to ensure effective verification of

Since then,

that destruction.
Then, last week, President Reagan once again sent Vice-President Lush to 

Geneva. In a new effort to create momentum in the negotiating process, the 
Vice-President came before this body and presented the draft United States 
convention for a chemical weapons ban. The Vice-President emphasized yet again 
the importance the United States attaches to the conclusion of such a ban. The 
Vice-President also spoke of his personal concern, as a father and a grandfather, 
and stated his personal resolve that chemical weapons be effectively eliminated 
for all time. This is a point on which surely we all can agree. In this context,
I want to make it perfectly clear that the United States condemns any use of 
chemical weapons whenever and wherever it occurs.

This history shows a continuing United States effort to work hard and work 
sincerely for an agreement on the effective and verifiable ban of chemical weapons, 
the cornerstone of which effort is the draft convention which we presented here 
last week. Accordingly, I would like to take some time now to explain the major 
provisions of the United States draft convention.

The essence of the draft convention is in its first article, which contains 
the basic prohibitions. The parties would agree not. to develop, produce, otherwise 
acquire, stockpile, retain or transfer chemical weapons. The' parties would further 
agree not to conduct other activities in preparation for the use of chemical 
weapons, use chemical weapons in any armed conflict, or assist others to engage 
in prohibited activities. In including a ban on the use of chemical weapons, the 
United States has been mindful of the importance attached to such a provision by 
many delegations. Taken together, articles I and XIV would ensure that the 
convention would supplement, and not replace, the.1925 Geneva Protocol.



Article II presents the definitions of terms which are necessary for thernm&smmsmthat of "chemical weapons". We have formulated this definition using the definition 
that was agreed to in document CD/112. Furthermore, we have formulated the 
definition of "toxic chemicals" to take into account the points of view of^China 
and other members of this Conference. The definition of chemical weapons is drawn verj^broadly so as to include all lethal and incapacitating chemicals and 
their precursors which are not justified for permitted purposes. It does not 
include chemicals which are justified for peaceful purposes such as tnose used in 
agriculture, research, medicine and domestic law enforcement.

Permitted uses of toxic chemicals are specifically protected in article III,

conation provide,

protective pu^oses which could also be used for weapons. The parties ^S°J° ^
L Tim-i+pn in the ex+ent to which they may transfer super-toxic chemicals and k y be limited xn the ro « i * provides special measures on certainprecursors to orner states. Article 111 axsu pxuvxu * . , , Atypes of chemicals that are used for peaceful purposes, as listed in s^4ules A, 
Band C to the conversion, to en aire that these chemicals will not be 
use in weapons.

Once the convention enters into force, each party would file an initialsr'in these declarations. îndtmuîuy provide
'iSSÏÏ^cn such desSuction. There w'ould be guaranteed access for

verification to monitor the chemical weapons and production facili les,
The effect of these various declarations and

confidence in compliance by giving the 
and production facilities

on-site
well as the destruction process.
momtcr_ng^-ivi.-es ofPthe chemical weapons

ing their eventual aestruction.parties 
in existence, and by con•fi m

The convention also œntains^a ^^^^orlSîitîvrcLinee
tablished^pursuant^to article TU to oversee the imputation of the

x- i, +he verification of compliance with it. lbrougn ivt.convention and promote tne veruxudu r vp-rification
subordinate bodies this Committee wou con u =donted the concept of an
activities required by the conven ion. e Working Grouo on Chemical Weapons
U^yel^ms'body ££°S delegated-the-responsibility for the continuing
work of the Committee.

. .. , ty y and XI nrovide procedures for resolving compliance issues.
Articles H, required to consult and co-operate on any

Under article IX, uhe partie, are q obiectives of the convention, and tomatter which may be raised relating to the objectives 01 th>
participate in fact-finding inquiries. Any party -ay reques
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Consultative Committee conduct appropriate fact-finding inquiries, including 
on-site inspections. The fact-finding inquiries must be completed within 
two months/and if any party still has concerns about compliance which have not 
been resolved, it may request a special meeting of the Consultative Committee.

In article X, the parties would authorize special on-site inspections, 
whereby each party must consent, on 24-hour notice, to a special inspection of 
one of the sites for which inspection is authorized by articles III, v or 71, or 
of any military or government-owned or controlled location or facility. This 
provision has been the object of most of the comments which my delegation has 
heard during the past week. As Vice-President Bush stressed, the United S *ates 
is offering an "open invitation" for inspection of many potentially suspect sites 
in its own territory. We recognize that this provision could open sensitive 
United States facilities and activities to international inspection. Nevertheless 
the United States is fully prepared to accept these risks in oxder to ensure an 
effective ban of this entire class of weapons of mass destruction- We have found 
no other approach which can satisfactorily deal with the problem of^possible
undeclared chemical weapons or clandestine production facile.tues, un Vxew of the

of some intrusiongains in relation to the costs involved — that is, the poter
essential to resolve concerns that the convention is being circumvented this 
step is both reasonable and prudent. There are some who have objected that 
the "open invitations" approach is unfair because it may place a greater burden 
on some States than on others. No imbalance is either contemplated or desired.
The United States delegation is ready to work with others to ensure that the 
"open invitation" approach applies fairly to differing economic and political

Without- this or a comparable measure, no State can rest in 7ne knowledgesystems.
that these weapons have been truly banished.

The next article in the United States draft convention, article XI, authorizes 
ad hoc on-site inspections. Such inspections may be made of all locations that are 
not covered by article X. A party must consent to an ad hoc inspection requested 
by the Consultative Committee except for the most exceptional reasons, which must 
be explained. Upon consideration the Committee may send the party ano lier 
request, and if this is also refused, the Security Council would immediately be 
informed.

The convention would also require a number of detailed provisions for its
to the main text. These 

Accordingly, in addition toimplementation, which we propose to place in annexes 
annexes would be integral parts of the convention, 
the draft convention which was presented last week, the United States also 
presented its detailed views on the contents of these annexes.

Annex I provides many details concerning the Consultative Committee, including
It also contains provisions forprovisions for the working of that Committee, 

the creation of an Executive Council, fact-finding panel, and a technical 
secretariat, as well as provisions for the convening of special meetings of the 
Committee.

Section A of this annexAnnex II provides detailed views on verification, 
stipulates the detailed information that would have to be provided in the various 
declarations required by the convention, such as the declarations concerning 
chemical weapons, production facilities, and destruction activities. Section 3 of 
annex II is concerned with procedures for on—site verification, including
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inspections. It provides detailed rules for on-site inspections and the use of 
on-site monitoring equipment, and provides rules to protect the rights of both 
inspectors and host States. It also provides for the inspection and monitoring of 
chemical weapons, production facilities, protective activities and destruction 
activities. Finally, this section stipulates criteria to be used by the Consultative 
Committee in evaluating requests for ad hoc inspections.

Annex III provides the basis for the three schedules which list the chemicals 
that have legitimate uses but which also pose a risk of diversion to chemical 
weapons purposes. In addition, there is a fourth schedule, embodying parts of 
document CD/CW/WP.30, to specify methods for measuring the toxicity of chemicals.

I also wish to draw attention to two actions which should be taken before the 
convention can enter into force. First, upon signature, every State should declare 
whether chemical weapons or production facilities are under its control anywhere 
or located-within its territory. In fact, many States have already made such 
statements, including the United States. We would urge others to do so as well. 
Second, there should be a preparatory commission convened once the convention is 
open for signature to plan for the implementation of the convention. These actions 
would be agreed in a document associated with the"convention, but separate from it.

This has been a brief summary of the contents of the United States draft. I 
would like to point out what has no doubt been obviôus in your study of our draft; 
that much of it has been drawn from the agreements which we have previously reached 
in this Conference and the discussions we have held over the past several years in 
the Committee on Disarmament. My Government appreciates and recognises the value 
of the work done in the Committee and the Conference on Disarmament, will continue 
to contribute to it, and has incorporated as much as possible into our draft. In 
view of the length and the complexity of the provisions of the draft convention, there 
will undoubtedly be many points on which further clarification may be helpful. The 
United States delegation is prepared to undertake this task and indeed is willing 
to do so. We have sponsored one question—and-answer session open to all delegations, 
and we are prepared to provide further such clarifications on a delegation—to— 
delegation basis.

Let me make it clear, the United States draft is not presented on a "take—it-ncr 
leave-it" basis. It does however, illustrate our approach to a ban, and it will 
provide the basis for papers presented by United States representatives on specif-c 
aspects as they are discussed. But we have no monopoly on creativity. We are 
ready and willing to consider alternative approaches and alternative formula uions, 
so long as these would provide an effective ban.

As Vice-President Bush emphasised, the United States delegation looks forward 
to close and serious consultations with all delegations in these negotiations. W=

active and constructive role in the full and complete
convention.

are prepared to take an 
process of negotiation of the text of the chemical weapons

and the 
Some

It is disturbing that some chose to criticize the draft convention 
motivations of the United States — before the draft was actually presented, 
have charged that this initiative is only a bit of political showmanship as pa^

Presidential election campaign or is part of an effort to win approval forof our
production of binary chemical weapons.
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Our goal is to accelerate .the- 
Four times in a little more than a year the

Twice during that
period the second highest elected official of my Government has come to Geneva 
to emphasize the commitment of President Reagan and the United States, the people 
of the United States, to the work of the Conference on Disarmament on a chemical - 

The United States is not afraid of criticism. But we hope that

These allegations are simply untrue. 
negotiations in this body.
United States has made major initiatives toward that end.

weapons ban,before others criticize our draft they will read it carefully — and come forward 
with comprehensive’proposals of their own. ,

The United States delegation is encouraged by the evidence that most 
delegations are approaching the negotiations seriously and that the work is 
beginning to intensify. The important Working Paper introduced by the delegation 
of China, CD/443» is being studied with careful interest by our experts. We were 
•pleased by the statement of the distinguished Soviet representative,
Ambassador Issraelyan, on 21 February regarding inspection of destruction of 

and further encouraged by his statement on 13 Kpril that the
We have also notedchemical weapons

United States draft convention would be carefully studied, 
a number of constructive suggestions contained in the Working Paper submitted 
by a group of socialist States, CD/435» entitled“"improved effectiveness of the 
work of the Conference on Disarmament in the field of prohibition of chemical 
weapons". We hope that these suggestions will be further explore! and, as

A number of other very useful documents have been.appropriate, implemented, introduced in 1984, such as the working papers from the delegations of the 
United Kingdom, the Federal Republic of Germany, the Netherlands, France,

Furthermore, the flexibility shewn by a number
Unfortunately,Czechoslovakia and Yugoslavia.

of delegations has led to progress in■formulating key definitions. 
there remain important subjects which a few delegations are apparently not ready 
to discuss and resolve — for example, the declaration and elimination of 
chemical weapons production facilities. This is to be deeply regretted. Wé hope 
that our break will allow sober reflection on the urgent need for progress on
all fronts in this negotiation.

For its part the United States delegation will do whatever it can, under 
the able, leadership of Ambassador Ekeus, to ensure that the negotiations can

To quote Vice-President Bushbe successfully completed as soon as possible."Our aim in these negotiations will be a practical one — to work hard and 
in good faith; to build mutual confidence; to achieve real results".

Accomplishing real results will not beHumanity demands no less of us. 
easy, but my delegation, myself, my Government and the people of the 
United States are committed to the achievement of an effective ban of 
chemical weapons once and for all. I know that the members of this Conference 
are equally dedicated to this goal, and with that dedication, Sir, I am 
convinced that we will succeed.
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After that statement some delegations of Western States Diamea us ior vnat tney 
considered an exceedingly gloomy assessment of the international situation as a 
whole and United States policy on arms-limitation in particular. However, the 
deliberations of the first part of the 1984 session confirmed that our assessment 

The United States continues to block any advance in the field ofwas correct.
disarmament and use-s its participation in the negotiations for propaganda purposes 
to camouflage its true course aimed at achieving military superiority over the 
USSR, unleashing the arms race where it did not exist before, in outer space, for 
instance, and spurring it on in those areas where it was imposed on the world long 
ago by the United States military-industrial complex.

The latest, I would say, graphic example of this attitude on the part oi une 
United States to erms-linitation and disarmament issues is the broadly-publicized 
draft convention on ths prohibition of chemical weapons submitted by the United States 
delegation on 18 April 1984, Contrary to all promises, even if there are some 
changes in the obstructionist position of the United States on a chemical-weapons ban, 
they are in no way for the better. Previously, in order to bar the conclusion of an 
agreement on a chemical—weapon ban the United States insisted on a verification 
system under which other States should at the first request allow foreign inspectors 
access to any chemical facility regardless of whether or not it has anything to do 
with the production of chemical weapons. Now Washington proposes that States should 

in advance and unconditionally to unimpeded access of foreign inspectorsagree
"anywhere and at ary time".

It hardly requires very keen insight to understand that wnat is involved here 
is not verification which Is really necessary for confidence in strict compliance 
with agreements, in which, incidentally, the USSR is no less interested than the 
United States. The main point is the following—putting forward demands on 
unimpeded, access to the territories of other States to continue to block the 
achievement of agreement on a chemical-weapon ban.

In reality, the United States draft can only throw the negotiations on a
It not only suffers from extremism, it not onlychemical-weapons ban many years bade, 

cancels the efforts of many years made by many States with a view to elaborating 
realistic solutions to verification problems, but it is built on a blatantly 
discriminatory baiis, and places Spaces vrith diiferent social systems in unequal 
situations. •* This was also recognized in tc 1: y « a statement by the representative of 
the United States. Its implementation would inflict damage to the economic and 
defence interests of a number of States, first of all those of the socialist States
but not only theirs.

Today the representative of -Une United States referred to the statement of the
I should like to recall what was said in that

"In declaring today our readiness
Soviet delegation of 21 February, 
statement.’ I quote from the Lhglish translation, 
in principle to consider in a positive manner the proposal for the permanent 
presence of the representatives of international control at the special facilities
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for the destruction of stocks, we would like particularly to stress that our premise
is that our partners at negotiations will also for their part prove their readiness, 
not in words but in deeds, to seel: mutually acceptable solutions." And now we have 
before us the United States draft, which should have taken into account, 
hoped, the viewpoint of the Soviet Union as well, which is very well known to the 
United States inasmuch, as we have been carrying on negotiations with the United States 
for eight years at least on both a bilateral and a multilateral basis.

as we

The question must be asked? Why was it necessary for the United States to put 
forward such a proposal which is deliberately unacceptable for the Soviet Union and 
many other States? Incidentally, many high United States officials have said that 
it is deliberately unacceptable, In fact, they could not expect that agreement could 
be achieved on the basis of it. Ho, of course, nobody expected that. And the 

f an agreement was hardly the goal of the authors of the draft, 
deeply convinced that the draft was submitted merely in order to try to cover by 
the noisy publicity around the United States draft the reality of what the American 
administration ir engaging in—the intensive preparation of the implementation of 
the 10 billion dollar ''United States chemical rearmament" programme proclaimed by

We areachievement o

President Reagan.
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My Government takes very seriously the growing danger posed, oy cnemican weapons.
Not only do some countries hold large and increasing stocks of these weapons, but 
they have recently been used in defiance of international condemnation, 
time, it is, therefore, more important' than ever that we should secure a comprehensive 
ban on these weapons. Agreement on a treaty, I believe it is universally agreed, 
would constitute a measure of real disarmament and a major contribution to international 
security. My delegation was pleased that, at least in this 'area of-our work, we 
have been able to make progress during the current session. We rapidly reached 
agreement on the formation of an Ad Hoc Committee and on the formation of" working 
groups on particular topics. Within these groups some progress has been made.

• Mr. Luce tabled a paper on challenge inspection on 14 February, the latest in a 
series of proposals that have been made by the United Kingdom in the Committee and 
the Conference on Disarmament. We have been gratified by the interest shown in 
these proposals and by the serious way in which they have been discussed, both in 
the working groups and in bilateral conversations.

At this
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Tlie tabling last week of the draft convention on the prohibition of chemical

was an event
The British Government warmly supports this latest 

initiative by the United Ltates, which will mark a milestone on the long path 
towards a total ban on these appalling weapons.
view that stxict verification is needed to assure all States that the prohibitions 
of any future convention are being observed. My delegation was glad to note from 
the statement on. IS April by the distinguished representative of the Soviet Union 
that his delegation was prepared to agree, in negotiations on this subject, to a 
whole range of dizferent verification methods, including mandatory systematic or 
permanent international on-site inspection, as well as inspections by challenge.
Ify delegation believes that a combination of these two types of verification will 
be needed, octh to give confidence that all chemical weapons stocks and production 
facilities are destroyed 
are not clandestinely restored or created.
virtue of its comprehensive character and wealth of ideas, will provide a major 
impetus to our work in spite of the negative reactions that
certain delegations this morning. The complex nature of the proposals. indeed of 
the subject itself, hardly needs stressing, but ve continue to hope that all 
delegations to this Conference will give the draft most careful study in the weeks 
to come and will return, as my delegation intends to do, ready to undertake 
detailed negotiations.

weapons by the vice-lie-si dent of the United States, Mr. George Bush 
of the highest significance,

My Government shares the United States

and, on a permanent basis, to give confidence that they
Ve hope that the united States draft, by

ve have heard from
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The question ,of a chemical weapons ban has been another basin priority in the 
disarmament policy of Finland. The results of our longstanding verification project . 
in this field have beer, regularly presented in the Committee on Disarmament. - 
this time in a position to announce that a new so-called "Blue Book", which will be 
entitled "Technical Evaluation of Selected Scientific Methods for the Verification 
of ••hcmical Disarmament" will be presented to the relevant Ad Hoc Committee in June.

The contribution of Finland will this year be presented in a form that is somewhat 
different from what has been the case before. It is our intention now to submit a 
comprehensive analysis cf all the results that have been achieved in the course of 
this ten-year project.

InThe Working Paper is intended to cover all aspects of verification, 
particular, it will discuss possible verification tasks that might be required in 
the future convention and the technical means for verification of chemical agents, 
containing automated monitoring sample collection, njobile field laboratories and a 
central laboratory.

It does not give numerical data, but describes the technology and is thus
Applications are given describing combined use of the technical

means.
comprehensible for a larger public.

Recent events involving the use of chemical weapons in a conflict have made the 
efforts to achieve a comprehensive ban on chemical weapons more urgent than ever. We 
have noted with interest the latest developments in the Conference on Disarmament in 
this matter. These include, in particular, the statement by the Soviet Union in 
February on some aspects of verification and the presentation of a draft chemical 
weapons treaty introduced last week by the Vice-President of the United States. We 
see these developments as a sign of willingness of those governments to come to 
grips with the difficult problems faced by the Conference on Disarmament during the 
negotiations. As a further positive element we note that the relevant subsidiary 
body has been able to start actual negotiations.

We are looking forward to early concrete results from the Committee already 
during the course of the summer session. Finland is, as in the past, ready to give 
its contribution to these negotiations in particular in the field of verification 
technology.



.have also received, other extremely valuable contributions, including that by 
China, which represents a,remarkable attempt at clarification ann conciliation, 
particularly with, regard^to the’prob era of d finitions. The delegation of France also 
greatly appreciated.the technical do uments ubmitted by the United Kingdom, the 
Netherlands, the Federal Republic of Germany, Yugoslavia and Czechoslovakia. It, too, 
was anxious to make its own contribution.

The submission by the Vice-President of the United States of the United States 
draft treaty was the highlight of this session and we welcomed, it with the greatest 

This document is of considerable'•importance and we are studying itsatisfaction.
carefully.

... The Ad Hoc Committee and its :three Working. Groups have adopted a serious and 
determined approach to the task entrusted to them. The results may appear to be

Undeniableuneven, but the difficulties themselves were not of the same order, 
progress has been.made.on the..question, of definitions.

. .1!We have great hopes that, at the second,part of the session, steps win ce 
taken to overcome certain problems and derive the best possible advantage from the 
work already accomplished. In this connection, we expect a great deal from the 
Presidency,. The delegation of France wishes to congratulate our Swedish colleague, 
Ambassador Skeus, as well as the Chairmen of the Working Groups, Mr. Duarte,
Mr.-Akkerman and Mr. Thielicke, for their efforts.. It has full confidence in them
for the future.

We would also like negotiations to be held this summer on matters relating to 
the prohibition of use and its verification. These issues have not been entrusted 
to a working group, but will be discussed during the consultations to be conducted

We have confidence in him as wellby our colleague from Canada, Ambassador Beesley. 
and wish him every success in his work.This work and the progress that has been made should now pave the way for a 

stage, namely, the drafting of a convention. The Conference now has the 
resources it needs to carry out this important task: the United States draft treaty 
and the documents prepared under the auspices of Ambassador Ekéus should all be taken 
into account in the formulation of the text.

new
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In terms of satisfaction, the delegation of France ranks the rather rapid 
resumption and expansion vf tli« negotiations on chemical weapons first. We are all 
aware how much Is at stake in these negotiations and how timely they are and we hope 
that, in the not too distant future, they will lead to the most important disarmament 
treaty ever concluded at the international level.

A great deal of time and effort has gone into the work on chemical- weapons. _
' Above all, 

In chronological
Procedure.has never prevailed over substance —- a rare occurrence indeed, 
extr.emely valuable contributions have been made to the negotiations, 
order, the first was the statement made on 21 February by our Soviet colleague, 
Ambassador Issraelyan. The position he put forward on the on-site inspection of 
operations,, to destroy stockpiles represents a major step forward in the reconciliation 
of views on a basic condition for verification.
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However, the major reason for satisfaction is the quantum leap which we have 
been able to make in the field of chemical weapons, 
which the Conference took in February to establish its Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical 
Weapons with a comprehensive and forward looking mandate provided the appropriate 
ambiance in which many delegations could go on record with now and constructive views. 
My delegation has, in several steps, attempted to contribute to that process.
I would also like to cite as an encouraging element that the delegation of the 
Soviet Union has again taken a more active interest in the subject of chemical 
weapons, designating it, in a statement in early February, as one of the priority 
subjects of negotiations of this Conference.
Soviet Union has submitted, in particular in a major p.olicy statement on 
21 February, and its declared general readiness to contribute constructively to the 
solution of all pending verification problems of the convention have been helpful and 
will play an important role in future negotiations. My delegation has also noted 
with attention the undertaking given by Ambassador Issraclyan on 18 April 1984 that 
the United States draft on a chemical weapons convention will receive serious study 
by the Soviet side ; even in his more critical remarks of this morning, I find 
nothing that contradicts this welcome undertaking.

The quick determined steps

But

The several suggestions which the

Heralded by Secretary Shultz' formal announcement on 16 January, the :
introduction of the United States draft by the Vice-President of the United States of 
America on 18 April has certainly been the major event of the spring part of our 

There is no doubt that the draft represents an unprecedented endeavoursession.
by one of the two leading military Powers to provide complex solutions to the problems

My delegation has noted withinherent in the problem of banning chemical weapons, 
satisfaction that the draft not only represents detailed United States views on all 
aspects of the future convention but also incorporates contributions of many other 
delegations in the Conference on Disarmament, and indeed the results of the 
collective negotiating process of last year.
United States draft will become an important basis for future negotiations and,

My delegation is convinced that the



indeed, one of its determining elements. The document is proof of the political 
determination of the United States of America to see these negotiations to a good

The assurance given by Vice-President Bushend in the shortest possible time. 
a»d a moment ago echoed by Ambassador Fields that the United States have introduced- 
their draft with every intention to provide negotiating flexibility when needed 
underscores the significance of the event.

As could be expected in such an immensely complex subject-matter, the 
United States draft contains many aspects that will evoke controversy within the 
Conference and in part have already done so. Some cf the views concerning 
verification are new and bold. Whatever position délégations might take vis-à-vis 
certain parts of the recommended verification system it must be recognized that 
the draft provides new impulses that should stimulate serious argument.

In this context it is important that the United states views on verification 
and especially its new concept concerning special and on-challenge verification 
be taken at face value. The provisions on open-invitation mandatory inspections 
for verifying compliance demonstrate an unprecedented measure of audacity. 
Delegations that evaluate the proposal in this respect should not only look at 

the United States demands from others but what they are prepared to give
It is a newwhat 

themselves. Openness is offered on the basis of reciprocity, 
phenomenon that a significant military Power is prepared to pay such a high price 
in order to ensure compliance with a disarmament convention. My delegation is 
impressed with the readiness of the United States delegation to join m a mutual 
obligation to open for international inspection à substantial segment of ito 
sensitive military installations. Whatever the final outcome of negotiations vill 
be. we should look at this offer as a strength of the United States approach, ana 
my delegation would advise that all delegations remain mindful of the political 
dimension of this open-invitation philosophy. It provides for a far-sign.ea, 
indeed unique approach aiming at changing the way Governments deal with each other 
in an important field of national security. This new concept contrasts favourable 
with certain antiquated views pretending that mystification ana excessive e
are the nucleus of States' sovereignty. This new creative approach aeserves a 
thorough discussion and my delegation would wish that all aelegations engage m 
such endeavour in good faith.

As far as we are concerned, we are prepared to accept the challenge that tne 
United States draft contains. The forthcoming intersessional peri°d will or ex 
all of us the advantage'to study more carefully certain provisions which on firs, 
sight appear at variance with views our respective delegations have taken 
previous negotiations.

My own delegation has submitted several working papersontneques.ion 
verification, the latest, document CD/J26, already 
such as the drafting of the future treaty will require. We ^ 
for a comprehensive and mutually balanced international v dosed
where levels of intrusiveness and inspection efforts wo ■ ,,Lasted by the sole criterion of efficiency From 
detailed verification provisions of the United States draft deserve a general y
positive assessment.

Central 
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a way .that is not
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, we are equally concerned that the mechanisms envisaged for the verification 
of" nonproduction, as laid out in the United States draft.shouldnot entail 
unnecessary burdens for the civilian chemical inuustry. In the Feder=J. ep 
of Germany^ the chemical industry is an important pillar of our overall -nomie 
performance. It is therefore a legitimate consideration to seek to avoid intrus 
ÏÏÏÏSTÏÏit would not directly raise the level of effectiveness of verification. 
Our ioint endeavours should be directed towards establishing a correct balance 
tetweer^twocontrasting principles: the first, that the convention should function 
^^international verification be effective, the other that the restrictions impose- 
by the convention upon the performance of chemical industry must no ea st"onn 
excessive constraints and burdensome, costly controls. On the basis of our . n- 
general endorsement for the relevant provisions of the United States draft = 
concerning the verification of non-production on a selective ana random ba 
many of the details will have to be sorxed out m an earnest endeavour.

The distinguished Deputy Foreign Minister of Iran has today forcefullyreminded " négocions on a permnent ban on “is
but that the production and use of chemical weapon-

a grim reality of our time, in hie region as in others, .^'he FederaLScvernment
Lf taken not! with utmost concern of the report of the ^^

Secretary-General of the United Nations in order to
investigate the alleged use of chemical agents in between Iran^^Iraq.
On the basis of this report it must be assumed that one -ide to nositionhi indeed used chemical weapons. The Federal Government has stateoits position 
on these occurrences publicly, and in an unequivocal manner. It p^tocol
condemns the use of chemical weapons as a clear violation 01

of such weapons m war. The landings ox w*
United Nations mission underline, once more, the vital importance of the_earll 
conclusion of a comprehensive world-wide and reliably verifiable tan on all 

chemical weapons.

conducted in a vacuum,

at the request "of the

of 1925 which prohibits the use

Let me return to a hopefully more positive aspect of
chemical weapons. You, Mr. President, and colleagues .are aware
issued to all members of the Conference as well as to intere-te Germany,
participate in an international chemical weapons workshop an Northe^uermany,
sçheduled from afternoon of 12 to morning Oi 14 une ' e*pederal Government 
my individual letters of invitation, it is the aim of the Federal 
to embed this workshop as closely as P^ible^into the ongoing ^ 
process. I am therefore particularly grateful foi tlie j^ei ÿ 
the invitation has found and I should like to express gratitude^o 
delegations who have nominated their paruicipan ... .. s well as
acknowledging their kind response and specifying Mv* delegation is
other elements of the programme, are euxrenl; in - Federal Republic of Germanyii^/SL/to our negotiations
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of destruction of stocks.
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One of the few positive signs of the spring part of our session was the 
establishment of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons with a mandate "... to 
start the fall and complete process of negotiations, developing and working out 
the, convention
looking at what has been done one has to admit that much more could have been 
achieved in the Ad Hoc Committee and its three Working Groups had all delegations 
taken an active part in their activity. At the same time, we appreciate the efforts
of the- Chairmen of•the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, juabassador nkous, 
as well as-the"chairmen‘of the three Working Groups.
exchange of views has taken place and drafting on some aspects was undertaken.
Certain progress has been’ made on several questions, for example, with regard 
to the scope and definitions' of the future convention. We witnessed also 
demonstrations of goodwill on the part of many delegations as well as efforts- 
to bridge remaining differences. However, on the whole it was again proved 
that a very limited number of delegations, even one delegation, can prevent 
us from substantially moving ahead. But let me remind distinguished colleagues 
that we offered our more detailed views on what has been achieved within the 
Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons in my statement of 12 April.

I would therefore limit myself now to reiterating the deep regret of my 
delegation that the important proposal concerning the verification of the 
destruction of chemical-weapon stockpiles, introduced by Ambassador Issraelyan. 
on 21 February has not been matched by a similar move on the part of western 
countries, especially the United States.
18 April, failed to bring about such a constructive step.
moving an inch towards the positions of other countries, the draft raised new 
unfounded requirements especially in the field of verification, 
of the concept of "open invitation" not only realized but undoubtedly proceeded

It is politically naive
to assume that States would be seriously prepared to open, on 24-hours notice, 
all their military installations, including those of strategic significance, .to 
international inspectors looking at random for "hidden" chemical weapons.
We believe that this fully applies also to the United States itself.

As to whether we have started to fulfil the mandate,

Further useful

Its draft convention, introduced on 
Moreover, while not

The authors

from its obvious unacceptability for many countries.
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The United States draft convention is also somehow behind what has been 
achieved so far in the Conference on Disarmament. For example, the definition 
of "toxic chemical" used is scientifically unacceptable, using the term "chemical 
action" which is unknown to toxicologists throughout the world. The definition 
of precursors is related only to production which does not imply its use as 
component of binary or multicomponent weapon technology. We also miss a

Instead one can only find an incomplete anddefinition of key precursor, 
arbitrary list of such compounds scattered in schedules A and C.

The concept of-lists without definitions and the effort to relate various 
measures only to lists, as reflected also in the article dealing with permitted 
activities, is unacceptable for my delegation. We dre convinced that at the 
time of-signing the Convention, there must be a clear and binding line, which 
can be drawn only by means of definitions which are scientifically based, 
delimited by the purpose-criterion limited and concisely elaborated.

Binary chemical weapons have traditionally been a taboo subject in the 
United States newspapers. But it is still surprising that they are still 
ignored even in a comprehensive draft .convention.* At least- in this regard, the 
United States draft is "consistent". This is very much apparent from schedule A, 
where the most dangerous chemicals are said to be summarized. We maintain that 

schedule should contain also all key precursors of super-toxic lethal
For instance, thesuch a

chemicals, which., in the United States draft, it does not. 
key precursor of the most toxic contemporary super-toxic lethal nerve agent 
forming a substantive part of the United States chemical arsenal, VX, that is, 
0-ethyl 0-2-diieopropylaminoethyl methylphosphinite has been "forgotten".

f '•
The draft convention is also lacking in its undifferentiated approach to 

destruction, with no schedule, of destruction according to thé danger of 
particular elements of chemical.weapons aimed at avoiding one-sided military 
advantage during the destruction period.

With regard to old chemical weapons, this proposal conserves also the 
anachronistic and unreasonable view, which is unacceptable for small countries

destruction facilities. .not possessing chemical weapons and having therefore no 
Such countries (and they will form the majority of States parties to the 
future convention) need to have the hight to address other"States parties and 
the Consultative Committee in seeking know-how and/or assistance for the safe 
destruction of rarely-found old Individual chemical weapons, rather than being 
submitted to verification concerning whether some kilograms of toxic material 
were really destroyed or illusory transferred to non-existing chemical arsenals. 
Besides, a number of delegations, including mine, have serious reservations 
with regard to a description in initial declarations of the exact locations 
of chemical weapons. . ‘ . f

If we are to achieve some tangible results during the summer part of our 
session,.,*11 delegations should realize that the only way to do so lies 
through an. effort to accommodate each other, to find mutually acceptable 
solutions and to bridge existing differences, instead of widening them.^
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I now wish to turn to three of the issues which we consider of paramount 
importance, on which, I surest, our major efforts could be concentrated during 
the summer part of our session. These issues arc a chemical weapons treaty, a 
nuclear test ban and outer space. I propose to comment also, very briefly, on 
the question of radiological weapons.

It is common ground that it is in our negotiations on a chemical weapons ban 
that the greatest progress has been made. All members of the Conference have 
contributed : first, through the more than 200 working papers which had 
been submitted to form the basis for our negotiation and, secondly, through the 
negotiating process from which the consensus report (CD/415) emerged last summer.' 
The momentum has been sustained by a number of significant developments since the 
first of the year. There are, of course, at least three draft treaties dating 
back to 1972 and move than 20 other working papers, including four from Canada, 
pertaining to specific aspects of a convention. But certainly the United States 
submission on 18 April 19Q4 of thair draft treaty is the most comprehensive and 
detailed draft treaty and one which, if it could be put into force tomorrow, 
would virtually assure a chemical-weapon-free world within ten years.

Many have commented on the recent initiatives undertaken by both the 
United States and the Soviet Union ir. the field of chemical weapons. In our view, 
they reflect a common desire to proceed with a serious negotiation aimed at 
achieving concrete results.

Earlier th:'s session, in our statement of 21 February, we welcomed the 
Soviet prooosal for on-site insoection of destruction of chemical weapons stocks. 
At the time, speaking immediately after Ambassador Issraelyan, we said that this 
Soviet initiative was a most welcome development in the ongoing negotiating 
process on a ban on chemical weapons, and represented a significant step forward. 
We also said that we hoped that this Soviet proposal had broader implications.
We reaffirm our satisfaction at this Soviet initiative, which we are confident 
will assist in providing impetus, along with the recently-tabled United States 
draft on a chemical weapons ban, to our negotiations on this subject.

The unpalatable truth about chemical weapons is that restraint in their use 
in many cases has beer motivated more by fear of retaliation than by legal 
considerations. Whatever one's legal position may be about the universality of 
the legal principles embodied in the Geneva Protocol of 1925 > we must assume that 
there is sufficient general agreement on tne need for the banning of the 
development, production, stockpiling, retention, transfer and use of chemical 
weapons that there is a realistic prospect for agreement. Similarly, however,
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it is our view that there must be acceptance of the principle that unless there 
is adequate assurance of verification of compliance with the terms of the 
Convention by all parties, States will be extremely fearful of giving up their 
deterrent.

Many are still studying the United States draft treaty submitted by 
Vice-President Bush last week ; many are also awaiting further elaboration of the 
Soviet position on on-site inspection of the destruction of chemical-weapon 
stock 3. The test is now whether these two related proposals will give the needed 
impetus to the negotiation — and, we trust, general acceptance — of the 
essential agreement we are pursuing.

The United States proposal is, as already pointed out, the most 
comprehensive and, not surprisingly, the most detailed, 
it also embodies a bold step forward on the path we all wish to follow, 
respect to the United States proposal, we should recognize this initiative as a '• 
genuine attempt on the part of a super-Power to bring about disarmament on 
chemical weapons. - Whatever the reaction to the specific provisions, the draft 
treaty must be recognized as a development of major importance. While there are 
stipulations, particularly in the compliance aspects of the treaty, which may be 
viewed as stringent-; nevertheless, these provisions are intended as mutually 
applicable, indeed generally applicable. By including them in the draft, the 
United States has signalled, in advance, its willingness to comply. It is 
fundamental, in our view, to recognize at the outset of our negotiations on 
treaty language that the alternative to effective verification is either complete 
trust or continuing reliance on a State's own capabilities ; the former is 
perhaps the ideal, but is unfortunately unrealistic; the latter is the reverse 
of tho ideal, and it is obviously undesirable. Clearly, only very stringent 
verification measures would motivate States to put their faith — and their 
national security —in treaty provisions rather than self-help. This is an 
apparent truism, but one which warrants most careful consideration. Stringent 
verification provisions may be not only our best alternative to self-help, with 
all the attendant horrors, but the only alternative.

Like the USSR approach, 
With

The United States Initiative, which is directed at replacing deterrent 
stockpiles of chemical weapons by treaty safeguards, thus constitutes a very 
significant contribution towards our common goal of achieving a global ban on 
chemical weapons, a long-standing Canadian objective of prime importance. We 
pledge our readiness — indeed our determination — to participate actively 
in achieving this objective, and we encourage all members of the Conference on 
Disarmament to approach the proposal in an open-minded and co-operative manner. 
We must bear in mind that we are all here not only as representatives of our 
respective governments but in a broader capacity representing the international 
community as a whole. If problems are encountered, they should be met with 
alternative practical suggestions.

It is essential also as we see it that we recognize that a chemical 
weapons convention could serve a double objective. If successfully negotiated 
and concluded, it will contribute to mutual security by defining and controlling 
a bar. amongst those who now possess chemical weapons. Of equal Importance, 
however, a treaty banning chemical weapons would have a horizontal dimension to
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complement this vertical dimension : it would regulate and control the enforcement 
of a ban amongst countries not now possessing chemical weapons. It is in this 
sense of non-proliferation as a fundamental objective, that such a treaty could 
have truly universal implications. Its effectiveness, however, and even the degree 
of its universality, could b? proportional to its enforceability, a point we have 
already emphasized.

There is yet another consideration of potentially far-reaching importance : 
while our negotiating process on chemical weapons is significant in its own right, 
it may have implications going well beyond chemi'cal weapons. Even our progress 
to date provideo evidence that mutual security — and the mechanisms necessary 
to ensure it —• are not simply the product of a process whereby gains in security 
by one or more parties result in a lessening of the security of others. Surely 
it is obvious that the successful negotiation of a generally acceptable 
convention prohibiting the proliferation of chemical weapons would contribute to 
the security of all.

There are, of course, political and even legal as well as practical 
technical and procedural difficulties. Each government has its own perception 
of its respective national interests as regards a “chemical weapons Convention, 
and understandably so. All these interests must be fully taken into account 
through the negotiating process in order to create a document representing the 
highest common denominator of agreement on the essential goals we are pursuing.
If the negotiating process is to work, these difficult issues mentioned must be 
faced squarely and honestly, without, I suggest, resorting to polemics or casting 
doubt upon one another's motives.

The reality of the use of chemical weapons in some areas of the world serves 
to underline the urgency and importance of the task which confronts us. This 
Conference has, we think, been wise to isolate such tragic events from our 
ongoing negotiations, except as a constant reminder of the immediacy of our work.

Before concluding our comments on the subject of chemical weapons, I should 
like to point out that our experience in this matter proves definitively that 
we can overcome procedural problems when there is a common desire — in this 
case, perhaps a determination — to do so.

We are, of course, gratified that procedural problems were overcome, and 
that the report of the Ad Hoc Working Group for the period 16 January - 6 February 
was adopted by consensus at this session. We are mindful of the fact, however, 
that notwithstanding the recommendation in that report that negotiations on a 
chemical-weapons convention begin immediately, procedural difficulties again 
prevented sucl) an immediate commencement of negotiations by this body. That sudh 
procedural difficulties should occur, ir. the light of a carefully-negotiated 
pre-existing consensus document — one of the major aims of which was to avoid 
such delays — is particularly regrettable, and, I suggest, provides a lesson 
to all of us concerned to preserve both the effectiveness and credibility of 
this forum. This is a matter to which we should give most careful consideration,
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not merely because, as I mentioned earlier, we are here in a representative 
capacity, but because we are all answerable — admittedly to varying degrees — to

Like it or not, we are collectively answerable to worldour respective publics, 
public opinion, and we would do well to remember this and ensure that this forum
is not misused.

I should like to take this opportunity of singling out Ambassador Ekéus as 
a classic example of a "servant of the Conference" who, as Chairman of the 
Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, has shown us how it is possible, given 
patience and perseverence, coupled with concern and commitment, to move our 
work along, in the face of a series of procedural problems, some familiar and 

It is to his credit, and to his Working Group Co-ordinators,some new.
Messrs. Akkerman of the Netherlands, Duarte of Brazil and Thielicke of the 
German Democratic Republic, that we have been able to resume our work which was

Indeed, Ambassador Ekéus has shown us, 
as did his predecessor Ambassador McPhail, how we can pick our way through a 
procedural maze, when we are sufficiently motivated to do so.

as we see it unnecessarily interrupted.

I might mention that we are honoured that Ambassador Ekéus has asked Canada 
to undertake consultations on his behalf to determine how the question of use 
may best be incorporated into the terms of the convention.
shall undertake these consultations objectively and impartially with a view to 
achieving the best possible result for all.

We for our part
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hirst 01On the matter of chemical weapons, I should like to say a few worus. 
all I wish to express ray delegation's sincere appreciation "to the Chairman of the 
Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, Ambassador Rolf Ekéus of Sweden, for his 
exemplary devotion and untiring efforts in the preparation of a working structure 
for the negotiations on chemical weapons.

Mydelegation welcomes the readiness of the Soviet Union, announced by 
Ambassador Issraelyan last February, concerning the position of the Soviet Union on 
the question of the permanent presence, for verification purposes, of representatives 
of international control at specialized facilities during the process of the

My delegation likewise welcomes the draftdestruction of chemical weapons stocks.
convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons presented by United States 
Vice-President on l8 April. We hope these two important developments will facilitate 
the work of the Conference so that we may have an agreed text, acceptable-to us all, 
soon. The urgency of a convention on chemical weapons has been brought home to,us 
once again in the statement of the Deputy Minister for Foreign. Affairs of Iran which-, 
we all have heard here this morning.

My delegation stands ready to do its part in that process of attaining a 
convention on chemical weapons. 
prepared to do that if it would involve in practice assigning lesser importance to 
other items on the agenda to which my delegation attaches high priority.

But let me emphasize here that my delegation is not
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One clearly positive development during the part of the session that is closing 
today was the presentation to the Conference by the United States Government of s 
draft treaty on chemical weapons. On the day that that treaty was presented to the 
Conference I spoke on behalf of my Government saying that the United States (kwennent 
has given us an opportunity that we must not lose, and that we would not be forgiven 
if we lost it. This remains my Government's view.

We reject utterly the assertions that have been made here today, that the 
United Çtates has acted in some way insincerely and that the terms of its draft

In oursuggest that it is not serious in wanting a chemical .weapons convention, 
view the United States has acted in good faith and Australia proposes to take part 
vigorously in the negotiation of an effective chemical weapons treaty, and we 
pssume that the substantial majority of all other delegations in this Conference 
will do the same.



(Egypt) (translated froc Arabic): During this session, the Conference 
has received numerous requests from various States not members of the Conference to 
participate in its plenary meetings and make general statements on the various agen a 
items. ‘The Conference has, so far, acceded to all of those requests and, although it 
was sometimes felt that some delegations might have reservations concerning some o 
those requests, no delegation has objected to their acceptance since the Conference 
fully recognizes the interests of all, as well as the right which the Fina 0k 
gives to all States to express their views on issues of vital importance such as 
disarmament. In accordance with this principle and in keeping with this tradition* 
we had hoped that Iraq's request would be treated in the same manner and that Iraq 
would be permitted to make general statements before the Conference. However, since 
we are working on the basis of consensus, the objection of a single State imp 
rejection of that request. Nevertheless, we hope that informal consultations 
continue in an attempt to find a solution to such problems in the future.

Mr. HASSAN
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Mr. S3RJANI (Islamic Republic of Iran): The question of Iraq's request to 
participate or make a statement in the plenary meetings of the Conference on Disarmament 
is being raised at a time when the world has condemned Iraq's massive use of chemca 
weapons against military targets as well as the civilian population, and the 
Government of Iraq has still not desisted from the use of such inhumane weapons which the 
United Nations Organization has profoundly deplored.

Some two thousand military as well as civilian persons have been the victims of
U11C UâC ux uucuu.vc,i lv I__ This does not merely concern the Government of
the Islamic Republic of Iran; rather, what is at issue is the damage done to the 
common human conscience. The contemporary civilized human community cannot ana should 
not tolerate such crimes ; we are sincerely thankful and appreciative to those delegations 
who share our view and have expressed their condemnation of the continuous use made o 
chemical weapons by Iraq. The Government of Iraq has used chemical weapons also in the 
last week, and the latest use of such weapons has been made early this week. Iraq has 
never desisted from the use of such weapons although it has requested.the . Conference on 
Disarmament to give it the opportunity to participate in its work it aia no even 
desist from using chemical weapons when the mission of the Secretary-General, was m 
Iran in order to investigate the use of such weapons. * It did not even refrain from 
using chemical weapons on that occasion. This august body, is a disarmament conference, 
and it respects and honours the very humane responsibility assigned to it. It is no 
an armament conference that Iraq is going to address. In the face of the grave assaiu 
done to the conscience of all men due to the use of internationally prohibited chemical 
weapons by Iraq and the continuation of that crime, we oppose any kind of participation 
of Iraq in the Conference's 1964 session. Ve do not believe that the Conference s 0 

accept the humiliation done to it by this request.
< H-
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Mr. 5KALLI (Morocco) (translated from French): Ve recently learned that Iraq
Already, on 2 April 1984, thatwished to make a statement to our Conference. 

country submitted a request to us that it should be allowed to participate in our 
work. As everyone is aware, els a result of the objection of a member State of the 
Conference, it was r.ot possible to reach a consensus to accede to this request.
Today, the point ,at issue is a request different from the preceding one. Indeed, in a 
gesture of goodwill, Iraq wishes to express its views on a matter which concerns us 
all, since there is every reason to believe that the statement by the Iraqi 
representative will focus on the problem of the use of chemical weapons. 
us that all the members of the Conference, without any exception, would find it 
useful to hear the Iraqi point of view in order to be in a position to form a clear 
opinion and also in order to define the responsibilities in that regal'd.

It seems to

The Moroccan delegation would like to express its sincere regrets that it was 
not possible, as the result of the attitude of one delegation, to reach a consensus on 
the request made by Iraq to participate in our work, particularly since thus far the 
Conference has never barred representatives, who so desired, from addressing us.

In view of the serious charges that have been made against Iraq, it would have 
been fair and equitable to allow the Iraqi representative to come before us and 
to present the point of view of his Government on the 'unquestionably inportant issue 
of the use or non-use of chemical weapons.

I will make a brief statement to respondMr. SIPlJAN’I (Islamic Republic of Iran) : 
to the statements of the distinguished delegates of Egypt and Morocco.

With regard to ny Egyptian colleague who said that the Conference has accepted, 
on many occasions, such requests, I think that is a very good point ; I think that 
should be the case. But, the very fact that the Conference has to decide on such 
requests reflects the concern that the Conference should have the option of making a 
selection with regard to such requests. Not every State can have the righu to 
comment, to take the time of this important body, when it is itself violating 
the very principle that this body is going to promote. Who is going to address t e 
vital matters discussed in the Conference? I ask my Egyptian colleague : Who is 
going to address these vital matters that the Conference has before it? The State 
which is openly violating it? And what does it want to say here? My colleague 
from Morocco says that the representative of Iraq should be given a chance to cone 
here to bring clarifications concerning the accusations levelled against it.
I think, and I think everybody knows here, that the report of the Secretary-General s 
mission to Iran to investigate the use of chemical weapons is veiy clear and contains
all necessary clarifications. I think only that the participation of the Iraqi 
representative in this Conference is nothing but a humiliation of this august body. 
Ve reiterate once again that as long as Iraq is using chemical weapons, and I %aid 
that early this week Iraq again used chemical weapons against Iranian forces, as 
long as this continues, there is no chance of Iraq taking part in this honoured body'.
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(The President

item of importance during this session will, of course, be continuée
He are obviously faced here with the eminent 

of these weapons to more and more countries. It
swiftly and efficiently

Another
work on a chemical weapons -convention. 
isk of uncontrolled ?rc-l .fere-, * •. or:

is therefore necessary that these negotiations are carried on
a draft convention can be putIf so,

of the Conference and other Statesand in a spirit of constructive co-operation, 
together soon and be presented to the members 
for their consideration.

Conference has been able to establish an ad hoc
With the skilled and experiencedIt is gratifying that the

chairmanship^^Ambassador"Vejvoda^^here^are^ood prospects for some tangible progress 

with regard to this question.

CD/PV.265
II

(Mr. Abe, Japan)

Next, I must not fail to mention the question of the prohibition of chemical 
weapons as well.

Chemical weapons cause far-reaching injuries and effects, extensively as well
The factas indiscriminately, not only on combatants, .but. -also on ordinary citizens.

(Cont ' d)



CD/PV.263
12

(Mr. Abe, Japan)

that chemical weapons are actually incorporated in the weapons systems of a number 
of countries and are stockpiled in enormous quantities on this Earth poses a grave 
threat to the peace and security of international society. In fact, there occurred 
this year an inadmissible event in that cheraidal weapons were actually used in the 
Iran-Iraq conflict.

This is eloquent testimony of the need for us not only urgently to reduce and 
destroy the existing large amount of chemical weapons stocks, but also to seèk the 
early conclusion of a global and comprehensive convention banning chemical weapons 
so as to preclude their development and production.

In April this year, Vice-President Bush of the United States, by attending- 
in person a meeting of this Conference and presenting a draft convention, expressed 
the positive attitude of the United States Government toward this particular issue. 
Prior to this, in February of this year, the Soviet Union also gave a positïvé- 
sign regarding verification, matters, though limited in scope to the destruction'"of 
chemical weapons stocks.

I appreciate and welcome such concrete proposals put forward by the 
United States and the Soviet Union. Japan will continue to participate actively, 
as in the past, in the deliberations and negotiations on the question of the

I wish Japan's advancedprohibition of chemical weapons atT this Conference. 
technologies would make some-contribution in this, field.

CD/PV.263
16

(Mr, Vida3. Yugoslavia)

The last»,contribution during the,-spring session to the elaboration of the 
convention on the ^prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of 
chemical weapons- and on their destruction was made by the United States delegcPion 
through the submission of their text of a draft convention. In our view, this and 
other proposals considered in the Ad hoc Committee offer a sound basis for the 
Conference to present already this year in its report to the General Assembly the 
first agreed provisions of the convention and to finalize it next year, 
this would be equal to failure of the Conference.

Less than



In tha negotiations on the prohibition of chemical 0f certain
achieved during the spring session, particulnrly In the drartli S

Progress should also be possible m the lieia oi unu
S and of their verification. Most of us have ust

the Government of the Federal Republic of Germany
I wish warmly to congratulate

of that

was
key definitions. 
elimination of stockpiles 
returned from Munster, where
organized, admirably, a seninar en these 1“““; on thQ suocss3
Ambassador Wegener and, through .rrrrticia’tc personally in the

t was. unfortunately, unable to particip--.^- Pv. • * f f
' that it fully achieved its objective: consequently, far iron

that it tnUy-resents a part of the negotiating process and

positive contribution to its progress.

initiative, 
seminar, but I know 
being an academic exercise 
will, I am sure, prove a

GD/iV.263 
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(Mr. De_La_GorceFrance)

con '

Today we open the second part of oui' annual session. It is h pe
the French delegation that it will be marked by progress. First oi *11 in the sphere 
of chemical disarmament. We are resuming our taslc with proven methods ana on the 
basis of particularly comprehensive do curent at ion. Our wish is the same as re&ards 
rSolcgiEî weapons, an item on which negotiation must be continued in the framework 
oJ the E Hoc Committee that we have re-established. We also hope that the committee 
dealing with negative security assurances will be able to resume a tau. in wtuchje 
continue to be very keenly interested. Finally, the Conference will nave o .on 
what is to be done with record to the conprehensi ve programme of uisar...a.T.ent, 
concerning which we have also re-established an ad hoc committee.

CD/PY.2'64
Ô

(Mr. Flores Plea, Mexico)

to the bonclusion of a 
Ue are

bres^t'^ ÏZ&Zi super-Powers,
encouraged by the proposals submitted in this connection by the two super

CD/PV.264
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(Mr. Ale33i. Italy)

T*1
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Just before the end of the spring session, the Chairman of the 
Ad Hoc Committee submitted to us document CD/CW/WP.8I containing compromise^ 
proposals drafted in the form of treaty articles. My delegation supports that 
initiative by Ambassador Ekeus. At the present stage, the impulse-giving and 
mediating role of the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee may prove of capital

Document VJP.81 recognizes that no thorough consideration has been
We think that this question, asimportance.

given to the structure of the future convention, well as that of the procedure to be follovjed in embarking upon the drafting of the
Working paper CD/435 submitted by aconvention, should be tackled forthwith.of socialist countries contains useful suggestions in that respect.group

which will be held during the summer session will have the.
that the Vice-President of the United otates presented 

This draft contains a coherent set of
The negotiations 

benefit of the draft treaty 
to the Conference on 18 April last, provisions regulating all aspects, down to the smallest details, of the highly 
complex problems of a universal and global prohibition 01 cnemical weapons. It 
therefore takes the negotiations a stage further. It is, sc far, principally 
the provisions on verification that have been the subject 01 preliminuiy
reactions.

It has to be recognized that the production-of chemical weapons is intimately
For the monitoringlinked with production for peaceful ends in civil industry, 

of the non-manufacture of chemical weapons to be effective, states parties to 
the convention must accept international inspection.

The problem of possible clandestine stockpiling and that of possible 
clandestine production exist and arc formidable indeed : the United S va ues uraft

That answer compelstreaty supplies a courageous and efficient answer to them, 
us to think seriously, since it represents not only a technical solution but 
also, above all, a new approach to inter-State relations in the security field.

In his statement on 26 April last, Ambassador Fields furnished important 
explanations, stating that the i:opcn invitation" approach was not intended to 
impose a heavier burden on some States than on others. We hope that this 
clarification, which indicates that the "open invitation" approach is to be 
applied fairly to differing economic and political systems will be rightly 

It bears witness to the; readiness of the draft's authors tounderstood, 
negotiate in a constructive spirit.

The use made ofChemical weapons remain weapons of fearful efficiency. 
them in the conflict between Iran and Iraq and, probably, in other parts of the 
world as well, has surprised 'and aroused public opinion. The specialized press 
recently reported the testing of new missiles specially designed oo carry 
chemical charges. This shows once again to what an extent chemical weapons 
remain an important element in General Staff plans and in the qualitative 
development of military arsenals.
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Before acceding to a convention prohibiting chemical weapons for all time, 
each State will wish above all to make sure that the convention will be strictly 
respected by all parties.

With the exception of chemical weapons, the other matters appearing in our 
programme of work still await substantive consideration. - The appointment of so 
experienced a colleague as Ambassador Vejvoda to the chairmanship of the Ad Hoc 
Committee on Radiological Weapons ensures that a fresh impulse will be given to 
negotiations on that subject. A convention prohibiting radiological weapons 
would, in the present poor international climate, have a political significance 
well above-its intrinsic value. A success in this field would testify to a
revival of confidence.

All that is neededAgreement on agenda item 5 is possible, as we all know, 
is to want it. By comparison with last April, I see at least two new reasons which 
should induce us to try to reach a positive conclusion to our consultations and 
to establish an ad hoc committee on the prevention of an arms race in outer space. 
First, there is the session of the. Committee on Peaceful Uses of Outer Space which 
is taking place in Vienna at this very time. Owing to a confusion as to competence 
that we consider deplorable, the question of what is termed the militarization 
of outer space appears as the first item on the agenda for that session. It must 
be admitted that the lack of any progress in the Conference on Disarmament, the 
appropriate forum for discussing matters of this kind, is obviously conducive to 
such regrettable dispersion of effort.

The second reason is the contents of the report to the United States Congress 
on United States space policy which was distributed to us on 12 April last. I 

that; all delegations found that document as instructive and interesting 
It is a document of a global and detailed nature which

am sure
to read as did my own.
tackles frankly the salient aspects of the military uses of outer space, 
explains, inter alia, the factors which, in the view of the authorities in 
Washington, stand in the way of the identification of effective measures that 
could be negotiated at once. Differing opinions are, of course, possible, but 
they ought to be expressed with a comparable degree of precision. If a discussion 
of that kind took place within the framework of an ad hoc committee with a general 
mandate of an exploratory nature, we would be able to perform the important 
background work that is required. By doing so we would accomplish the first step 
which, at this stage, can only be the identification of the questions connected

A whole session would not

It

with the prevention of an arms race in outer space, 
suffice for an in-depth discussion of all the issues raised by the report I have
mentioned.

The penultimate chapter of this.report contains a preliminary evaluation of 
initiatives taken by the Soviet Union with regard to the prevention of an arms 
race in outer space. If, within the framework of an ad hoc committee, the 
Soviet delegation could reply to the comments made in the report, we could do the 
work which the distinguished representative of India eloquently requested on 
26 April last.

Furthermore, some detailed views on the subject were put forward by our 
distinguished French colleague, Ambassador de La Gorce, on behalf of his 
Government at our last meeting. They deserve our full attention.
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^yLi—VaLtasaa rT_z__Fi_n Land)

tne noncur today to introduce to the Conference on Disarmament a working 
do ciment on the subject of chemical weapons with the title "Technical evaluation 
cf selected scientific methods for 1ihe verification of chemical disarmament1' 
(CB/505). This document is the seventh publication in the series of technical 
handbooks, the so-called Finnish Blue Books, introduced to the Committee and the 
Conference on Disarmament by the Finnish delegation since 1977 under the general 
title "Methodology and instrumentation for sampling and analysis in the verification 
of chemical disarmament".

1 nave

The prohibition cf chemical weapons continues to receive particular attention
In our view the conclusion of a comprehensivewithin Finnish disarmament policy.

treaty on chemical weapons would be an important rontriout-ion, not only in 
eliminating completely a category of weapons of mass destruction, but also in a 
broader perspective of international relations. Recent developments involving the 
use of chemical weapons remind us of the urgency of concluding, at the earliest 
possible time, a comprehensive treaty banning chemical weapons.

The question cf a comprehensive chemical weapons ban has been on the agença -of
The complex nature cf the problem 

The differing
the Conference on Disarmament for a long time, 
has been fully revealed in the course of the negotiations, 
perceptions of individual States on the central issues have been clarified. Yet, the 

of negotiations has demonstrated the importance given by all parties to the
It has also yielded a degree of common 

This is well reflected in
process
urgent conclusion of a comprehensive treaty, 
understanding on the main elements to be included in it. 
document CD/416 describing the status of the work at the end of the summer part of 
last year1s session and the many valuable contributions submitted until then.

(Cont' d)
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During the spring part of this year's session of the Conference important new 
contributions were made. I should like to recall intervalle the statement by the 
Soviet Union on some aspects of verification, the documents submitted by delegations, 
nctably of the Federal Republic of Germany, United Kingdom, China, the Netherlands, 
Yugoslavia, as well as the draft convention presented by the delegation of the 
United States in April. The proposals made by you, Mr. President, in your capacity 
as Chairman of the Ac Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, and by the Chairmen of-the 
three Working Groups equally -deserve appreciation.

One of the most difficult problems in negotiations on banning chemical weapons 
has been verification. Many delegations have focussed on this crucial question in 
their contributions. Finland on her part has endeavoured to contribute to the 
advancement of the negotiations by initiating in 1973 a project on technical aapewu

Our work has concentrated on the creation of an analytics- capacity 
for verification on chemical warfare agents. The goal of the work has been to develop 
procedures which could be internationally applied when a comprehensive treaty is 
concluded.' Our purpose has been to accumulate knowledge on and develop moaem 
analytical procedures with the potential of providing technical means for .
verification. We hope such work could contribute to the progress of the negotiations 
in the Conference on Disarmament or at least be useful once a treaty has been *

of verification.

concluded.
Starting in 1973 from a general review of suitable methods and techniques, the 

work cf the Finnish project advanced towards a more systematic phase comprising 
development and application of selected technical procedures, establishment of a 
data bank and building up of reference and standard compound collections. During lvs 
ten- years of existence, the Finnish project has developed detailed procedures-, or 
systematic identification nf nerve agents, their precursors and degradation products 
as well as of potential non-pncsphoreus agents. Methods of sampling and the race 
analysis of nerve agents from environmental samples have been elaborated. —e res’ s 
of the work have been published and submitted in seven working documents tb the

The list of these documents appears atConférence on Disarmament, beginning in 1977» 
the beginning of document CD/505»

The document now submitted by the Finnish delegation aims at being sin.ii.taneously 
a summary of previous work and a concise description of the present stave of the 
methodology of the Finnish project. The- objective of the report is to evaluate^ 
the "potential of existing technical means for verification tasks requiring chemica 
expertise. The report is, not meant to be a proposal for future verifiesvicn 
procedures, but an evaluation of the technical means cf handling possible ven ica icr. 
tasks, presented for the purpose of advancing discussion. Furthermore, the repc-r^ 
is not a collection of detailed analysis of procedures but a general description of 
the application of different technical means to selected verification tasks, The; 
purpose is to provide a picture of all the analytical methods needed for the completion 
of each of the tasks. In order to meet a wide range of verification tasks a number 
of analytical methods have been developed arid described.
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'Chapter "2 of document CE/505 discusses the possible verification tasks which might 
be required in the future Convention, in the context of destruction of stocks of 
chemical weapons, prohibition, o.f.production and development and verification of 
alleged use of chemical weapons. In chapter 3 the different verification 
ranges — on-site., near-site and off-site — are discussed. Chapter 4 presents a. 

summary of the technical means for verification of chemical agents which can be 
utilized by both national and international organizations to collect information 
on compliance with the Convention. Automatic monitoring, sample collection and 
methods for analysis in two types of laboratories, a so-called central laboratory 
and a mobile field laboratory, are discussed in detail in chapters 5 to 8.

In chapter 9 it has been assumed that verification tasks could be nandled with 
different combinations of automatic monitors and laboratory analysis. Whenever 
possible, use of tamper—free automatic monitors of the "black box" type is preferred. 
For control of the destruction of stocks and of production facilities, these 
monitors could be used in combination with inspections carried out by qualified ■ 
inspectors capable of doing field tests and of collecting representative samples 
for scientific analysis and identifications of prohibited compounds. Samples can 
be analysed either in a mobile field, laboratory or in a central laboratory.

The most demanding analystical task is obviously met when only a small amount r 

of a previously unknown agent is found in a complex environment, such as soil,
Two aspects of this general problempossibly in an advanced state of decomposition, 

are discussed in chapter 11.

This publication, CD/505, '"•■ompletes a cycle of work on systematic identification
The Finnish project will now concentrate on two areas:of chemical warfare agents.

first, ce the development of instruments with better performance in order to meet 
the requirements of very fast progress in the field of instrumental analysis, and 
second, on the special requirements of verification of a comprehensive chemical 
weapons ban, particularly on developing selected monitors with very long time 
recording capability. The selection of future priorities will of course depend not 
only on the findings cf the project but also on the progress of the negotiations on 
a comprehensive chemical weapons ban in the Conference on Disarmament.



of chemical weapons, my delegation
Ve hope thatregard to the question of the prohibition

the Ad Hoc Committee resumed its work without delay.
characterized its first meetings will prevail in the 

view already expressed by others that the
Chairman, CD/CW/WP.81, constitutes a. good b .s 

We would hope that by the end of - 
future convention and 

It should also

with
is gratified that 
the constructive spirit which

Cur delegation shares thefuture.
document prepared by the Committee's 
for the continuation of the Committee's work, 
this session it will be possible to agree on the scope of a 
definitions and to reach agreement on the destruction of stocks, 
be possible to reach agreement on the structure of a convention, 
oossible as well to narrow divergencies on verification, provided that all 
delegations will demonstrate objectivity in their approach and readiness to 
comoromise and concessions. One of our distinguished colleagues has, recently an 
ooeriy, although not in this room, deplored the lack of political will °n the part 
of the delegations of socialist countries in these negotiations. In this 
connection I should like to stress that the political will on their part, or our 
part, exists, but not to accept unrealistic verification concepts such as presented
in the United States draft convention.

It may be

CD/pv.265

(Mr. Issraelyan, USSE'l

313 -o vhe United States document on the prohibition of chemical
weapons, tne introduction of which was so highly advertised. The document is 
actually far from being an expression of any desire to resolve the issues of 
prcnioiving and eliminating chemical weapons. Its essence has already revealed 
i self clea_^.j enough: it puts up additional hurdles in the way of solving the
extremely important problem of banning chemical weapons. This applies first of all 
.o the United States "initiative" which will have and, unfortunately, has already 
had a negative impact on the course of the negotiations. We urge all of our 
partners to show a fitting sense of responsibility and political will, 
interests of maintaining international security and stability must finally prevail 
over selfish considerations and ambitions.

The global

CD/PV.265
19

(Mr. Turbanski, Poland)

ra
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On Id April of tnis year, tne vice-rresiaent oi tne uruteu ot^teo,
Honourable George Bush, introduced in this conference a draft convention for the 
prohibition of chemical weapons, contained in document CD/pOO. This draft convention 
contains the United States proposals for the contents of an agreement that would 
provide a complete and verifiable ban on chemical weapons. It was introduced in 
order to help accelerate the work of the Conference on Disarmament in achieving 
such a ban. The introduction of this text is the most recent in a long series of 
United States efforts and initiatives, towards the achievement of this goal. Our 
draft is intended as a contribution to the Conference's work and will provide the 
basis for other papers to be presented by the United States delegation on specific 
issues as they are discussed. But, as I indicated in my statement of 26 April, - 
my delegation does not have a monopoly on creativity. We are ready and willing to 
consider any alternative approaches as long as they would satisfy our fundamental 
objective, and that is an effective ban on chemical weapons.

bUC

The efforts of many interested delegations have gone into the process of this 
important undertaking, and much more remains to be done. A week ago today, many 
now in this Chamber had just returned from the chemical weapons workshop sponsored 
by the Federal Republic of Germany. The workshop was a significant contribution 
to our work on a chemical weapons ban, and all of those in attendance have a

(Cont'd)



Today I will discuss the first set of issues — what a party must not do
In this area agreement appears to have been 

number of secondary issues remain. 
United States draft draws extensively

und r a chemical weapons ban.
rea hed on the key issues, although a
You will notice that in this area thefrom the results of the Conference on Disarmament's past work.

CD/PV.266
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(Mr. Fields. United States)

better understanding of the complexity of the problems associated with the 
destruction of chemical weapons. Moreover, they have clearer insights into 
the verifiability of this process and the importance of on-site vérifie 
of destruction of chemical weapons to the effectiveness of a convention.
We are indebted to the Federal Republic of Germany for this excellent 
manifestation of its continuing support of this critical negotiation.

readiness to continue to work
ban on chemical weapons.Today I want to emphasize our Not

as soon as possible.
Today I would like to begin a review of the current status of the iss 

involved in a chemical weapons ban, and explain how the United States dra-t 
convention approaches each of these issues. Basically, a ban on conical 
weapons must deal with four types of issues: first, what a party to the 
convention is prohibited from doing, that is, what it must not do, secon ,

third, what a party must do; and fourth, the verificati
confidence that States are complyingwhat a party may do;

that will be necessary to providemeasures 
with their obligations.

A statement of what must be prohibited by a chemical weapons ban can 
be summarized in a single phrase — a party should not have anything -- 
anything at all — to do with chemical weapons. This basic prohibitio 
is expressed in the first article of the United States draft convention. 
The parties must not develop, produce, otherwise acquire, stockpile, 
retain, or transfer chemical weapons. To understand the scope of this 
prohibition, however, it is necessary to understand what is meant by e 
term "chemical weapons". This term is defined by article II. Chemical 
weapons" are defined as, first, "super-toxic lethal, other lethal, and 
other harmful chemicals and their precursors" of types or in quantities

Thus, the definition of "chemicalnot justified for permitted purposes. 
weapons" incorporates a general "purpose" criterion.

"Super-toxic lethal chemicals" are extremely dangerous and toxic
such as mustard gas and the nerve gases, that have little or no

lethal chemicals" are chemicalschemicals, 
use other than in chemical warfare. "Other

0) O
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that are somewhat less dangerous and less toxic, chemicals such as hydrogen
be used in chemical warfare but also have uses 

"Other harmful chemicals1'" arc chemicals that arccyanide or phosgene, that can
in the chemical industry. .. .__less toxic still, and therefore less dangerous, but which nevertheless

Fr"-
are included in the definition of chemical weapons.

There arc also certain chemicals which are specifically excluded by 
this definition, namely less toxic chemicals that are usee for domestic 
law-enforcement and domestic riot control purposes. arc less
toxic chemicals used as herbicides. The hostile use of such chemical-- as 
herbicides, however, is already effectively banned by international law.
We recognize that many advocate the inclusion of such chrm_cal - 
e^cafweapone ban. In vi=« of the widespread development production, 
and use of these chemicals for permitted purposes, we have not been 
persuaded that including them would increase the effectiveness Oi 
convention.

in the
Also included ara 

harm through
But the scope of the definition of "chemical weapons 

United States draft does not stop with toxic chemicals, 
munitions or devices specifically designed to cause de;ath or 
the release of the various chemicals I have discussed. Thus,>not only 
are chemicals included in the definition of "chemical ’^pons , but al. 
any type of munitions or devices used to release the,, on the battle:ieio. 
Finally, the definition of "chemical weapons" includes any equipment 
chemical specifically designed to be used in conjunction , designed
munitions or devices. Thus, for example a chemical specificall^dcsig.
to make a gas mask ineffective by neutralizing 1 - 
considered to be a chemical weapon.

The basic prohibition contained in article I ^y°?^t^ovide, an
that I have discussed thus far - this artic_c a- £

other activities in preparation for the use Oi 
proposed in this forum by the 

the training of troops to
themselves.

obligation
obligation not to conduct 
chemical weapons. This reflects an idea 
delecation of Sweden, that such activities as

"chemical weapons be banned along with the W^Prore DrCcise
refinement of this concept is necessary to make xt more precx 

that legitimate protective activities arc hot hampered.
use 
Further
and to ensure

Subparagraph <=> of article I would prohibit the 
in any armed conflict. This provision Mas incorporated i ofSc^cnlcai 

attached by States to a provision banning use oi: ^
The language proposed by the United States provi esthe importance

weapons.

.a
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comprehensive ban without undermining the 1925 Geneva Protocol. The prohibition 
in the United States draft is similar to, but distinct from, the prohibition 
contained in the Protocol. The Protocol bans the use of chemical weapons in 
war, although many Parties have explicitly reserved the right to retaliatory use.

read in conjunction with article XIV, which stipulates 
Convention shall detract from the 1925 Geneva Protocol,

in effect, the proposed chemical
Article I must be

that nothing in this
which would continue in full force. Thus,
weapons convention would broaden a State's obligation but not rfP^ce t e 
Protocol. If for any reason a party to the convention should withdraw .rom the 
chemical weapons convention, the 1925 Protocol would still be in place as 
a sort of "safety net" — to continue to regulate that party's actions.
However, as I suggested moments earlier, the proposed prohibition on 
several important differences from that now in existence pursuant to the 
Geneva Protocol. For one thing, combined with the prohibition on possession, 
there would be effectively no right of retaliatory use of chemical weapons 
after the existing stocks of a State have been destroyed. Second, the proposed 
provision prohibits use in any "armed conflict" rather than in "war". The 
concept of "armed conflict" is well-defined in the laws of war; the most 
recent revisions to the laws of war contained in.the 1977 Protocols additional 
to the 1949 Geneva Conventions, for example, have taken great pains to 
emphasize that they will be applicable in all "armed conflicts" rather than only 
in "wars of national liberation" where some have argued that international law 
pertaining to "war" does not apply.

use has

Finally, sub-paragraph (d) of article I of the United States draft^is 
an undertaking not to assist, encourage, or induce, dircctly^or indirectly^ 
anyone to engage in activities prohibited to the parties, 
is a non-circumvention clause, if you will. It means that no party could 
circumvent the convention by aiding any other States, organizations, or 
individuals in doing something that it could not do itself under the 
convention.

see that article I contains a comprehensive set of provisions
The situation once the treaty becomes

States would
Thus, wo can

designed to prevent chemical warfare.
effective would be in sharp contrast to the current situation, 
not have the capacity to wage war with chemical weapons, whereas today the most

chemical warfare is by threatening retaliation in kind.
chemical warfare and not merelycommon way of deterring

By seeking to eliminate the capacity to wage 
to deter the use of such a capability, we are seeking a more stable 
international situation and enhanced security for all.

view should be prohibited under a chemiQalToday I have outlined what in ourweapons ban. This area is perhaps less controversial than others, but it is 
fundamental to a sound convention. As I have mentioned, I will return to our draft

interventions to address other aspects of the United Statesconvention in later 
approach.
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I should like to address briefly certain aspects of the prohibition of chenical 
working body of which is under yokr guidance.weapons, the

The proposals you tabled in the Ad Hoc Conmlttee on Qieroical Weapons, in 
document CD/CW/WP.81 reflect a purposeful approach towards the implementation of

It is positive that these proposals have the form of
We regard the texts in document CD/CW/WP.Slthe Committee's mandate. 

draft articles of a future convention.example of the significant work carried out in the working body on the
The continuity in the negotiations on theas an

prohibition of chemical weapons. prohibition of chemical weapons is a much needed element, conducive to the creation
of a businesslike atmosphere.

in point is the issue of diversion ofechemical weapon stocks for 
permitted purposes. The formulations on this issue contained in your document 
reflect the continuity in the positions of participating delegations — with regard 
to both the applicability of this method and to its technical definition. The 
delegation of the People's Republic of Bulgaria, which has made its own modest 
contribution to the elaboration of this definition, considers the parts of 
document CD/CW/WP.81 which deal with the issue of diversion as a very positive 
development. The participants in the negotiations have made known that they are 
convinced in principle of the technical feasibility of this form of destruction, 
which is laid down in numerous documents.

A case

Scientific circles are also unanimous with respect to the possibilities of
In the course ofconverting chemicals from chemical weapons into useful products. 

the negotiations, many examples have been given on the application which toxic 
chemicals have in the civil industries.

And yet one .delegation has now departed from this understanding, indeed from
In the draft convention on the banning of chemical weapons,its previous position, proposed by the United States (document CD/500) the issue of diversion of chemical

weapons has been disregarded.
TheWe look upon the issue of diversion in a larger socio-economic aspect, 

conversion of part of the current chemical-weapon stockpiles, to be accomplished 
as a result of the application of a future convention, will materialize the 
long-standing yearning of Ihited Nations Member States to divert for peaceful 
purposes the means and resources released as a result of disarmament.
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Instead, I nave' asked for the floor to introduce to you three documents which 
have been prepared as new Norwegian contributions to the work of the Conference

with agenda item 4 concerning chemical weapons and item 1 concerningin connection 
a nuclear test ban.

The first two documents of the Conference on Disarmament relate to the most
total ban on chemical weapons. Theseimportant and promising negotiations on a 

negotiations are being most efficiently led by the Chairman of the Ad Hoc 
Committee on Chemical Weapons, Ambassador Rolf Ekéus of Sweden, to whom we wish to

Norway supports the initiative which he has taken with apay special tribute, 
view to promoting the negotiations, including his proposals in document

chemical weapons convention.CD/CW/WP.81 for draft articles for parts of

The Government of Norway has expressed its appreciation for the tabling of 
the United States draft treaty on 18 April by Vice-President Bush, which 
represents an essential and most positive element in the negotiations. It has alpo 
welcomed the important statement made by Ambassador Victor Issraelyan of the 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on 21 February with regard to verification of 
a chemical weapons ban. Finally, let me today also mention the most successful 
demonstration of destruction of chemical weapons at the workshop in Hunster, 
Federal Republic of Germany, on 12-14 June, which will no doubt give a further 
impulse to the negotiations on a chemical weapons convention.

(Cont'd)
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The Norwegian research programme on sampling and analysis of. chemical warfare 
agents under winter conditions, which was initiated in 1981, is already known to 
the Conference through documents CD/311 and CD/396, and two previous research 
reports.

Working Paper CD/5O8, which I have the honour to present today, outlines the 
results of, and the conclusions-which can be drawn from, the third part of the 
research programme, which was carried out during last winter. The research report 
itself is circulated as an annex to do examen t CD/509.

I would like to underline that oxor research programme is based on experiments 
carried out under field conditions. This implies that samples of chemical agents 
are kept outdoor to deteriorate by exposxire to the prevailing weather conditions, 
such as wind, changing temperature and snowfall. By doing this we have wanted to 
make sxore that oxor findings have as realistic a basis as possible and that they 
are of direct relevance to the verification mechanisms to be agreed'upon in a 
futxire chemical weapons convention.

Bxxring the winter 198.3/1984 the investigations were extended to examine in 
depth those chemical warfare agents which are particxilarly xinstable, and xvhere 
verification may be a problem within a foxir-week timeframe. This period, we 
believe, is a reasonable time for an international inspection team to be organized 
and sent to select samples from an alleged contaminated area. .Those agents are 
the so-called G-nerve agent such as sarin and soman and the blister agent mustard. 
In order to increase the possibility of definite verification of the two xanstable 
nerve agents sarin and soman, we included analysis of their decomposition products 
and also the two main impxarities formed dxxring their production. In addition, we 
studied the effect of droplet size and carried out several experiments xander 
different climatic conditions with the three warfare agents. The three research - 
reports presented to CD so far contain, therefore, detailed information on 
several different factors which will influence the possibility qf verification 
of use of chemical agents, namely: penetration in snow, coverage of sxxowf all, 
temperatxore, wind speed, droplet size and interference from battlefield background.

Experiments carried out last year showed that temperatxore vas a very important 
factor as regards the possibility of verification xander winter conditions. Low 
temperatxares increased greatly the possibility of obtaining positive verification 
of the three unstable agents, whereas tempera txares close to zero led to rapid

In the latter case verification by means of.deterioration of the samples, 
decomposition products or production by-products proved most important and 
greatly facilitated the verification efforts. It shoxold also be mentioned that 
as regards mustard gas, verification was made easier the larger the droplet size.

The experiments carried out so far prove that use of selective and sensitive
whichanalytical methods make it possible to verify use of a nxxmber of agents 

are specified in the research report and in the Working Paper — well beyond 
foxor weeks.

During the winter 1983/84 a new line of investigation was also initiated in 
order to gain practical experience in the problems of sample collection, sample 
preparation and transportation of samples. The first experiment took place 
100 km from the main laboratory, whereas a second test took place 1,400 km from 
the laboratory. The results from these experiments seem to be interesting and 
highly relevant to the role which the Consxoltative Committee and its subsidiary 
bodies may be called upon to perform within a futxore convention.

_



a aanventiin aust not do. mentioned that certain "permitted activa ties ere no. 
included in cur proposed han — in other words, there are certain things that - 
party nay do. In ny remarks today I will describe more completely 
views on permitted activities under the chemical weapons convention.

Let me begin by stating our objective in this regard. The primary objectives -
chemical weapons convention.

(Cont'd)
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The results show that with regard to effects there are large differences 
between the different methods of preparing the samples for transportation, 
any special effort to preserve the samples the unstable agent will .deteriorate 
within 24 hours. As an example I can mention that from samples of mustard gas

left after 24 hours of transport without any precaution.

Without

only 2-9 per cent wasIt is clear that this finding has a very significant bearing on the future 
procedures to be selected for sampling and transport of any agent. A good method 
was shown to be extraction of the snow samples with an organic solvent. Furthermore, 
I should like to emphasize that extraction of samples was found possible even

This is awith simple equipment and under improvised field conditions, 
consideration that must be given due emphasis in this respect.

I hope that the conclusions of the Norwegian research programme so far, as 
described in documents CD/5O6 and CD/509, -can be of use for the work of the 
Conference on Disarmament, including its Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons. 
As I have already stated, our main focus has been to assist the Conference as 
regards the elaboration of the role of the Consultative Committee and its 
subsidiary bodies within the framework of s chemical weapons convention.

CO/PV 2o3
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These legitimate, peaceful uses of toxic chemicals generally are regarded as
This term is defined in paragraph 8 of article II of 

By "permitted purposes" we mean, first,
uses for "permitted purposes", 
the United States draft convention.
industrial, agricultural, research, medical, or other peaceful purposes, 
chemicals for such purposes have obvious benefits, not only to the countries 
represented in this distinguished forum, but to all mankind. The use of certain 
pesticides, for example, can greatly increase the yield of agricultural lands, thus 
enabling the world's population to be nourished better.

Uses of

The problem with permitted uses of toxic chemicals is that they pose a potential
We all want peaceful uses offor misuse and a corresponding problem for verification. 

chemicals to continue, but none of us wants such activities to be used for clandestine
This is a very serious problem, since many chemicals

Thus,chemical weapons production.
that are used in industiy can also be effectively used in chemical warfare, 
we recognise that a certain degree of regulation of permitted activities wall be 
necessary in any convention banning chemical weapons. The United States jprcposa- 
for such regulations, and their implementation, is presenter1 in arti-le uxl and 
annex III of our draft convention. In paragraph 1 of article III we propose that a 
party may only possess or use chemicals for permitted activi»ues in types and 
quantities consistent with such purposes. Thus, if anyone, whether linked to the 
government or not, purports to be engaged in permitted activities but possesses 
chemicals inappropriate to that activity or in amounts in excess of that legitimately 
needed for the*activity, then that would be a violation of the convention.

although any chemical may he used for one or more permitted purposes, 
specific chemicals which pose special risks for diversion to chemical 

believe that these chemicals must he subject to particular 
the degree of risk they pose and the degree to which they 

To this end. Annex 111 presents three schedules of chemicals

Moreover, 
there are some 
weapons purposes, and we 
regulation, depending on 
are used in industiy. that are subject to special regulation if they are used for permi-tea purposes.

First, there are some chemicals ■— for example, super—toxic lethal nerve ga~es 
that are extremely dangerous, but also have limited applications for researc.,

These chemicals are listed in Sc.ieuuie A.
that the production and use of such chemicals

I.i other' words, no
medical, or protective purposes.
Paragraph 3 of article III proposes shall be in "laboratory quantities", that is, a few kilograms, 
large-scale commercial uses of such chemicals would oe allowed.

Second, there are other chemicals, such as hydrogen cyanide and phosgene,

The United States believes that each party should be required to annual rp = .
concerning the production and use of such chemicals. ..ecau^e Oi • . measures,
production and widespread use of these chemicals, more s r-ngen \ - ù 
such as on-site inspection, would not increase confluence in compliance.

-



re sene chemicals which are used for permitted purposes «hat 
d as those listed in Schedule B, and which pose a greater

These chemicals are listed in
Finally, there 

are not as widely u
risk of diversion to chemical weapons purposes. _
Schedule C. They are largely "key precursors", although some toxic chemica_s should 
also he included. The United States proposes not only that production and use of 
such chemicals he declared, hut also that their production should he suoject to 
systematic international on-site inspection on the basis of random selection of 
facilities. Our approach in this area is based on earlier proposals hy the 
delegations of the United Kingdom and the Federal Republic of Germany.

But the list of activities that should, be permitted does not stop with these
We believe that any convention must 

the United States
peaceful uses that I have discussed thus far. 
also have provisions, suck as those in articles II and III of 
draft, which allow the use of certain chemicals for "protective purposes 
"Protective purposes" arc defined as a subset of ''permitted purposes ; t 
purposes directly related to protection against chemical weapons, rather than 
directly related to the weapons themselves. For example, while a party may no^ 
produce mustard gas so as to be aole to engage in chemical warfare, it ms^ procure 
a small amount of mustard gas necessary to test clothing designed to protect lus 
troops from chemical attack.

Obviously, to prevent a party from using the "protective purposes" exception 
to maintain an inherent chemical weapons production capability, the amount ol 
chemicals that a party may have for "protective purposes1, must be careiully

for all toxic- chemicals, but especially for super-toxic 
Paragraph 2 of article III of the

United States draft provides for such detailed limitations. Specifically, an0lAl" u 
of super-toxic lethal chemicals and key precursors that a party may prouuce^or use 
for these purposes is strictly limited to the amounu vhat can be j us iec. ± o_ 
protective purposes, and in no event may the total amount exceed one ton per year. 
Once a party has produced or acquired its one ton limit, even if it has use^ scinG 
of that amount, it may not produce-"or acquire additional chemicals until uhe 
following year. If a party chooses to produce super-toxic lethal chemicals or Key 
orecursors for protective purposes, such production may only occur a^ z. single 
specialized facility": that is, a single, declared facility of limited capacity.
This facility would be subject to special verification measures. Vfhile a party 
may transfer such chemicals for protective- purposes to another party, the amounts 
of such transfers are limitée, and such chemicals may not be uransferrea o 
non-party State or re-transferred to n third State. If a party «ransfc_s suen 
chemicals for protective purposes, it must declare these transfers.

Thus, as is clear from paragraph 8 of article H, the United States believes 
that permitted activities should include those related to peaceful uses o± c. eniu > 
in our chemical industries and to protective activities. Paragraph 6 also me uaes^ 
as a "permitted purpose" any military purpose that does not make use of the chemicad 
action of a toxic chemical to cause death or injury. This is an important, bu - 
relatively technical exception, which "Demitc, fer example, the mill a
toxic chemical as a rocket fuel. This"provision would not provide a party with a 
capability for chemical warfare, since the chemicals involved are not suitable io_
this purpose.

regulated. This is trie 
lethal chemicals and tneir precursors.

CD/W.26G
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There are two other reasonable activities that would be allowed under the 
United States draft convention. Paragraph A of article 111 allows one party to 
assist another in the destruction of chemical weapons. Also, paragraph 5 of 
article III specifically protects activities for economic and technical development 
and co-operation in the field of peaceful chemical activities, including the 
exchange of toxic chemicals and equipment for peaceful purposes, from undue 
interference.

Though it is important not to hamper unduly the activities of our chemical 
industries, we must ensure that such industries are net*misused for the clandestine 
production of chemical weapons. This is the most important unresolved issue in the 
area of "permitted purposes". In attempting to develop a general approach for 
providing assurance of the proper use of a party's chemical industiy, a number of 
constructive and comprehensive proposals have been made by western delegations. But 
there have been no responses to these proposals nor any counter—proposals on this vital 

Progress simply cannot be made when members of the Conference c-hoose not to 
participate actively in this crucial area of discussion.

I believe that I have demonstrated today that the United States approach would not 
unduly interfere with necessary, permitted activities and yet would be effective in 
ensuring that such activities were not abused for prohibited purposes. We look forward 
to receiving comments from other delegations on the United States approach <>c this 
imrortant issue. I will continue to explain the United States draft convention in 
subsequent statements.

question.

CD/PV.263
15

(Mr. Vidas, Yugoslavia)

The Group of 21 wishes to express its satisfaction that the Conference 
has pursued its negotiating mandate and made progress in the elaboration of a 
convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons. 
in view of recent events the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons should 
continue the drafting of the convention witli the greatest urgency and with a 
view to ensuring that a draft text of the convention should be submitted in 
the report of the Conference to the thirty-ninth session of the United Nations 
General Assembly or as soon as possible.

The Group considers that

-



CD/PV 269
7

(The President)

The talks on the prohibition of chemical and radiological weapons also offer
The latest developments on these issues hardly advancelittle hope for success, 

the negotiations towards mutually acceptable agreements.



■ This type of issue is inherently one which must be settled primarily at the
Only if a universal prohibition cannot be negotiated

As far as we are concerned,world and universal level.
should one fall back upon a less ambitious level, 
this might be the Stockholm Conference, and we have taken in this spirit the

Switzerland thus attaches‘ proposals to that effect made in the Swedish capital. 
enormous importance to a cortvention on the general and universal prohibition of

It welcomes the efforts made in this field in thechemical weapons.Conference on Disarmament to achieve this goal, and hopes that the negotiations on 
this subject will be çrowned with success. For its part, my country remains 
determined to con ribute actively to the work of the group on these weapons within 
the Conference. , ,

Our interest in the conclusion of such a convention stems from security 
considerations, iand this implies in particular that the convention should include 
suitable verification procedures, a condition sine qua non for the renunciation 
of costly national measures of protection and defence. ,

CD/PV.270
10

(Mr. Brunner, Switzerland)

Following these remarks on arms control and disarmament in general, I should 
like to make some observations on chemical weapons.

The threat which these weapons represent is at present once again sadly 
topical. The danger they constitute is enhanced for two reasons. Firstly, the 
technology of chemical weapons is relatively simple and cheap, and is therefore 
within the reach of many States which might face greater temptation to employ them. 
Secondly, the effects of such weapons are such that it may Justifiably be asked 
whether they should not be biassed in the category of particularly hateful weapons 
in that they provoke unnecessary suffering.

Switzerland was one of the first States to sign the Geneva Protocol of 
17 June 1925 for the Prohibition of the Use in War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or 
Other Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare, which it ratified on 
12 July 1952. It is also a party to the Convention on the Prohibition of 
Bacteriological Weapons of 10 April 1972, which it ratified four years later.

The value of the Geneva Protocol is undiminished. It is therefore important 
for all States to accede to it, so that it can be" genuinely universal in scope. 
Switzerland therefore urges all States which have not yet acceded to the Protocol 
to take that step as rapidly as possible. The Geneva Protocol will thus become, 
while awaiting something better, a general prohibition on the first use of such 
weapons. '• ' ’•

However necessary it may be, this international instrument on the prohibition 
of use is not enough to eliminate the danger of the use of chemical weapons in case 
of armed conflict. Only disarmament measures which include the unqualified abolition 
of this category of weapons and the destruction of existing stocks will make it 
possible really to eliminate the danger.
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Switzerland is nevertheless aware of the fact that such work requires time, 
tine which the alarming situation in this sphere may not allow us. 
intermediary measures appear essential. Thus, if a general and universal agreement, 
whose technical modalities could give rise to lengthy discussions, cannot he signed 
shortly, Switzerland proposes that all States should forthwith make a solemn 
undertaking, in a suitable universal forum, to renounce the use of chemical weapons. 
Such an undertaking, of a political nature, which could be made under the auspices 
of the United Nations, for example, would immediately palliate the fact that nou 
all States are parties to the Geneva Protocol. It would therefore make it possible 
to await with greater peace of mind a general convention to eliminate the threat 
of chemical weapons for all time, and solemnly‘confirm the 'undertaking made by the 
States which have ratified the Geneva Protocol.

Immediate

As you know, Switzerland, which possesses a highly developed private chemicals 
, nevertheless does not produce any chemical weapons, and therefore does

Switzerland lias not acquired chemical
Our

industry
not export any such weapons. Furthermore
weapons abroad. Thus it does not possess any stockpiles of such weapons, 
airy's equiornent serves solely to protect combatants against the effects oi toxic 
chemicals in case of conflict. Army training is cpnfined to the proper use of the 
available means of defence. Civil defence is aimed at ensuring that in the event 
of conflict the civilian population is protected against the effects oi chemical 
weapons and other means of mass destruction.

To conclude, I should like to invite members and observers of the Conference 
on Disarmament to visit, during the firsr part of the 15^5 session, the Swiss Arcy s

They will be ablelaboratories for protection against chemical weapons at Spies. 
to visit an institution that the present times render necessary, and one which 
would be useful for verification purposes if a general convention were signed.

CD/F/.270
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(îîr. Boutros Boutros Ghali, Egypt)

Egypt looks forward to pooling efforts in order to speedily conclude a convention 
banning chemical weapons which provides principles and provisions that enhance its

Ve have no doubt that oui1dingcredibility and reinforce the security of its parties, 
up on what has been achieved so far will contribute to the Conference's efforts to 
attain this goal.
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Mr. President, today I will continue my series of statements to the Conference 
explaining how the United States draft convention on the prohibition of chemical 
weapons approaches each of the four major issues involved in a comprehensive and 
effective chemical weapons ban. Today I will consider the issue of what a party 
must do under such a ban.

There are two main actions that a party is required to take under the 
convention. First, a party must declare its activities related to chemical 
weapons and declare the areas and facilities where these activities take place.: 
Second, a party must destroy the production facilities and stockpiles that 
provide it with a capability to wage chemical warfare. I will deal with each 
of these requirements in turn.

In order to establish the locations and facilities that will be subject to 
systematic verification, article TV of the United States draft convention requires 
party to provide detailed information concerning all its activities that have a 

bearing on its capability to wage chemical warfare. The first of these 
"declarations" would occur even before the convention has entered into force

a

(Cont ' d)



Thus, ths United State-3 draft convention requires information 01 varying
the chemicals that bars some bearing cn the capability of a parry 

Thir information is necessary to ensure that these 
monitored in accordance with "Che

detail on
warfare.

■ chemi'cals are being destroyed, used, or 
provisions of the convention.

to wage

It is equally necessary to have detailed information on production facilities 
that produce cr have produced chemicals which could be used a^ uhemi-a^ weapons. 
The definition of a "chemical weapon? production facility 1 is contained m 
paragraph 10 of article II. The* United States draft convention would require 
parties, within ?0 days of entry into forc=, to declare their chemical weapons 
production facilities ana give their location, nature, and c-.p city, along 
other information specified in annex II. Annex II requires that chemical weapons 
production facilities be declared even if they have oeen destroyed or conver.ed 
to peaceful purposes, or were o- are dual-purpose facilities. Conversely, a par.y

In document CD/500, its draft 
when it signs the convention

States hasfor a party. The

riSEfoundation for aiding the /erification of the convention andwould provide a 
would be an important confidence-building measure.

Thirty days after the convention has entered ir,uo force for a pa^. y* more 
detailed declarations must be made concerning a party s chemical warfare 
capability. If a party in fact poasasses chemical weapons, that party mus 
precisely state the location of those weapons and tpe inventory of chemical 
Lid weaoons at each location byname, chemical structural fonnu.a, toxicity, 
and weight. Moreover, a party must declare whether it has any , „ls
lethal chemicals cr key precursors for protective purposes.^since the 
have a relationship to a party's capability to wage chemical warfare and thus 
must be closely monitored and regulated. If a party does not possess chemical 
weapons, this murt also be declared,

weapons purposes must also be declared on an annual basis. The extremely 
dangerous chemicals on schedule .1 uf the draft convention, tnoug.. permi e 
very small quantities for research, medical; or protective purposes, pose a 
high risk for diversion tc encxical weapons Information on tne persons 
authorized to possess these chemicals au:d the quantity produced and uses made 
of them must be reported annually- Chemicals on schedule î have „arge—sea e 
peaceful purposes but also pos- a particular risk for diversion to c emica 

Annual reports must be made cn ths quantities, of these chemicals
Annual reports onweapons.

produced, imported, and exported, and on tneir end us^s- 
chemicals listed on schedule C, which also pose a particular risk of being

the amount produced, imported,diverted to chemical weapons, must be suhaitted on 
or exported, if that amount exceeds a specific limit per year.

CD/FV.270
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must declare if it does not have any chemical weapons production facilities. 
The convention also requires the declaration of any production facility of 
super-toxic lethal chemicals and key precursors for protective purposes and of 
any facility producing the chemicals on schedules B and C. Declarations must 
also be made concerning facilities used for developing and testing chemical 
weapons. All the facilities declared are those either directly connected with 
chemical weapons or those producing chemicals that pose a particular risk of 
being diverted for chemical weapons purposes.

The information contained in the declarations would not only be necessary 
to help the Consultative Committee in determining which locations and facilities 
on the territory of a party would be subject to systematic international on-site 
verification. It would also help specify those facilities and;chemical stocKs 
that will have to be destroyed under the provisions of articles V and VI of the 
draft convention. These articles require a party to destroy all of its chemica^ 

and all of its chemical weapons production facilities.weapons

Along with the initial de-claration concerning its chemical weapons, a party 
must submit a detailed plan for their destruction, including the locations and 
manner of their destruction, schedules of quantities and types of chemical 
weapons to be destroyed, and the end-products of the destruction process. 
to article V, destruction of chemical weapons must begin not later than 12 months 
and finish not later than 10 years after the convention enters into force. This 
destruction process would be subject to systematic international on—site 
verification, including the continuous presence of inspectors and the continuous 
monitoring with on-site instruments. In accordance with article V, a party _ 
would also be required to make annual reports concerning- the implementation oi 
its destruction plan.

Paragraph 1 (E) of article V provides that the destruction of chemical 
weapons is to be controlled by a "time-table contained in annex . This ime a 
is not specified in the United States draft and needs to be the topic of negotiation 
here in the Conference on Disarmament. It is vital that the time-table for e 
destruction of chemical weapons be such that, during the destruction period, no 
State can gain a military advantage over another due to the pace of its des rue o 
activities. The negotiation of this time-table will require the consideration 
of many factors to achieve a fair and balanced result. Because of the importance 
of this time-table to a party's national security, it is necessary that it be 
specified before the convention is opened for signature. We cannot de-ay 
consideration of this crucial provision of the convention until after entry 
into force, as sane have suggested. I urge delegations to begin to examine 
this basic issue.

Pursuant

Before leaving the subject of destruction of chemical weapons, I would 
like to discuss one other issue. Some delegations have urged that^ envers on o 
chemicals contained in chemical weapons to permitted purposes be allowed in 
addition to destruction. The United States has opposed the concept of diversion, 
primarily because of concerns about how to verify that the items involve are 
not placed in clandestine chemical weapons stockpiles. Clearly, additional,
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very intrusive verification measures would be necessary to ensure that such a 
prohibited action was not taking place. In view of the concerns expressed by 
the Soviet Union and others about international on-site verification, the 
United States chose the approach which would minimize the need for such 
inspection, that is, to require that all chemical weapons be destroyed, 
the United States delegation is willing to consider any proposals for diversion, 
as long as these proposals specify in detail what could be diverted an e 
verification measures that would apply to such diversion. This would enable 
members of the Conference on Disarmament to determine whether the requiremen 
for effective verification will be satisfied by those proposals.

However,

Article VI of the draft convention requires a party to cease production 
of chemical weapons immediately and then to destroy its chemical weapons 
production facilities within 10 years. A party must submit a plan for the 
destruction of these production facilities that explains the method that will 
be used to close and destroy the equipment and structures comprising the 
facility, and that specifies the time periods when each specific production 
facility will be destroyed. As with chemical weapons, production facilities 
must be destroyed in accordance with an agreed time-table that ensures tha no 
State will gain a military advantage during the destruction process. This 
time-table would also 'have to be negotiated before the convention is opened for 
signature. The destruction of these facilities would be subject to systematic 
international on-site verification, and annual reports on the destruction
process would be also required.

Pursuant to the definition of chemical weapons production facility in the 
draft convention, parties would not only be required to destroy facilities tha 
actually produce chemical munitions. Parties would also be required, with 

exception, to destroy any facility that was designed, constructed, or use
toxic chemicalsone

since 1 January 1946 to produce for use in chemical weapons any 
or key" precursors. The only exception to this broad requirement would be for 
facilities that in the past produced a toxic chemical listed in schedule B o 
annex III that was used for chemical weapons purposes.

combined action of article VI and the definition of the
best be illustrated by a fewThe effect of the

term "chemical weapons production facility" can 
examples. A facility that was built for the production of toxic chemicals solely 
intended for chemical weapons but that was later converted to other purposes 
would have to be destroyed, since it was designed and built for chemical weapons 

A dual purpose facility — that is, one that produces toxic chemicals
— would also havepurposes.

for both chemical weapons purposes and for permitted purposes 
to be destroyed, in order to provide complete confidence that it will no 
clandestinely produce chemical weapons in the future. These examples illus ra e 
the requirement to destroy facilities that have had a direct connection with a 
party's chemical warfare capability.

a chemical• On the other hand, a facility that has produced hydrogen cyanide — 
listed on schedule B — and, in the past, sold some to the military for chemical 
weapons use, would not have to be destroyed under the United States draft 
convention. Since tte chemicals on schedule B are produced in such large quanti ies
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for permitted purposes, requiring the destruction of a facility that at".one- time 
in the past happened to sell such chemicals to the military would not increase 
confidence in compliance. In any event, the production of schedule B chemicals 
is subject to the verification requirements contained in annex III.

Some have argued that the United States approach on this issue requires 
the destruction of too many facilities that are put to peaceful uses in addition 
to uses involving chemical weapons. But the United States objective in these 
negotiations is to eliminate now and forever the capability of a party to 
wage chemical warfare. In order for there to be the highest degree of confidence 
that this objective has been achieved, it is necessary that all chemical 
facilities that were either designed, constructed, or used for the production 
of chemical weapons be dèstroyed. My delegation actaiowledges that there might 
be some economic costs in connection with this approach, both to other countries 
and certainly to the United States. However, the United States is willing, and 
believes other countries will be willing, to pay this modest cost in order to 

the world that it will not be possible for a party to this conventionassure
to wage chemical warfare.

!

' The most important unresolved issues regarding declaration and destruction 
involve chemical weapons production facilities. * Belatedly, in this fifth year 
of the negotiations of the Conference on Disarmament on chemical weapons, serious 
efforts to define this term have begun. We welcome these efforts and urge that 
they be continued and expanded. Also, positions remain far apart on both the- 
timing and the content of the declarations of these facilities. Some delegations 
have not presented any’ views on important aspects of this problem, arguing that 
these issues should be dealt with at a later time. We cannot make progress in 
this way.
efforts to find solutions to these unresolved problems.

I hope that those delegations will begin to participate actively in

the United States draft convention provides that a party mustIn brief ,
supply detailed information on its chemical weapons, chemical weapons production 
facilities, and other activities that relate to its capability to wage chemical• 
warfare. Once that information haa been provided, the draft convention provides 
that a party must destroy its chemical weapons and those production facilities 
that have a direct relationship to its chemical warfare capability-. These 
two actions that a party must take will, along with other provisions of the 
draft agreement, provide for a comprehensive and effective ban on chemical
weapons.

In my next statement, I will continue to examine the manner in which the 
United States draft convention addresses the major issues involved in a chemical 
weapons ban.
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(Mr. Carasales, Argentina)

This objective may appear unrealistic or illusory. However, it ia in Ult?
sole objective which can bring peace to mankind. The captious argument to the 
effect that nuclear weapons already exist and cannot be disinvented should not be 
accepted as valid. If this reasoning were sound, it should have prevented the 
adoption of, for example, the Convention prohibiting bacteriological weapons, and 
should now lead us to give up any attempt to prohibit chemical weapons, which have
also been invented.

CD/PV.27I
3

(Mr. Pérez de Cuellar, Secretary-General of the United Hâtions)

wit* satislaction tnat eiiective negotiations nave begun regarding 
prohibition of the production of chemical weapons and 

of existing stockpiles. This has been received as evidence of a _ of ex^st_ru *p underestimating the complexity of the problems
efforts should be 

The time

1 note
convention on the 

destruction
laudable j wouia urge that all the necessaryinvolved in Jhis question, ! in the interests of mankind.

t0 for «hloh the world is waiting.

a

made 
has come
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(Mr, Mertes. Federal Republic of Germany')

We all know, nevertheless, that the work of the Conference has -been beset 
by great difficulties and that progress has been slow, let me assure you,; • 
nevertheless, Mr. President, that the German Bundestag and public of the 
Federal Republic of Germany watch the proceedings of this Conference closely, V"
It is the wish of my Government to contribute to the proceedings to the best 
of its ability. Only recently the German Bundestag has forcefully supported 
the commitment of the Federal German Government to a world-wide verifiable 
interdiction of all chemical weapons, 
welcomed all recent initiatives that have been submitted to this Conference, 
most recently the draft convention submitted by the United States.

In the views of the legislators of the Federal Republic, this draft with 
its built-in flexibility provides a concrete and realistic contribution to the 
permanent abolition of a whole category of weapons. The German Bundestag and 
the Federal Government are unanimous in their position that a global interdiction 
of chemical weapons for all times is vastly superior to any regional solution, 
for example in terms of chemical-weapon-free zones. Any regional approach would 
divert attention from the global effort and, in all likelihood, prove ineffective, 
given the complexity of the verification issues « Regional negotiations on a 
chemical-weapons ban would also exclude Third Wqrld countries from the solution 
of a problem which they, too, perceive to be of global importance.

; •

In this spirit, the German Bundestag has

CD/PV.271
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(Mr. Vejvoda, Czechoslovakia)

of four subsidiary bodies. It
Certainly

My delegation welcomed the establishment this year 
and continues to be ready to take active part in the work of all of them.

differences in the activity and indeed in the momentary possibilities 
But we maintain that in all four Ad Hoc Committees

was
there are great
of individual Ad Hoc Committees, 
useful results could be achieved if delegations from all groups of States displayed 
the necessary flexibility. A compromise approach limited to only some delegations 
and groups of delegations is not sufficient in a body of a multilateral nature.

(Cont1d)
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(ÎÜL^-Veiyoda^Çzechos LoyaMa)

The largest volume of work has been done, as usual in recent^ea£S;hi°three 
* or. Chemical Weapons, Although the spring activity of the three

-------- ----- . urii-hin the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons was marxea25 =LE2E^=?s=;r^:;rr,;i-siL
convention.

IMS trend seeis to be continuing in the summer, with one improvement: no 
delegation 15 trying to misinterpret the wording of the mandate of the MJtoo 
Committee, which happened frequently during the spring witnessing the practice

swaSSSîsîSsS*-
already been discussed quite extensively within e necessary to indicate,
apar^froc^relatively det^ïd'in'^ation"^ volume and^types of chemical weapons, 

the precise location of these weapons too.

But let

it be

It so hapoens that chemical weapons are very often stored at military sites, 
relating not only to chemical warfare and having general importance for the 
maint enance^f National security. Moreover, if a —r^t““‘^oUre the“

d«o-nUor;faî"LuSrtrthrw“uî^n;âirâuoSs.PrSus,0a„ absolutely superfluous

requirement continues to complicate unnecessarily negotiations on a given aspeo .

Various

In this connection I would like to stress that we fully Jy""
^ited States delegation to propagate Ihelr

delegation to defend its proposal
in the Ad Hoc Committee

of the
Vice-President Bush on 18 April.
proposals. But we would expect the United States 
not only by the reoetition of its provisions in the plenary or 
on Chemical Weapons but also by reacting to questions and = J^of 
delegations on the draft. In my statement of 2b April, P nadecuate for
and drew attention to certain aspects which my ^legatJ.°nalready hear6 three

the future ohemioal weapons convention.^We^ave^already^heard^^^

restatement of basically

It is only

inclusion in
statements by Ambassador Fields dedicated to the
draft convention. However, these statements merely ï°*ipie8 and comments of
understandable parts of the draft, while not responding 1 T^Mn^ the need for
delegations We also have not heard the slightest argument supp 5 DOints
the*concept of varifloation by "open invitation". Thus, comments on alpoints 
of the draft were Ignored and these points wore neither covered nor improved in 

statements by Ambassador Fields.
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(Mr. Vejvoda, Czechoslovakia)

Hore I would like to say again, -that we fail to see the logic, for example, of 
arbitrary scattering toxic chemicals and the precursors in Schedules A, B and C, 
as proposed in document CD/>00 and explained by Ambassador Fields cn 5 July. The 
construction of these schedules is clearly overly generous to the United States^

In Schedule A we cannot find QL, which is the key precursor forchemical weapons.the most dangerous chemical warfare agent VX which forms, as is well known, «. 
substantial part of the United States chemical arsenals. This generosity, however,

chemicals supposed to be important for the arsenals of otheris not accorded to 
countries.

Much has been said in the' Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons about confidence. 
Toe notion of confidence is not a simple one, but I do not intend to go in o 
now. I would simply like to stress that confidence, or lack of it, « thie re
many factors. Thus, it can hardly inspire confidence that, as Scientific-- L-=—d
of 26 April puts it: "... While.Bush delivered the olive branch in Geneva 
administration officials in Washington were cajoling Congress to break a 5-> 
moratorium on new chemical weapons anc spend millxon to maK- bin*, y j'- - Y1/"
munitions These weapons are certainly not- meant to be put in a m - *
produced. The words of General Bernard Rogers, published m Jane " ‘ ■ that
recently, are quite clear in this regard. The NATO Coinmandex-in-Qiief considers th 
NATO should deploy binary rounds being developed in the United Statu , * bv
both long-range rounds with a long-acting lethal chemical, with a

c artillery shell loaded witn abombers or as a missile warhead, and a shorter-range 
lethal chemical of shorter duration.
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( M r i_Ro w e c_ A us t r a _L ia )

list today to addressAustralian delegation is inscribed on the speaker's
that of chemical weapons.The

the subject scheduled for this week —•
Hardly a plenary meeting goes by without some speaker emphasizing that this

little negotiating is, in fact, taking place. Wc are pleased, howe . 
chemical weapons is one area where such negotiations are currently under way.

It is of the essence of negotiation that one seeks to define ^ariy the areas 
has been reached and, then, to consider remaining areas of diverg

Unfortunately, this does not
I am thinking particularly

where consensuswith a view to achieving compromise or agreement.
to be the case in our present negotiations.

has been reached only to be eroded.always seem 
of areas where consensus

I am also thinking of Instances where a number of cogent arguments in favour of
positions have been put forward by different delegates and other delegation^h^
refused to address or to rebut these arguments. Accusatiodelegation is specifically at fault in this regard are, in our view, polntl
The point really is that we should simply, all of us, particip
in a positive and constructive manner.

convention.There is an urgent need to make progress in the chemical weap°™> whlcheffort to resolve those areas of the future convention on which 
that must be our priority. We have an opportunity to

Disarmament to negotiate to 
the chemical weapons convention.

We must make every 
divergences of view remain :
demonstrate the capability of the Conference on 
negotiate a treaty as important and as complex as 
It is an opportunity that must not be missed.

(Cant ' d)



œ/pv.271
23

(Mr. Rowe, Australia)

In our work on
this convention we have established agreement on the principles governing most areas. 
We have agreed, primarily, that the purpose of the convention is to make it Impossible 
for the peoples of the world to use chemical weapons to wage ohemical warfare. To 
achieve this, we are in agreement that the single most important step is the 
destruction of existing stockpiles and facilities. This destruction should star- a& 
soon as possible after entry into force of the convention and be completed within 
10 years. Destruction must also proceed according to a schedule to be determined, and 

balanced reduction in the capability of States to carry out chemical

I referred earlier to areas of agreement and areas of divergence.

must encompass a 
warfare.

Thus far we are in agreement. However, the countries of the world need to be 
assured that the purpose of the convention has been fulfilled, and to this end each 
stage of the destruction process must be verified'.

As we have said the measure of agreement that exists already is quite considerable. 
This could be extended if thought were given to what may be called the interdependence 
of all aspects of the destruction of chemical warfare stocks and facilities.

complete; and it must be carriedverifiable ; balanced; 
out in a manner that is visible to the countries of the world.

Destruction must be :

This will only be possible if declarations and plans for destruction are detailed
Time-tables for destruction cannot be worked outas to quantity, type, location, etc. 

in vacuo, but must be based on detailed knowledge of what exists, where it is, an
how it will be destroyed.

Provisional plans for destruction will be deposited with the Consultative
It would seem logical, however, for theseCommittee soon after entry into force, plans to be revised by the Consultative Committee, in order to fulfil the requirement 

for a verifiable, balanced, complete and visible destruction to take place. Thus, 
States possessing chemical weapons should expect the Consultative Committee or its 
executive body to revise time-tables, and specify verification procedures. .
of revision will only be possible after entry ..into force, when all details of stocks 
and facilities are available to the Consultative Committee.

This type

General principles relating to a phased and balanced destruction oan be negotiated 
and laid down in the convention. However, detailed plans and time-tables must e 
achieved by consultation between the Consultative Committee and those a es w 
possess chemical weapons. • Detailed plans must be based on a detailed knowledge of wha
is to be destroyed.

The principle of a balanced destruction of stockpiles and production fa=^^3’ 
so as not to afford any State a temporary military advantage, is accep e .
States not possessing chemical weapons will be to some degree at a m 1 y 
until the process of destruction i.i complete. These States will be in eres e
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(Mr. Rowe. Australia)

ensure that the chemical capacity of States possessing these stockbUes
, __ nnagihie The concept of a balanced destruction of chemical stockpilesh «en p°’seeï=; States°could be fulfilled If old, obsolete stock, «ere de.troyed

^^^vrrre^^rTUi^s^f ïL^L^d 1^,.
little reduction in chemical capability.very
The equation for the phased destruction of stockpiles and facilities will be very 

complet A prime consideration must be that chemical ?a^bility is reduced^s^rapidly 
as possible- Thus, operational weapons and operational uacili 
early in the period of Implementation of the convention-

Where obsolete stocks present a hazard to the environment, of expeditiously. It is to be hoped that the destruction of such stocks will not
await the entry into force of the convention.

from Workshops held in the United States and the ^eraltepublic 
of Germany, which have made a valuable contribution to the work of ^“^[^ence, 
that such stocks are at present in the process of destruction It is a‘£d tols 
that- obsolete stocks may be largely destroyed before en ry about a phased
oe so, it would reduce the complexity of the equation needed to corollary that
and balanced reduction in chemical capacity. There is also substantiallyif obsolete stocks are destroyed prior to entry into force, this would substantially
reduce the burden of verification.

We are aware

effective regimes which produce the
This aim.i„i„* SïÆSÆ'iS bVZàÏZ effort in berms of manpower 

is achievable, but an effective regime must be based on the maximum amount of . 
Information possible.

The power of computer techniques is such that it.would be possible for an 
•xa-uUvc subgroup of the Consultatlve Committee to store all data relevant to the 
,ï^ëss of destruction. It would then be possible to follow this process, and 
.nterrcgate on-site computers as appropriate.

,n as complete a data base as is possible. This will require a “^^rankne^^ 
nd openness in the early stages of the convention. States are a state
■C national security in terms of protection of information private to toejta^.^
11 the situation presented by the convention, national security i 
y full and detailed declarations.

worked out
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(Mr. Rowe, Australia)

The maintenance of a central computerized data bank would ensure., that all States
Regular updating by remoteparties can follow the orderly process °f destruction, 

sensing techniques, verified by reports from inspection teams, would monitor all
The computer-controlled process which we envisage would be similar to that

The techniques are known, and can be adapted to
stages.
used by manufacturing industry, 
the requirements c-f the Consultative Committee,

At this point, it may be asked whether'the computerized control of the destruction
Such an ideaprocess would obviate the need for continuous on-site inspection, 

would involve a misconception of the capability of computers, 
extension of the human mind, not a substitute for it.
requirements, and should do so in the situation of verification of destruction, 
cannot, however, replace it. In particular, these techniques should reduce 
anxieties as zo compliance, and therefore reduce the number of challenge inspections. 
However, the continuous presence of the human intelligence in the form of 
inspection tears will not be obviated by even the most sophisticated monitoring regime. 
Verification would be greatly simplified if this style of control were implemented.

Computers are an
They can reduce manpower

They

an

In summary. my delegation is suggesting that the process of destruction should 
be controlled by a centralized computer facility,
that the maximum amount cf information regarding stockpiles and facilities be 
available when the programmes are written.

To be effective this will require

In conclusion, the Australian delegation wishes to emphasize and recognize 
that the. tasks of monitoring of destruction and the verification of compliance of

It is essential that we meet the challengea convention are extremely complex ones, 
and seek practical solutions. Our intervention will, we hope, provide a basis for 
discussion of seme aspects cf these tasks. We can make progress through constructive 
dialogue on these and other issues.

The delegation cf the United States has recently made several very useful and 
informative statements in the plenary : eviewizg vhc -arrant status of the issues 
involved in a chemical weapons ban and explaining how the United States dra^t

These statements have been a positive
Jt is our hope that other delegations 

will put forward proposals which are equally well defined and relevant to the 
negotiation of a comprehensive convention.

convention approaches each of these, 
contribution to the work of the Conference,

For our part, the Australian delegation intends to continue to participate
The Australian Government is committed to theictively in these negotiate ans. 

conclusion of a convention v?hich will eliminate chemical weapons — a convention 
vhich will ensure that chemical weapons can never again be used.
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(Mr. Denasee. Belgium)

Of these disarmament Issues, it Is chemical weapons that is on wie ageuua 
for today's meeting, and I shall now address that question. _ It is an issue 
which is not only on the agenda for today's meeting but which, following t

which have recently occurred in the Gulf war, is acquiring a
effort to fma a 

I must once
shocking eventstragic dimension which should lead some of us to make every 
solution as ranidly as possible. In this connection, of course, 
again pay tribute to Chairman Ekéus, who has devoted himself unstmtingly o 
this objective, and I should like to tell him how grateful we are.

the conditions currently exist to bring' theBelgium believes that all
chemical weapons to a successful conclusion.negotiations on

TheWith regard to substance, major proposals are on the table.
United States has submitted the most complete draft treaty to proposa!
bo far, and our colleague from the United States has declared that ^ proposai 
ie negotiable in all its aspects, thus demonstrating his
the issues which have not yet been resolved. In a series of statements, here, 
he has been illustrating and spelling out the United States g°P0S^'. ^n^° 
answering the questions which those proposals must have raised.. Your 
Mr President, the USSR, has made various proposals, some of .vhich, in P«y

definition of the scope of the convention and the verificstion
of the destruction of stocks, indicate a possibility of agreemen .

With regard to the structure of the negotiations, the Ad Hoc Committee on 
Chemical Weapons has set up three veil-conceived Working Croups, th^ mafane 
it possible to work methodically and study systematically the m^an ««P8®?® “ . 
^convention. The Chairmen of these Working Groups sre e^erienned diplomats, 
and I pay tribute to their dedication and competence. I have *n mind no y 
“e ChlSman seated behind me, fir. Duarte, but also our other colleagues,^ 
have impressed us by the energetic manner in which they are carry- g 
functions.

Despite these favourable points, however, the state of the 
is: unsatisfactory. With regard to substantive issues, ^ dlB^slonsfor tnrssr-s ^2x^293 ^ent0
“fseloS^edTo; obtaining posent state of the problems

entrusted to them.
In such complex negotiations, method is a crucial element of success.

of the convention has been agreed upon c|_fa£g since l?eu^
would be best to adhere to it, ana

I would
The structure
The Belgian delegation believes that it _ ...... .
henceforth focus the discussion on the remaining critical example of
venture ,to suggest that this should be done with the help, for examp ,
docSSts Æ a clear synopsis of the 'the
fundamental questions outstanding. - sugg . — nmltilateralAÎe^Workini Groups should be systematically associated with the multilateral
negotiations at all levels.



The convention on chemical weapons must therefore have effective ^ 
verification machinery. Such machinery must operate on two levels, 
first is that of systematic on-site international verification: this concerns 
the entire process of e imination of stocks of chemical weapons and c emic 
weapon production facil ties. It is also necessary, with different noc - -es, 
to ensure that chemical weapons are not produced in civilian industry. so 
far the negotiations have only seriously tackled the question of the 
verification of the elimination of stocks of chemical weapons. .. .
it is high time that the other two aspects of the problem were also tackled.

The second concerns verification in case of suspicion or complaint by 
one State party with regard to another. There is no question, m our opinion, 
of impinging on "the national sovereignty of States by providing .0- a svstec 
of verification at will, in which States would have immediately to submit,

I should like to add here that the quotation which our colleague from 
Czechoslovakia has just made from General Rogers' statement did not seem uC me 
to be complete. General Rogers, whose statement I read but do not have before 
my eyes, pointed out that if the negotiations on a chemical-weapons ban failed, 
it was necessary for the Atlantic Command also to have modem chemical weapons.

He adopted the pessimistic hypothesisI do not think that he went beyond that, 
that our negotiations might fail.

Here, as elsewhere,The problem of verification is obviously a key issue, 
as regards verification, a subject which is inherent in all disarmament 
negotiations, the difficulty is to reconcile the situation of an open society, 
such as ours, with the situation of a closed society, that of the Eastern

Ve all know that there is virtually no possibility that a seriouscountries.
violation of the convention would not immediately be detected in our "Western

countriesof theOn the contrary, the secrecyeocieties.
warrants suspecting the worst as much as hoping f 
concern ourselves with the worst—case hypothesis.
States and the freedom of our citizens are at stake, we must be able to guarantee 
to our peoples that the other party has, without any possible doubt, performed 
to the letter the obligations it has undertaken, and that the two situations are 
symmetrical as regards security.

, we must 
When the security of our
the best:

-
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(Mr. Dépassé, Belgium)

At the risk of incurring unpopularity here, I would also suggest that we 
should raise the question of the desirability of convening the Ad Hoc Committee 
on Chemical Weapons after the closure of the session for this year and before 
the resumption of our work in 1%5«
the very long period between September and February, useful meetings could be 
organized which could considerably speed up our work.

In any event, I think that it is essential to preserve what has been 
achieved in our work over the last four years.
report of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons on its 1964 session should 
systematically add to the 1983 report, issued as d&cument CD/416, and I would 
recommend this suggestion to Ambassador Ekéus.
1985 session on the firm basis of the results already achieved, thus motivating 
ourselves rather than becoming demoralized by the awareness that the work of 
one session is largely neglected at the next.

There must be some way in which, during

One solution would be that the

We would thus begin the

H 
*H

ro
 ido m
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(j-Ir. Dépassé, Belgium)

Itwithout argument, to arbitrary checks dreamed up by meddlesome inspectors, 
will be necessary to establish objective conditions, time periods, and prior 
consultations to be specified in the current negotiations. We must also be 
aware that the final consequence of a refusal of international on-site 
inspection (a refusal, anc therefore a hypothesis, that cannot be ruled outj at 
the request of the Consultative Committee following a complaint, could be.the

This seems to be the balance of the respectivedenunciation of the treaty, 
legal obligations.

On these difficult issues, for which greater serenity should prevail in the 
negotiations, we consider it essential that dialogue be resumed beween the 
two major Powers possessing chemical weapons. We welcomed the offer made j 
Vice-President Bush for the holding of bilateral consultations on this subject
with the Soviet Union.

that bilateral consultations' between the Soviet Union andBelgium believes
the United States on disarmament are a demonstration of those two States'

of their outstanding responsibilities for the maintenance of peace.
to benefit multilateral negotiations, and

awareness
These negotiations cannot fail 
such bilateral consultations between the Soviet Union and the United Stages are 
therefore always to be encouraged, in our opinion.
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Mr. FIELDS (United States cf America): Mr. President, in my statement today, V 
I will-begin my explanation cf how the United States draft convention addresses the 
last of the four major issues involved in a comprehensive and effective chemical 
weapons ban. This is the vital issue of verification.

Chemical weapons are much too dangerous a means of warfare to permit any 
uncertainty in an agreement banning these weapons, 
of banning chemical weapons that is not effectively verifiable would be less than

If such an agreement entered into

An agreement with the objective

It would, in fact, be dangerous.worthless.
force, there would be inevitable and continuous concern and uncertainty whether the

The uncertaintiesother parties to the agreement were living up to their commitments. 
and lack of confidence that would flow from such an agreement would create tensions 
in the international community and could weaken confidence in other existing and 
proposed arms control agreements. This situation must and can be avoided.

While acknowledging that effective verification provisions are necessary for a 
successful chemical weapons ban, we must acknowledge at the same time that 
negotiation of such effective verification provisions will not be easy. Chemical 
weapons are not very different in appearance from conventional munitions, .except 
on close inspection. Also, chemical weapons production facilities are not easily 
distinguished from peaceful chemical production facilities.

There is already widespread recognition in this Conference that national 
of verification will not be sufficient to assure confidence in

This task will require, therefore, a more
The United States

technical means
compliance with a chemical weapons ban.
intrusive means of verification, in particular, on-site measures. 
has not sought and is not seeking absolute verification. But the United States is 
seeking those measures that will provide the necessary confidence that the chemical 
weapons ban is being complied with.

X

In his speech before this body on l8 April of this year, the Vice-President 
of the United States, the Honourable George Bush, cited four points with regard to

be assured that the relevant provisions of the 
Let me cite these four points again: first,which parties to a convention must 

convention are being complied with, 
that all declared chemical weapons production facilities have been destroye , 
second, that all declared chemical weapons have been destroyed; third, that the 
declared chemical weapons indeed constitute all of the chemical weapons o. a par y, 
and fourth, that the declared chemical weapons production facilities are all such 
facilities possessed by a party. The verification requirements regarding these 
four points car. be described within two broad categories. First, the declared 
chemical weapons and production facilities —■ that is, the chemical weapons anv 
production facilities whose existence and location have been declared by a par y 
pursuant to the applicable provisions of the convention — will be su jec c y 
international on-site verification. Second, for assurance that undeclared chemical 
weapons or chemical weapons production facilities do not exist, or tha pro 1 1 e . 
activities are not occurring, States must rely largely on challenge ve^^tion_ 
procedures. Today, my statement will focus primarily on the regime of systems 
international on-site verification that would be established by the draft conventio .

Pursuant to the provisions of the United States draft, chemical weapons would
verification from the moment they 

A party's declaration would bebe subject to systematic international on-site
declared to the moment they were destroyed.were



introduce a United States Working Paper on theAt this time I would like todeclaration and monitoring of chemical weapons stockpiles, which my delegation i 
tabling today. This Working Paper contains a detailed outline of one possible 
approach for declaring chemical weapons and for monitoring them until they are 
destroye , based on the approach contained in the United States dra.t convention. „ 

Paper focuses on types of on-site monitoring devices that could be
We hope this Working Paper will stimulate discussion on 

that will aid in resolving it as soon as possible.
The U
utilized for this purpose, 
this important issue in a way

CD/FV.272

Because of the danger of diversion and other forms of evasion during the 
destruction process, the United States has proposed that the actual destruction of 
chemical weapons be monitored continuously not only by means of on-site instruments 
but also bv the continuous presence of inspectors. Inspectors would always e on 
hand during destruction operations to monitor the destruction process itself and -o 

that the monitoring instruments were functioning properly. Thus, under the
would be closely monitored until they ceased toensure

draft convention, chemical weapons
exist.

United States bel-ieves are necessary for the
described in Working Paper CD/387 » tabled by my 

These procedures were demonstrated during the Workshop 
depot in Utah in November 1983. The briefings 
distributed to the Conference as Working Paper CD/424

The types of procedures the 
destruction of chemical weapons were 
delegation on 6 July 1983. 
which was held at Tooele army
presented to the Workshop were 
on 20 January 1984.

While still on this subject, I would like to refer to the Soviet statement made
Union is willing to accept the continuous stationingon 21 February that the Soviet of international inspection teams at locations where certain types of chemical

tie welcome the explanation of this Soviet proposal
We would like to ask 

First, would
weapons are being destroyed.that is contained in document CD/CK/WP.78, dated 2 April 19°4* 
the Soviet delegation to clarify two points in regard to its proposal, 
the continuous presence of inspectors during the destruction of chemical weapons e 
supplemented by continuous monitoring with instruments? Second, under the Soviet 
proposal, would continuous presence of inspectors be limited only to the destruc on 

lethal chemicals and their corresponding munitions and devices?of super-toxicWe look forward to receiving answers to these two important questions.
facilities for producing chemical weapons wouldIn our draft convention, the also be subject to systematic international on-site verification from the moment, 

their location is declared until they are destroyed. This verification will -ns-urc 
that the production facility ceases to produce chemical weapons and that it is

During the initial inspection after declaration, the
inventory of key equipment at the chemical 
facility is destroyed, the inspectors will 

Unlike the destruction of

eventually destroyed, 
international inspectors will prepare an

When theweapons production facility.
make sure that this key equipment is also destroyed. 
chemical weapons, inspectors need not be continuously on site during the _s rue on 
of chemical weapons production facilities. However, on-site instruments wi L*ve 
to monitor the plant continuously to ensure that the facility remains inoperative

Of course, inspectors will be permitted to visitduring the destruction process. 
the facility periodically during the destruction process.

inspection to confirm the accuracy of the declarations, 
would be subject to continuous monitoring by on-sitc

that they are not removed 
declared destruction facility.

subject to an initial on-site 
Then the chemical weapons 
instruments and periodic on-site inspections to ensure 
from their declared locations except to be moved to a
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In addition to chemical weapons and their production facilities, systematic 
international on-site verification would be applied to other facilities that are 
designated in the draft convention. The single specialized production facility 
envisioned by the draft convention for producing tuper-toxic lethal chemicals and 
key precursors for protective purposes would be subject on on-site verification, 
consisting of both on-site sensors and inspectors. Also, facilities producing the 
chemicals listed on Schedule C would be subject to periodic on-site verification 
based on a random selection of facilities. The purpose of these inspections is 
to ensure that the chemicals produced by these facilities are not being diverted 
to chemical weapons purposes.

Mr. President, the issue of which verification measures are to be applied to 
chemicals of types listed on Schedule C and those produced by the single specialized 
production facility is one of the important unresolved verification issues.
United States and Western delegations have proposed methods for verifying that 
such chemicals are not being used in a manner prohibited by the draft convention. 
However, other delegations have neither responded to these proposals in detail nor 
made their own comprehensive proposals on how to deal with such chemicals. This 
issue of verification of "non-production" can be resolved only if these delegations 
actively participate in exchanges of views on this important matter, so that a 
mutually acceptable solution can be negotiated in this body. 
delegations will soon make their positions known «on this important issue.

The

I hope those

There are a great many detailed, technical provisions that need to be negotiated
Annex II ofin order to implement systematic international on-site verification, 

the United States draft convention contains an outline of the provisions that we 
see as necessary for the successful operation of the verification regime. 
example, to ensure that inspectors can effectively perform their functions, they 
need to be granted specific privileges and immunities. Inspectors should be 
granted entry visas promptly. Although a party subject to an inspection has the 
right to have its representatives accompany the inspection team, these representatives

The international inspectors

For

must be ready to accompany the inspectors immediately.
should not be delayed because the host party claims its representatives are 
temporarily unavailable. Also, no bureaucratic constraints — for example, the 
need for approval by the host party for inspectors to travel to the location to be 
inspected — should be allowed to delay the inspectors. Of course, the inspections 
themselves should be carried out in such a way as to avoid hampering the economic 
and technical activities of a party and to be consistent with the safe operation

Many other details will have to be worked out betweenof the inspected location.
the Executive Council of the Consultative Committee and the party that will be 
inspected. For example, they will need to agree on subsidiary arrangements that 
specify in detail how on-sitc verification will be applied to each location subject 
to such verification.

These proposals for procedures to implement systematic international on-site 
verification represent what the United States believes is necessary for the 
successful operation of this verification regime. They are subject to further 
modification, elaboration, and refinement. We hope other countries will have 
their own ideas on this subject and will put them before the Conference on 
Disarmament for consideration. Vfe look forward to developing the contents of this 
part of Annex II in conjunction with our colleagues in the Conference on 
Disarmament.
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The regime of systematic international on-site verification that I have 
outlined today is designed to ensure that declared chemical weapons and their 
production facilities are destroyed and that prohibited activities do not take 
place at other declared locations and facilities. We believe that this regime is 
both comprehensive and effective, certainly as it applies to those declared 
locations and facilities. However, the regime I have outlined today is inadequate 
by itself to provide the necessary assurance of compliance required for an 
agreement banning chemical weapons. It must be complemented by an effective 
challenge inspection system. In another statement, I will examine the challenge 
inspection provisions that the United States believes arc necessary for a 
comprehensive and effective ban on chemical weapons.

^r^_Cromarti-e^_yni_ted_Ki-ngdom)

The subject for this weeK on tne programme or woric or our vumeieiive « 
which has long been of great importance to my Government, that of chemical weapons.

The Geneva Protocol of 1925, which outlawed the use of chemical weapons, has
There has, however, developedbeen and remains of inestimable value to mankind. a broad consensus that the prohibition of use in the Protocol needs to be buttressed 

by a convention under which parties would undertake not to possess or manufacture 
chemical weapons. Recent confirmation by the United Nations of the use of these 
weapons in the war between Iran and Iraq reinforces the urgent need for the conclusion 
of such a convention. Work on this subject here in the Conference on Disarmament 
over the past five years has identified a very considerable measure of common ground 
on the contents of such a convention. This common ground was set out clearly in 
the report of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons last year, document CD/416.

My delegation is most grateful to this year's Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee 
on Chemical Weapons, Ambassador Ekéus of Sweden for the hard work that he has done 
to transform the common ground identified last year into a form to facilitate further

My delegation warmly supports his tireless efforts to buildprogress this year.
on what has already been achieved with a view to the early conclusion of the 
convention to ban chemical weapons completely. My delegation pledges its full 
support to him and to you-, Mr. President, for the accomplishment of this important 
task. The tabling on 18 April by Vice-President Bush of the United States of a 
draft convention on chemical weapons has already been warmly welcomed by my Government 
and by this delegation.

My GovernmentThe United States document (CD/500) is a far-reaching one. congratulates the United States Government on its scope and comprehensive approach. 
It builds upon the flow of ideas and initiatives already on the table to which the 
United Kingdom has contributed. It sets out clearly the fundamental requirements



My Government have considered the text of document CB/500 with great care.
It is our firm view that its approach, particularly"on verification, points to the 
direction in which we must go, if we are to find the pcans to assure full compliance. 
My delegation therefore "stands ready to proceed with others along the oath 
identified by document CD/50C. Just as the United States dele tion has al dy
indicated its readiness to consider alternative approaches, we o shall be xible
we shall try to be imaginative, where imagination is required. In our view, 
effective compliance can be achieved, if there exists the-political will to agree to 
a solution guaranteeing it.

There is a broad consensus among all delegations round this table about what 
needs to be prohibited. But we all need to work together to develop provisions 
that will create confidence that all oartics are fulfilling their obligations unacr 
the convention. This confidence is needed to make it possible for governments to 
sige and parliaments to ratify the convention, and to give it stability after its 
entry into force. The need for provisions to create confidence that all parties 
are fulfilling their obligations is increased -by the nature of the chemical weapons 
themselves. Some of those which have.actually been used in past conflicts are 
based on simple chemical substances, which are not difficult to make, and in some 
cases are made and used on a substantial scale for legitimate civil purposes, 
which none of us intends, or, indeed, would wish to ir.teriere. oven the 
super-toxic nerve agents can be made from fairly readily accessible materials oi 
simple chemical structure. The practical difficulties of manufacturing them stem 
from the super-toxic character of the agents themselves, which necessitates complex 
safety arrangements. In addition, chemical munitions, once they have been made, 
are not difficult tc conceal, because they can only be conclusively distinguisned 
from other munitions by close inspection. In order, therefore, to give assurance 
that a chemical weapons ban is not being evaded by the clandestine manufac^r® 
of chemical weapons rand chemical warfare agents, or by retention of undeclared stocks,

number of mutually reinforcing

with

it will be necessary to embody in the convention a 
verification methods on lines that have been already indicated, 
to build up confidence in the convention by all possible means

It will be necessary 
if it is to command

wide acceptance.
In this connection, my delegation welcomes the tabling by the distinguished 

representative of Finland of document CD/505, the latest in the series o ue 
books embodying the results of the research of Professor Miettinen and hls 
collaborators on scientific methods for the verification of chemical disarmamen .
This valuable contribution, which ropresents the fruits of 10 years of research,

opportune moment with a comprehensive picture of the 
result of the latest scientific advances. The instrumental 

valuable part in reducing the need for the
provides the Conference at an 
techniques available as a 
methods they have developed could play a
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for a comprehensive and fully verifiable ban, to enable us finally to rid the 
world of all chemical weapons. My delegation is grateful to Ambassador Fields 
for his valuable series of statements, of which we have heard the latest today, 
explaining in detail the thought benind the provisions of the United States draft 
convention.
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It should be our aim to make use ofpresence of inspectors on the ground. 
instrumental methods where appropriate, both for reasons of economy, and to

The physical presence of inspectorsreduce the intrusiveness of verification.will, of course, still be needed to maintain the instruments, as well as for the 
on-site inspections which will be required to ensure compliance with the
convention.

One essential element in the verification regime must be provision for 
challenge by a party which is not satisfied that another party is fulfilling its 
obligations under the convention. The views of the United Kingdom Government 
on this subject were set out in detail in Working* Paper CD/431 which was 
introduced on 14 February this year by Mr. Luce, Minister of State for Foreign

The system of challenge leading to on-site inspection 
that States parties will not be able with impunity 

It would be essential that any suspicions
This challenge

and Commonwealth Affairs.
provides the ultimate assurance 
to evade their obligations under it.
of non-compliance should be rapidly and conclusively allayed.
system would apply to all aspects of the convention and would thus provide its 
safety net. It is however important to the stability of the convention that

routine methods of------- of compliance should be based as far as possible on
verification, which involve no suspicion, and do not therefore weaken the 

and that too much weight should not be put on the safety net
assurance

convention; 
provided by challenge verification.

of routine verification in point of time must beThe first type of measure
the verification of destruction of existing stocks of chemical weapons.

Members of the conference had
In

this field the conference has made some progress.a welcome opportunity to see on the ground how chemical weapons can be completely 
safely destroyed at two workshops organized by the United States Government 

at Tooele last year and by the Federal German Government this year at Munster.
My delegation is grateful to the host governments for an opportunity to see these 
plants at work, and, in particular, for the way in which it was made clear that 
the destruction can be carried out in a manner that lends itself to verification, 
by impartial observers, that the declared stocks.have indeed been destroyed. I 
think that it was clear to all of us who visited the plants that it would be 
necessary to have observers on the spot throughout the period of destruction at 
the site chosen for the purpose. The statement on 21 February by the distinguished 
representative of the Soviet Union that his Government would in principle be 
prepared to accept the continuous presence of observers on site while chemical 

being destroyed gives grounds for hope that this aspect of the

and

weapons were 
problem will be soluable.

A related problem, also limited in time, is the verification of destruction 
of production facilities which has been actively considered in Working Group A of the 
Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons. My own Government demonstrated to^the 
members of the Committee on Disarmament in 1979 the complete demolition of the only 
facility in the United Kingdom for the manufacture of nerve gases after the remaining 
stocks of these agents had been destroyed.
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In order to give stability to the Convention it will also be 
include in it provisions to give assurance that chemical weapons are not being 
made clandestinely, especially after the destruction of existing stocks has been 
completed. To this end my delegation introduced last year document CD/355 
on the verification of non-production of chemical weapons. This included 
suggestions for declarations on the production for civil use of certain compounds, 
and, in some cases, verification by random routine inspections of the declarations, 
and of the fact that the compounds in question were not being transformed into 
chemical weapons. This type of random routine inspection was proposed for 
certain key precursors, which are not themselves chemical warfare agents, but are 
important intermediates in their synthesis. The aim of such routine inspections 
would be to provide assurance that chemical warfare agents were not being 
clandestinely produced by providing a routine check on the main synthetic pathways 
by which such agents might be made.

necessary to

The annex to the United Kingdom Working Paper CD/353 contained a. list of key 
precursors which nad previously been drawn up at a meeting of experts, under the 
aegis of the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons,
Ambassador Sujka. Document CD/355 contained a request to other delegations 
for information about the extent to which these- compounds were made in other 
countries for civil purposes. . We are grateful to those delegations which have 
responded. Some of the data they gave us were circulated at the end of the 
1983 session in Working Paper CD/CW/WP.57„ Wc hope that other delegations will 
provide similar data in time for inclusion in a further working paper at the 
end of the current session.

After consideration of these data and discussion with other delegations, the 
United Kingdom delegation has now circulated a further Working Paper with the 
symbol CD/514, which I have pleasure in introducing today. In this Working Paper 
a classification of compounds is proposed according to the risk that they might 
be used as chemical warfare agents or as precursors for them. It is hoped that 
this classification, based on objective criteria, will help the Conference towards

on the identification of compounds that need to be subject to declarations 
The delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany has rightly 

drawn attention, in its Working Paper CD/439, to the fact that a similar list is 
required in connection with the transfer of key precursors to other countries.
As pointed out in that Working Paper, some of the compounds in question have 
significant civil uses.

a consensus
and monitoring.

In the view of my delegation it would not be possible to 
exclude from control all substances in this category.
of the delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany as to whether it would be 
practicable to determine the list of key precursors entirely on the basis of 
theoretical criteria.

We also «hare the doubts

These would be helpful in guiding the choice of compounds 
for the list or lists, but wc believe that for operational purposes, whether 
declaration, export control, or routine inspection on the territory of a State 
party, it will be important that the compounds be listed by 
delegation has used this approach in the schedules contained in document CD/500.
The initial lists would clearly need to be agreed ns an integral part of the convention 
we are negotiating. My delegation believes, however, that a mechanism for modifying 
the list or lists under the aegis of the Consultative Committee should be incorporated 
into the convention to take account of possible future advances in technology, 
present paper is designed to stimulate discussion of these issues and provide a 
basis for further work.

The United Statesname.

The

The need to agree internationally a list of these important precursors has 
been underlined by confirmation by the United Nations of the use of mustard and the 
nerve agent Tabun in the Gulf war. In the lieht of this report the United Kingdom 
Government has imposed new export controls on compounds which could be used to



In the view of my delegation a regime on these lines to verify non-production 
would make a valuable contribution to confidence in the convention without intruding 
unnecessarily in the chemical industry of States parties. The Netherlands delega 
has provided a valuable analysis in their Working Paper CD/454 of the practice- 
implications of such arrangements. The size of the inspectorate require or is 
purpose would seem to be a manageable one Unlike the verification of destruc ion 
of stocks and of production facilities, w ich would be limited in time, it would be 
? continuing task for the Consultative Committee and its secretariat, wnicn would 
also have the separate task of monitoring the possession and very limited production 
of super-toxic lethal compounds for permitted purposes.

national chemical industries will be needed both in the 
formulation and in the implementation of arrangements for verification of non-production. 
The example of the IAEA system of safeguards shows hot? inspections can be carried ou 
in close"co-operation with the industry being inspected. The IAEA secretariat enjoy 
the confidence of the nuclear industry in the widv range of countries all over the 
:orld where their safeguards system is in operation. At the same time they command 
international respect for the thoroughness and reliability of their operations. / 
own Government has consulted fruitfully with representatives of the British chemical 
industry, through its co-ordinating body, the Chemical Industries Association, 
been heartened by their positive response and encouraged by their interest m our 
negotiation for a convention to ban chemical weapons.

Closv consultation with

We have

AllThe task of concluding a chemical weapons convention is an urgent one. 
delegations agree on the end in view and the Conference has made substantial progress 
towards it. We should redouble our efforts with a view to reaching early agreement

convention to eliminate chemical weapons entirely fromon the complete text of a 
the arsenals of the world.

On 14 February, the United Kingdom Minister responsible for arms control and 
said in this Chamber that the international community has 

Conference the heavy responsibility to agree upon such a
He urged the Conference to discharge

disarmament, Mr. Luce, 
placed squarely upon this
convention banning chemical weapons completely, 
its responsibility with despatch and to present at the earliest possible moment to 
the United Nations an effective convention for signature and ratification.

socialist countries said in document CD/455The following week, the group of .
that the negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons within the ad hoc . •
subsidiary body should start ns early as possible and should proceed without being
limited by the time-frame of the work of the Conference, in other words, the
possibility should be envisaged of continuing them, if necessary, after the spring an

We would share that view.parts of the session of the Conference.summer
Since February the need for a convention has become even more urgent, because

If we can make progresssince then we have seen the use of chemical weapons confirmed, 
on the principles of a convention by further contact — albeit informal in New or 
or Geneva later this year, then we should grasp it, so that when the Conference resumes 
its work in early 1985 xc may be that ouch nearer to the conclusion of a convention.
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taken by other -governments, in particular 
European Community and by the United States 

than ever that a mechanism
Similar action has beenD-ike such ' weapons.

by the governments of our partners in the 
and Canada. The need for this action has emphasized more 
is required for the verification of non-production of chemical weapons to give 
assurance that these precursors are not being made in quantities unjustifie y 

and transformed into chemical weapons.uses

• 
sz
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Tac partie!panle j.xj the noacow meeting reiterated, the extremely topical 
significance of such proposals of the socialist countries as that on the reaching 
of agreement on a general and complete nuclear test "ban; on the prohibition of 
the militarization of outer space and the vise of force in outer space and from 
outer space against the earth; and on the world-wide prohibition and elimination 
of chemical weapons. Other exceptionally important proposals include the proposal 
to conclude a treaty on mutual non-use of armed force and maintenance of peaceful 
relations between the States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty and the States members 
of NATO, as well as the Soviet Union's appeal to other nuclear-weapon Powers 
which have not yet done so .to renounce the first use of nuclear weapons.

CD/PV 274
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The main purpose of my intervention today is to introduce Working Paper CD/518 
that records the results of the recent Workshop on the Verification of the 
Destruction of Stocks of Chemical Weapons organized by the Government of the 
Federal Republic of Germany in Künster, Lower Saxony. The Workshop, to which member 
and observer delegations of the Conference on Disarmament were invited was intended 
to acquaint these delegations with the procedures used by one of the few existing 
destruction facilities of chemical weapons, and to provide a forum for discussion 
of all aspects relating to the destruction of such weaponry. The destruction 
facility in Mtinster undertakes to eliminate old stocks of chemical weapons that 
were found after World Wars I and II. The Federal Government had chosen to devote 
its 1984 Workshop to the verification of the destruction of chemical weapons because 
it holds the view that the destruction of stocks deserves a particularly high 
priority in the negotiations on ?. future chemical-weapons ban. The current threat 
emanates in the first instance from existing chemical weapons stockpiles. 
Furthermore, the Federal Government considers the verification of the destruction 
of chemical weapons stocks to be a key problem of the entire verification complex 
of a future chemical weapons convention. If it proves possible to reach agreement 
on the verification issue, it should also be possible to agree cn the necessary 
inspections for the other areas of the convention.

The Federal Government draws the following conclusions from the Workshop in
Munster:

Firstly, the requirement of effective verification of the destruction of stocks 
of chemical weapons can be met only with a monitoring system operating 
continuous basis;

Secondly, a continuous monitoring system should comprise a mutually 
complementary combination of checks by inspectors and monitoring by tamper-proof 
measuring devices;

Thirdly, the integration of technical monitoring devices should aim at reducing 
the number of inspectors required to be present at all times, thus diminishing the 
degree of intrusiveness that inspections can imply ;

on a



nifce failure or success of any workshop depends largely on tne conu^j/bu ui^ns 
4-hat ccm° from the participants themselves. I should like to express cur gra 2. e 
to all these delegations who enhanced the effect cf the workshop by tueur valuable

parti cipaticn.

Weapons? I realize that this question has frequently been asked, and the question 
certainly deserves an answer. Obviously, it is nobody's intension to write into a 
futur0 chemical weauoris convention norms which oblige the parties to the trea

o^6particular technical processes, or to buy and employ specific apparatuses., 
of uarticular brands. But the link is there, and it is direct. VorKshops uf this , 
kind demonstrate both the necessity and the feasioility of certain technicJ. 
processes. They thus show how planned prescription can be translated -n„o ■ 
law-abiding action, and at what cost. The obligation the Parties axe to undertake 
in the future treaty will be simple. They will be expressed in abstract legal ^ 
larguage. But behind the normative language, knowledge looms. Negotiators, vn_th 
the^aid of such teclmical experience as the workshops have given them, have assured 
themselves that it is possible to translate treaty obligations, such as are 
envisaged, into effective action, and that the mcqt Practical and least costly and 
intensive approach has been chosen in defining obligations and selecting lecal

now

language.
out cf the Tooele and MUnster- 

On the basis of a 
.eld of the

If we attempt to digest the negotiators' lessons 
experiences, the usefulness of the exercises is amply bom out. 
general consensus that is forming on the subject matter in the 

of destruction of stocks, formulations like the or
contained in document CD/yOO, 0^ the

u, now prove themselves to be so 
test of eventual implementation with

inverification'
Article V (l) (f) of the draft convention 
corresponding draft provisions in document CD/3a6
drafted that, if accepted, they would stand the ,-vola
the assistance of currant-state technology, and at low and adequate cost le -Is.

If satisfaction and, indeed, a measure of accomplishment derive from the recent

negotiating process is manifold - if somewhat over-complicated m ^s suructu^e . 
the general state of negotiations is hardly encouraging acu xeaves cue., 
desired.

■ This is all the mere deplorable because this year we should have been 
particularly concerned about making progress rapidly. The 1innings of a

of further proliferation of these barbaric weapons have prompted the Conference on 
Disarmament to speed up negotiations and to produce decisive results. ^Lb8"

commenced under particularly favouraole conditions. - -
placed under the skilful and competent 

Mr. Akkerman of the 
of the -Perman Democratic Republic

session had
Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons was 
guidance of its Chairman, Ambassador Elceus of Sweden. 
Netherlands, Mr. Duarte of Brazil and Dr. Tkielicke

CD/PV.274
10V
(Mr. Wegener, Federal Republic of Germany)

Fourthly, at the present juncture, ail technological prerequisites exist to 
verification problems inherent in the destruction of chemical weapons.solve the

(D
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again proved their high abilities in chairing their respective Working 
Many delegations have introduced important working papers or initiatives.

have once 
Groups.

In spite of these favourable conditions, the positive momentum that had
My delegation has n>

It cannot but urge all
narked previous years of work is about to pc-ter out. 
explanation for this unfortunate state of affairs.
j[gQ_gg^_-|;ions to contribute fully to tne negotiations cy demonstrating m,re 
flexibility and readiness to compromise. The urgency of achieving results does not 
only bear upon the chemical weapons convention itself. This segment of cur work 
constitutes an important test case for the over-all commitment of governments to the 
task of disarmament.

In spite of a negative over-all assessment of the negotiations my delegation, 
of-course, does not wish to belittle the efforts to come to a closer understanding 
in certain areas of the convention and the progress that has been achieved so far. 
In the area of elimination of stocks a consensus is now emerging. My delegation 
is equally hopeful' that a solution of the question of verification of initiai 
declarations can be found on the basis of discussing further the ideas of 
subjecting the declared stocks to verification measures either at intermediate 
storage sites or at the destruction facility. My delegation also welcomes the 
endeavour to provide a complete structure for the future chemical weapons

skilfully been elaborated by Ambassador Turbanski of Poland.convention as has

One obvious task before the negotiators at the present moment is to look to
The form and status of tlielr report will 

The primary responsibility 
the results of the work

the scheduled end of the annual session, 
be of great importance for the further course of work, 
of the negotiators should be carefully to preserve
accomplished during the previous sessions as well as during the present one. 
forward movement may have been limited, but no backward movement should be allowed 
to occur. We must make absolutely sure that the next round of negotiations will 
start on the basis of present accomplishments, and does not embark on yet anctner 
round of needless and frustrating rehashing of past work. Tne decisive 
contribution of Chairman McPhail during the preceding session was Ins skilful 
compilation of-the results of the 1985 session in one comprehensive document which 
all delegations could underwrite. This has been the conceptual oasis of our 
negotiations this year and" largely foreshadows the shape and contents of future 
convention. It is therefore of overriding importance that an amplified and develop 
version of his comprehensive paper, in the more advanced version whicn we owe - 
the Swedish delegation, in document Cl/CW/W?.6?, be accepted as the general ferma, 
of the report of the id Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons for this session.

Tne

It is without doubt within the prerogative of tne Chairman to
tne future negotiating process muer

his own responsibility. It is, however, even mere important that tne structure oi 
document Cl/CV/WF .6? is preserved and further developed. The vital xea - ^
Committee's report at the end of the session should be a c^mprei-^ns-ve - 
text which can fully serve as a reference document, accepted oy^all,^ the nex 
round of our negotiations. My delegation will find it difficult - u£re 
document that would not comply with these criteria..

cf his Committee, 
own delegation, 
formulate his own views and instill them into
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It is designed toThe annual report of the Cored.ttoo is not an end in itself, 
be'a tool to facilitate further work. Concentration on its elaboration should. _ 
therefore, not deduct from cur ongoing negotiation effort and should not pro cause 
reflections on the futures timeframe of negotiations.

One of the interesting features of the present negotiating phase is the vivid 
interaction between scheduled meetings of the various irking units, gxeat
number of bilateral consultations between delegations. .
of a very advanced negotiating process. Delegations find that there is a lL'-:Q'^ or 
detailed discussions designed to explore the. viewpoints of particular del..-ati'.ns. 
Their frequency is thus a positive sign, provided that the findings of delegations 
are channelled back into the multilateral process. Thin appears even more necessary 
when the Chairman of the various working units are themselves involved in 
consultations of this kind. It is certainly the prerogative of these Chairmen o 
obtain the fullest possible information by contact with delegations, as me., as « 
is their obligations to bring their unique quality as officers of the Cv.nforcnve «o 
bear in the interest of progress and compromise. However, particular care snoul
be taken that the transparency end multilateral nature of these processes reiu^ly

indispenr-:ab 1 c- thatobserved. In the view of my delegation it would therefore apoear ^ ^
the Chairmen of the working organs provide a clear picture to all .delegations 
at all times about their particular transactions. It is also desirable — j"-s> 
indeed, indispensable in this multilatéral framework — that all negotiating 
activities conducted by the Chairmen themselves ore in principle upen-endeu a 
accessible to all delegations that have a legitimate interest in participai s.
I am confident that thë officers cf the Ad Hoc CCmmittee on Chemical Weapons rare

the necessary
session.

aware of these necessities, end that they will continue to preserve 
transparency of the negotiating process- during the remainder of our

The more negotiations on chemical woopens progress 
which all delegations- aspire comes within reach, the more it is incongruous 
we indulge in. the seeming luxury of adjourning negotiations so emuy in nc '
resume them only four .r five months later. The need for negotiators to pau-a. _ a 
reflect, and to seek instructions is obvious. But such long intermitsi^-- °“1' * 
evidently to the detriment of the negotiating momentum and may even imply a baUcx^ru 
movement. It is also beyond the comprehension of our general population ~
the need for urgent action while the negotiators have dispersed and seem t.. 
abandoned the negotiating table.

From the viewpoint cf the chemical weapons negotiations, then, the 
meeting cvcle vf this body is highly unsatisfactory. I realize tha, remettes ^i
not easy to find, end that earlier attempts tv schedule resumed sessions
chemical weapons working group have not proved concluravo • Under v-.o r ^'w ,' 
of a "lane-duck" chairman who had already snbmtted Ms fmnl repir*., an., w ^ v 
the necessary political interaction with, and ri-T.l i,one-au: pi vc...nt - • j
delegates, these meetings- remained on the level -1 technical t'xc-i anges, t— • ^ --
very little movement. It is imperative - and will become moi-, so during the -in.l
negotiating stares of the convention — to look for a format which will
extent bridge the time gap between official annual sessions, rnd yat gancrau- -- 
political momentum. This need must Le taken into account wu-.-.n ;1 -pr tc
another look at its general working pattern. >iv delegation is rvaay ^ o p '
in any appropriate now format, even if it deviates from our ingrained navi ta, a>*. 
implies additional sacrifice in tores of slotting time.
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Hr. jZEISS (United States of America): Hr. President, in ny statement on 
12 July. I began to address the last of four major issues involved in a comprehensive 
and effective chemical-weapons bail, that is, the vital issue of verification. I 
described in detail the regime of systematic international on-site verification 
established by the United States draft convention in document 01-/500. I also stated 
that that regime, by itself, would be inadequate to provide the required assurcr.ee of 
compliance with all the provisions of the draft convention. Today, I will examine 
the system for dealing with compliance issues chat is a necessary and vital complement 
to the systematic verification regime I described last week.

In the United States view, the future chemical weapons convention should set 
forth a range of actions that can be taken by a party to resolve compliance concerns. 
The convention should also set forth the obligations of a party' to ec-cperate in the 
prompt resolution of such concerns. The arrangements should be designed tc prevent 
dilatory tactics end to promote clarification at the lowest possible political level. 
However, the right to escalate an issue politically, if necessary, should be built 
into the arrangements to serve as an important stimulus to provide resolution of 
compliance problems. A party should bo able tc select the course of action it 
believes will resolve its concerns most effectively and expeditiously.

The United States draft convention incorporates a number of provisions for 
dealing with compliance concerns. These provisions are contained in .articles IX, X 
and XI, as well as in annex II. Taken together, these provisions would provide an 
effective system for resolving compliance concerns.

Should a party to the convention have reason to believe that another party is 
not completely f-ULfilling its commitments under the convention — if, for example, 
that party suspects that chemical weapons are being stored at a location that the 
other party had not declared to be a chemical weapons storage location — then that 
party could initiate bilateral consultations with the other party, as provided in 
article IX. Article IX would require the party receiving such an inquiry to provide 
sufficient information to the inquiring parly- to resolve the latter1s doubts 
concerning compliance. If both parties so desired, article IX would permit them to 
arrange a bilateral inspection to aid in resolving any lingering questions.

When necessary — if, for example there continued to be concerns over whether 
the party was complying with its commitments under the convention — either party 
involved in the dispute could request the Executive Council of the Consultative

Upon receiving such a request, theCommittee to initiate fact-finding procedures.
Executive Council would request the party whose actions were suspect tc clarify these 
actions. If the clarification provided still did not resolve the question, the 
fact-finding panel of the Executive Council would immediately begin an investigation. 
The report of its investigation would then be ma.de available to all parties to tne 
convention. If still unsatisfied, the inquiring party could initiate a special 
meeting of the Consultative Committee to consider further the compliance question.

It is hoped that cost compliance questions can be resolved through information 
exchanges that occur either bilaterally or through the Consultative Committee. 
However, in some instances assurances mere persuasive than- the uncorroDerated 
statements of a party will be necessary. In other cases, the assurance will be 
required more rapidly than the time periods contained in article Di. Articles X 
and XI of the draft convention were designed to meet the needs of such situationo.

Under article X" of the draft convention, procedures for special on-site 
inspection will apply to any facility eitheir already subject co systematic _
international no -oito j_am:c:ti on pm-sunnt to oTncr articles of the convention or
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(Hr. Fielis. United States) Ç

facility or location owned or controlled by the government of a party, including
II would contain provisions aiding in the specification

For these locations anu facilitaes, a party to the
invitation" with regard tc the possibility

any
Annexmilitary facilities, 

of such facilities and locations.
convention is deemed to have issued an "open ... , .of their inspection. This means that a party must permit an on-site inspection of t..e 
location or facility within 24 hours of receipt of a request from a member of tie
fact-finding panel-for such an investigation. . , ,
an insoection on their own or on behalf of a party not represented on the panel. L. 
party cannot refuse a request for a special on-site inspection.

‘However, the* United States strongly believes that a comprehensive and effective ban 
on chemical weapons, which would provide substantial security benefits, must, if it 
is to be truly effective, contain an "open invitation" inspec .ion.scheme along *1 
lines I have sketched out today.- Thus, the United States has decided that tne benefits 
flowing from such an inspection scheme greatly outweigh the risks.

be minimized and managedThe United States seriously considers that any risks can

BrKfE&HiHssS$5s5&Fto resolve the issue at the lowest possible level of intrusion, ror example, ne 
inspectors' access should be unimpeded, but the procedures could stipulate thatthu 
least intrusive steps be taken first. Mere intrusive steps would be implemented only 

level needed to resolve the specific issue in question. We voulu welcome
the risks that might result from a special on-site inspection.

(
to the
suggestions for minimizing

e like Lou.it of political will and accept this "open invitation" concept, -because it 
is essential for an effective chemical-weapons ban.

criticisms that have been publicly voiced
The statement hasI would also like to respond to someconcerning the article X provision on .special on-site inspection. ^nt-rolledbeen mad?that, since the provision applies to government-owned or government-.ontroll 

facilities, it discriminates against some economic and political system. x *- UgLent seems to bo that, since the civilian chemical industries lb ==== socialist 
countries arc owned by the government, these facilities would bo sinêéwhereas the chemical industries in the Silted States or other western countries, sin|e 
they arc privately owned, would not bo covered oy article X. In passing I would -iX
to note that the countries voicing this and other criticisms of the interested
donP go without accepting the invitation of my delegation to meet, with an) interestedelegation to explain f2ly our draft convention If they 
tliis opportunity to meet with -us, tiiis matter coula have been -lar - - V Axticle X covers not only those locations and facilities that are owned the 
government, but also those controlled by the government., whether through contract,
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other obligations, or regulatory requirement;;. The privately-owned chemical industries 
of the United States are so heavily regulated by the United States Government that this 

to the tern "controlled" as used in the draft convention. Thus, the privateequates
chemical industry of the United States is fully subject to the inspection provisions 
of article X.

In addition, I will repeat a statement made many tines by no and by other
No imbalance in inspection obligationrepresentatives of the United States Government, 

is'either desired, intended, or contained in any provisions of the United States draft 
convention banning chérirai weapons. 1-5y delegation welcomes any suggestions concerning 

improve the orecedures for the "open invitation" inspections, an long as an
It is easy to criticize a proposal.

ways «O
equivalent level of confidence is maintained, 
is much harder to work out mutually acceptable solutions to difficult problems. I 
hope that delegations that have concerne about the "open invitation" approach of 
article X will join with us in a constructive manner to seek effective solutions.

It

Tor locations a-à facilities not subject to article X, "ad hoc on-site
A party mayinspections" are provided by article XI of the United States draft, 

request the Consultative Committee, at any time, to conduct such inspections in order
The fact-finding panel shall convene within 24 hours

The panel will make its 
If the panel decides to request

to resolve doubts and concerns.
to determine whether such an inspection should be granted, 
decision based on guidelines contained in annex II. 
ah inspection, the requested party' shall, except in the most extraordinary 
circumstances, provide access to the inspectors. If a party refuses an inspection, it 
must fully exclain its refusal and suggest concrete alternative methods for resolving

The fact-finding panel will review these explanations and
If the problem is not

the compliance concern.
suggestionn to determine if they resolve the question raised.
deemed to be resolved, the panel can again request an inspection. If it is refused 

n, the Chairman of the Consultative Commission shall immediately inform theagai
Security Council of the United Dations.

As with systematic international on-site inspection, there are many detailed, 
technical procedures governing the conduct of special and ad hoc on-site inspections 
that need tc be negotiated. Section H.of annex II contains a list of the areas where 
the United States bc-lievcs there must be an agreement on procedures. Some examples cf 
these .areas are : a requirement for definition of the area to be inspected, types of 
equipment to be used, and protection cf proprietary or confidential information. 
procedures should be negotiated in connection with our consideration of the inspection 
provisions contained in articles X and XI.

These

two statements I have outlined in detail the provisions contained in the
The regime ofIn

United States draft convention dealing with the verification issue, 
systematic international on-site inspection, and the compliance resolution system 
outlined today, combine to provide the confidence in compliance necessary for a 
comprehensive and effective ban or; chemical-weapons. These previsions are central to 
the United States draft convention. Uo chemical weapons convention can bo achieved 
without agreement on effective provisions for verification.

This statement also concludes my scries of statements dealing with the four main 
issues involved in a comprehensive and effective chemical weapons ban. I have explaince 
how the United States draft convention deals with wha.t a part;/ must not do, what it may 
d wvlP_t it must do, and finally the verification provisions that provide confidence 
in compliance. I hope these statements have been helpful. Uy delegation is ready 
at any'tine and any place tv wrk with any delegation to answer questions concerning 
our draft convention and Lo try to axhievu mutually acceptable solutions to the many 
problems in this area which remain to he solved.

-,
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achieved in this year's sessions of

a sound basis was
Let me mention in particular the tabling by the United States of a full 

draft treaty of such a chemical weapons ban at the end of the spring P*rt ° ourïîsrrîSîrïïï1^
analysis of ways and means to rid the world of an entire, class of - in 
appalling — weapons. On an earlier occasion my delegation already expressed i 
satisfaction on the Soviet willingness to accept permanent on-sxte inspection of 
the destruction of stockpiles. We express our sincere hope that it will be 
possible to reach agreement on a chemical weapons treaty in the near fu ure.

In due course, I hope to address the subject of chemical weapons^in detail.
I now only wish to pay tribute to the perseverance with which Ambassador Ekeus, as 
Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, furthers a successful outcome 
of our work during this session. Permit me to add that, in our view, t e 
importance of an early conclusion of a chemical waàpons ban would warran a 
continuation of our work during the autumn, provided we could reach agreement 
before the end of this session on a suitable basis to do so.

CD/PV 275
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(Mr. Turbanski , Poland)

intervention to the question of chemicalCnee again I would like to devote my
weapons, concentrating on some aspects of the ongoing process of negotiations, 
the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons is at the stage of determining exceptionally

This is perhaps the reason why the results of its work are not
On the other hand, some problems 

and more understood

I think,

important questions.
at present as visible as one would wish them to be. 
unde** active consideration become more and more cle.ar and more
by those most concerned. There is no doubt that further continuation of bilateral 
and other informal consultations between the most interested delegations will 
contribute to the achievement of better results by this Conference.
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(Mr. Turbanski, Poland)

I would like to thank, as a number of other colleagues did earlier, the 
Chairman of the Ad 'Hoc Committee, Ambassador Ekéus, as well as the Chairmen of the 
Working Groups who, in organizing numerous meetings and informal consultations, 
spare no efforts to achieve as much progress as possible. It seems at the moment 
that if the Committee could agree on the most important questions regarding the 
destruction of stockpiles and on the verification of this process, together with the 
procedure on submission of the initial and detailed plans for destruction, then 
the Question of how and what to do with facilities would also be easier to solve.
Let me say that an understanding on the questions mentioned above would make it 
possible to establish the main trunk of the future convention. The Polish delegation 
persistently works towards this end. Of extreme importance at the present stage 
would be the elaboration of guidelines for initial plans for destruction. Based on 
such agreed guidelines, the States signatories of the future convention who are in 
possession of chemical weapons could, after its entry into force, agree between 
themselves the detailed contents of suqh plans and submit them to the 
Consultative Committee. Any action in this respect at present would enhance an 
outlook on the whole process of destruction and verification. In other words, we 
consider that further work in this field will be botn prospective and useful in all 
respects.

I would like to devote also a few lines to the question of the diversion of 
As is well known, different misunderstandings or lack of understanding

We note therefore
stocks.
concerning this problem have impeded progress of negotiations, 
with satisfaction that a considerable degree of mutual understanding is emerging.
It was especially encouraging to hear in this connection that the United States 
delegation would show flexibility to consider any proposals in this respect.
All of us should have in mind that regardless of destruction or diversion, both these 
kinds of elimination of chemical weapons will have to be exactly reflected in future 
plans of destruction which the States parties concerned will have to submit at the 
mutually agreed time to the Consultative Committee. Thus the problem as such will 
be in full sight of all participants to the convention.

It is obvious that the diversion process will have to be adequately controlled.

Let me say also a few words on the forms of verification, particularly in the 
context of the United States draft convention contained in document CD/500. 
observed in my intervention on 15 March this year, no verification, however intensive 
and elaborate, can provide absolute certainty that no violation, even the least

The United States draft contains and proposes the widest and
Has it been justified by a real need or

As I

meaningful, occurs.
most demanding system of verification, 
by an excessive care for the obligations to be fulfilled by future signatories of the 

I shall try to make a short analysis of different requirements for the
Out of numerous requirements, the following could be mentipned:

convention9 
verification systems.

first, correspondence of the verification system with international law and 
with the provisions of law of the States parties concerned ;

secondly, correspondence of the verification system with the principle of 
the inviolability of security interests of the States parties concerned ;

thirdly, the intrusiveness of the verification system should be reduced to 
minimum and justified only by the nature and the dimensions of the scope;

fourthly, the verification system should be reasonable in the sense of costs 
Involved which are to bo covered by the future signatories.

i



listened with great attention also to 
Some of them, containing

Today, without 
We have no

should be done as soon as

During the last plenary meetings we have 
several other statements devoted to chemical weapons, 
interesting ideas, are subject to careful study by my delegation, 
going into details, I would like to dwell on two of t ese thoughts, 
doubt that chemical weapons must be destroyed, . and ... ,
possible, without any artificial complications. Thus we sympathized very much 
Sith the idea voiced by the delegation of Australia that obsolete stocks of chemica 
weapons, which sooner or later will have to be disposed of, could be destroyed 

■an act of goodwill, before entry into force of the Convention.

Such a step could not only reduce the burden to be carried y . d .. .
but would also build up the confidence necessary for tne early elaboration an 
implementation of the convention banning the chemical weapons.
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most appropriate verification system is one

one hand and isWe are of the opinion that the
which ensures in practice the effectiveness of verification on acceptable to the interested parties on the other. It seems, in this connection, 
that^the^ intrusiveness of the system proposed by the United States is' 
with real needs. Some proposed methods of verification overlap, although that 
does not double the control effects and does not increase the volume

As an example I quote from the statement of Ambassador Fields on 12 y. Wha^l^pro posed " systematic International on-si!te verification of chemical 
weapons, from the moment they were declared, to the moment theywer*fd*^r°^?ial ill system thus proposed there should be: immediate verification of the initial 
declarations, verification of the declared stocks between the declarations and

verification, of the destruction of stocks. In fact, sucn a 
minimum the eventual cases of violation of tne 

bring distrust among States parties as
What

elimination, and the 
system could allegedly reduce to
«“l^snuo™ for-6 conducting “’least so»- on-site 
can be achieved as a result might be the reluctance .on the part of certain to partioï^aîe in the convention. This result would be exactly the opposite of 
what I believe we want to achieve. ‘ -Î

toba.2dor°neLrtH”dnto ansuer * criUc^s’and dispel some x

ehemicafindustry of the United States la fully subject to the Inspection provisions 
of article X Ï must say, ho-ever, that our doupts have not been dispelled (
Thev are further strengthened by the opinions of some United States exper .I^Lle In a a.rious iork on the «abject entitled "Arms Control and Inspection in 
American Law", an American author, boula Henkin, su^ests that the duration of 
on-eite inspections in case of private industry, and that JWUJ 
also to chemical industry, may yo even as far as tc require amendment of the
United States Constitution.

■C 
-ri
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We are also in favour of the practice suggested by Ambassador Wegener in his 
olea that we should take more care in preserving the results of the work 
accomplished during previous sessions. Indeed the proposals of the past should 
serve not only future research workers but also, and in the first place, the 
negotiators.
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Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from Russian): 
The Soviet delegation would like to dwell today on a question which seems to be 
raised most often at plenary meetings of the summer session of the Conference on 
Disarmament. This is the question of the prohibition of chemical weapons. I 
think, however, that all will agree that in the broad range of problems concerned 
with the limitation of the arms race, the problem of the prohibition of chemical 
weapons does not have the highest priority and is not the most important. Like 
the majority of delegations, and like the overwhelming part of the world community. 
we regard the prevention of nuclear war as the primary issue of contemporary world 
policy. At the same time, chemical disarmament can play an important positive 
role in resolving the tasks connected with the limitation of the arms race and 
disarmament.

The majority of those who have spoken on the subject of the prohibition of 
chemical weapons, while noting some progress in the negotiations on this question, 
have also expresséd dissatisfaction with their pace and character.

We share this feeling. On the one hand, the negotiations are continuing and 
the Soviet delegation recognizes the efforts of, and personal interest in the work 
taken by, the Chairman of the Committee on the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons, 
Ambassador Ekéus and his staff. On the other hand, however, these negotiations 
are still very far from the ultimate goal. Perhaps even further from that goal 
than they were, let us say, a year and a half ago.

What are the reasons .for this state of affairs in our work on the prohibition 
of chemical weapons?

There are certainly many. In our opinion, however, there are two main reasons. 
We have already had an opportunity to point out that the United States draft 
convention, even before it saw the light of day, hampered the negotiations. It 
is a well-known fact that in February, March and April of this year, the work of 
the Ad Hoc Committee was almost fatally blocked. It is true that at that time 
delegations of one group of countries did not manifest any concern over that 
situation and did not call for any acceleration in the Committee's work. If only 
the matter had been confined to that'. When the United States of America presented 
its draft convention in April, it became clear that it was not making a constructive 
contribution to the work already done at Geneva, and that it was creating a number 
of major insoluble problems which had not existed before. However much the 
United States delegation now tries to paint this draft in the most radiant colours, 
the main point is that it does not promote mutual understanding but, on the 
contrary, deepens the differences between the partners in the negotiations and, 
on.a number of questions, particularly with regard to monitoring, sets the 
negotiations back. We have, of course, listened carefully to the clarifications 
given by the Head of the United States delegation, Ambassador Fields, concerning 
the individual sections of the United States draft, but that has in no way changed 
our general evaluation of this document. We shall talk about this in greater detail 
in one of our subsequent statements.



We are resolutely against such an approach. Of course, the future n -o
on the prohibition ef chemical weapons, taking into account the ooject of the ban 
and its specific character, will inevitably- be a complex international document. 
However at the same time, it must not be forgotten that we arc conducting politi 
negotiations aimed at the solution of knotty problems which would ^
successful functioning cf the convention. In any- event, we shall not succeed m 
forcing all possible situations connected with the operation o_ the convention 
into a Procrustean bed, since life- is considerably more diverse than any hum=n 
fanatasy. We are in favour of concentrating attention on the m&ir elements 
on the rules, not on the exceptions. It is precisely for thisreason ^ 
international agreements on disarmament, including-the convention being prepared 
by ur. provide for the establishment of a consultative committee to ue entrusted 
with the function of examining all situ tiens that may arise. wnevher sy c^n 
be foreseen or net. That is why we ale wish to put forward in our statement 
today some general considerations concerning the activity 01 ulus /cry importan 
ma chine ry of the future contention.

They have begun to complicate the talks, to burden them by constantly introducing

in créas iyglv difficult for delegations to find a common language; secondary and 
tertiary Questions push the main issues into the background and sometimes no way 
out of this situation can be seen. It is to be hoped that this is not being done 
deliberately, buv that doer not change the results.

new
to

considerations, 1 should likeby way£ o f ran* example to refer^o ^r^'q^tion./whose consideration and^ so lut ion, 

it seems- to u^, could be entrusted to the consultative committee. They “y6 
primarily Questions which ara clear!v not ripe for solution at the present time. 
Per example; the proposal put forward by one or two delegations concerning -e 
inclus-on in the basic, prohibition contained in the future convention of an 
undertekirg by States ,:not to conduct other activities in preparation for The use 
of chemical weapons". The participants in mho negotiations, have a more or less

basic obligations which they would accept under the convention.
But what are the otherclear ides of the

net to produce cheaicil weapons, to destroy stocks, etc. T,
activities which they should not conduct? There is no clear reply to this, it 
is not possible to separate, let us say, activities in preparation for the use oi 
chemical weapons from activities relating to the preparation of aimed forces as 
a whole. On this Question, it is clear that no progress has been made uowar^s
reaching agreement,

the basis that the consultative committee
form for discussing all questionsIs it not better to proceed from

consisting of all parties to the convention, as a , - +
connected with the implementation of and. compliance with the convention, g 
resolve any specific problem, including that to which reference ha^ jus een ma e, 

it acquired specific form, of course.as soon as
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Yet another example. It has been proposed — by the delegation of the 
United States of America — to prohibit in the future convention some almost 
mysterious chemical, specially designed to intensify the effects of the use of 
chemical weapons. After persistent requests to clarify everything involved, it 
was stated that the matter concerns substances capable of acting as solvents in 
chemical weapons or as thickening agents, of changing the viscosity of chemicals 
or their local stability, of increasing their capacity to penetrate the human 
skin or the charcoal f si ter of a gas mask, etc. Ever, from this list — and it 
can, of course, be expanded — it is clear that the matter does not concern a 
particular specific chemical, but a great number of chemicals. It is true that, 
in this connection, we have not been given the name of a single chemical. It is 
proposed, consequently, that substances unknown to anyone should not be developed, 
produced or stockpiled and that they should be destroyed. Can this be serious? 
Here, too, if a genuine need to resolve the above-mentioned question arose, the 
consultative committee would be able to take the appropriate steps.

In a word, we attach very great importance to the consultative committee 
and consider that it and its subsidiary organs should be assigned the task of the 
solution in practice of the broadest possible group of questions connected with 
the practical implementation - of and compliance with the convention.

We proceed from the basis that the consultative committee, if reference is 
made to it as a collective body, would receive, have custody of and distribute 
information furnished by States parties in accordance with the requirements of 
the convention, would provide to States parties dt their request assistance in 
the conduct of consultations among them, would work out recommendations and 
individual technical questions, etc.

It weald also have to perform a considerable number of responsible functions 
with regard to the implementation and co-ordination of all forms of verification. 
In particular, we consider it important that the consultative committee should 
work out standardised verification methods and verify reports of cases involving 
the use of chemical weapons. The convention must also include a clear provision 
under which the consultative committee would determine the procedure and periods 
for carrying out verifications at facilities for the destruction of stocks and 
at facilities for the. production of super-toxic lethal chemicals- for permitted 
purposes. It would take into account the size and characteristics of the stocks, 
data an the destruction facilities and on the permitted production, and a. great 
deal more.

A most important task under the future, convention will be the proper 
organization of the working interaction between international and national 
monitoring bodies. They should complement one another and assist one another, 
for otherwise, unless one is under the illusion of "constantly valid invitations", 
monitoring might prove to be imperfect. In this regard, too, it is clear that the 
"consultative committee might have an outstanding role to play. It will have to 
concern itself ever, with such matters as the special training of national staff 
for carrying out inspections, the scaling cf chemical weapons production 
facilities, the "handling of seals, etc.

One would hope that those considéré tiens will facilitate and speed up the 
preparation of the section of the future convention devoted to the consultative 
committee.
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In connection with the consultative committee, I should like to draw attention 
to a matter of primary importance — the composition of its main subsidiary organ, 
the executive council. Vie propose that this council should consist of 15 members, 
representatives of States parties to the convention, lv of whom would be elected by 
the consultative committee on the principle of a two-year term for each party, 
five members being replaced each year; the remaining five seats would be set aside 
for the permanent members of the Security Council parties to the convention.

This machinery should be seen primarily as an earnest of the effectiveness of 
the future convention, ensuring compliance with the principle of not endangering the 
security of any of the parties. •

A very important problem is the elaboration of a procedure, acceptable to all 
the States parties to the future convention, for the adoption by the consultative 
committee and its subsidiary organ of decisions relating tc substantive questions. 
Many far-reaching proposals of every kind have been submitted on this subject, but 
no reply has yet been forthcoming. This is not surprising, since the question 
really is complex. Yet, in our opinion there is a solution — as in many other 
questions which have arisen in the process of elaborating a convention on chemical 
weapons, it lies in a realistic view of matters. We proceed from the basis that 
the best means of adopting decisions is by consensus. However, if it is not possible 
r.o reach a consensus within strictly stipulated periods, reckoned in some cases in 
days and in others in hours, then, in our opinion, there is only one practical — I 
repeat, practical — possibility : to bring to the notice of the party or parties 
the individual views on a given question of the members of the consultative committee 
or the executive council. The opinions of States, set out in the manner established 
by international lav;, would together constitute for many States a serious political 
factor which it wculd not be possible to ignore. As a last resort, it would always 
be possible to use other procedures, which would be provided for in the convention.

Those are some considerations which the Soviet delegation would like to put 
forward in connection with the negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons 
at the Conference.

CE/FV .27-'
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Qtr. Ngiver Thucr.-. Viet Kami

Following nuclear disarmament in these various respects, the greatest efforts
concerning othershould be deployed for arris limitation and disarmament measures 

weapons of mass destruction, 
the Conference on Disarmament must press on the prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling and use of chemical 
weapons, among which binary weapons are the subject of a resolution adopted by tne 
United Nations General Assembly at its thirty-eighth session. As the victim o e 
biggest chemical war in recent decades, Viet Norn is particularly interested in t .is 
issue and informed the Committee cn Disarmament of its experience last- year.

Overcoming demagogical, vasciliating manoeuvres,
towards the finalization of the convention
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(Mr. Birbaum, Austria)

Much work has been done by this Conference in the field of chemical weapons,
Austria is formallywhose topicality was sadly spotlighted by recent events, 

bound not to possess nor acquire nor test chemical weapons under any circumstances. 
It is thus greatly interested that this category of weapons be banned altogether.
Ve trust that under the able guidance of the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on 
Chemical Weapons the momentum achieved can be carried further.
readiness in principle to accept permanent on-site verification of destruction of 
chemical weapons expressed by the Soviet delegation on 11 February 1994, and the 
tabling of a full treaty text by the United States in April, as good signs that 
in this difficult area real progress can le achieved.

We take the

CD/PV 278
7

(The President)

Although the Committee on Disarmament had no completed agreements to show tor 
its five years of work, it made substantial progress in one very important field. 
It laid the foundations for a convention on chemical weapons, designed to rid the 
world completely of one whole class of weapons, long regarded with a particular 
abhorrence, which found its expression, after the appalling experiences of the 
First World War, in the Geneva Protocol, concluded in this city in 1925- I 
hope that the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons under the able and tireless 
chairmanship of Ambassador Ekéus will be able to report to the Conference further 
progress in this field in time for inclusion in the report of the Conference 
to the General Assembly; and that we can then look forward to the conclusion of 
a Convention in 19&5»

CD/PV.278
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The adoption of concrete and verifiable measures; should also oe possioie tor 
the Conference on Disarmament. The intensification and reorganization of 
negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons would be a step in that

To a lesser, though stilldirection, to which we attach the greatest importance.
significant, extent, the time for compromise arrived long ago in negotiations 
on the prohibition of radiological weapons. Otherwise, we will have to resign 
ourselves to failure ... probably for a long time to come* We are still hoping that 
the Western proposals on mandates for subsidiary bodies on-a nuclear test ban and 
the prevention of an arms race in outer space will help prepare negotiations at a 
later date. If not, if we do not begin to tackle the .heart of the matter, we 
shall have to admit to a state of default which is as .alarming as it is regrettable.
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A chemical weapons convention is also a high priority objective for the 
Australian Qpvemment. We believe there is a general will within the; Conference 
on Disarmament to establish a convention requiring the declaration and destruction 
of existing chemical weapons and the means of producing them. Such a convention 
would prohibit the manufacture, stoclqpiling or use of such weapons and set up 
an effective system of international measures to demonstrate full compliance with 
all these provisions.

In this connection, the Australian Government particularly welcomed the 
tabling of a draft convention by Vice-President Bush of the United States in 
April. That action gave new impetus to the objective of achieving such a 
convention. The United States draft contains (by and large) the prohibitions

of Australia would like to see in the future convention —
It alsowhich the Governmentin particular, an absolute prohibition on the use of chemical weapons, 

provides verification and compliance provisions of the standard which Australia 
believes is necessary if such a convention is to attract the adherence of a 
relevant States and to be fully effective in its physical and political
objectives.

intensification and acceleration of the Conference's 
The critical task is to resolve differences over the 

A striking example of this has arisen in connection 
draft convention and its provisions for ad hoc and 

Some delegations have argued that the draft 
the verification regime from one country to 
of State ownership of the chemical industry.

Australia wants an 
work on chemical weapons, 
verification provisions, 
with the United States 
special on-site inspections. 
provisions make a distinction in 
another, depending on the degree

holds that the verification provisions of theThe Australian Government future Convention should apply with equal effectiveness to all countries, 
whatever their economic, social and political systems, and that compara le 
facilities should be subject to comparably effective controls, regardless o
their ownership.

The United StatesThese are thoroughly legitimate, realistic considerations. 
delegation has, I understand, said that no such imbalance was intended and that it

that its verification proposals apply
I suggest to the delegations 

in the United States
is ready to work with others to ensure 
fairly to differing economic and political systems. 
most concerned to address the difficulties which they see 
draft by proposing alternative arrangements which are equally effective u o 
not suffer from the problems they see in the present draft. This would be an 
act of positive negotiation, and such proposals would be considered.

I should like to mention briefly Australia's contribution to verif^at^on; 
In the field of chemical weapons, Australia has long been conscious of the tact 
that the 1925 Protocol lacks verification provisions. For thia reason we 
supported the General Assembly resolution initiated by France (37/9 in 
the Secretary-General to establish a list of experts and laboratories on which 
we could draw to investigate allegations of the use of chemical weapons.

Following adoption of the resolution, Australia nominated the Materials
Defence Department to the Secretary-General sResearch Laboratory of the Australianmaking plans to expand the capabilities of that laboratory to^list. We are now
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contribute such expert services to international verification of reports of 
use of chemical weapons. Indeed, even before the Secretary-General had 
completed the task of implementing resolution no. 37/91'D, he had occasion 
to establish an investigatory team of specialists to investigate reports of 
the use of such chemicals in the Iran-Iraq war. Australia contributed an 
expert to that mission. By virtue of our geographical location, Australia 
is in a position to make a unique contribution to verification and information 
gathering related to the Implementation of nuclear-arms control.

CD/PV.279
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Mr. DHANAPALA (Sri Lanka)
The subject of my statement today is item 4 of our agenda, Chemical Weapons. 

In focusing on this issue I would like to make it clear that my delegation is by 
no means signifying any priority to this issue.
United Nations General Assembly resolutions 3^/62, 38/183D and 38/I83G which 
regarded nuclear issues as the priority issues in the discussion of disarmament. 
This priority was reflected in the statement dated 28 June of the Group of 21. 
However it is a fact that in the 1984 session, while we remained locked in 
disagreement on the nuclear issues, we have witnessed a heightened interest in 
achieving an effective and verifiable ban on chemical weapons, 
not without significance that the first ad hoc committee to be established this 
year was on chamical weapons — even before we had reached consensus on the term

Thereafter we heard the important

We continue to uphold

It is perhaps

for the designation of our subsidiary bodies, 
statement of Ambassador Issraelyan on 21 February on the verification question

On l8 April the Vice-President of theof a chemical weapons ban.
United States of America introduced document CD/500, a draft convention for the 
prohibition of chemical weapons, various facets of which have been elaborated 
upon by Ambassador Fields in a series of statements. As we approach the end of 
the current session it appears to my delegation that if any progress has been 
achieved by uo at all it is under item 4.
of the Conference on Disarmament we have actually begun drafting a treaty, 
is not an inconsiderable achievement, even though we may have a long way to go.

Perhaps for the first time in the history
This

My delegation is pleased to note the signs of progress in negotiations on
The progressthe prohibition of chemical weapons last year and this year, 

achieved signifies not only the collective will of the international community 
to outlaw this particularly odious and abhorrent form of mass destruction, but 
also the vitality and viability of the multilateral process of disarmament which 
is very often brought into question by the manner in which we conduct our work 
in this forum. The wide acceptance now enjoyed by the proposal to include a 
prohibition of the use of chemical weapons in the future convention is a clear 
example of the effectiveness of the multilateral process of disarmament negotiations.
My delegation does not consider that the inclusion of an undertaking in the 
convention not to use chemical weapons will in any way undermine the importance 
or utility of the Geneva Protocol of 1925* It should not be beyond our negotiating 
capacity to formulate a provision in the convention which establishes an 
appropriate link with the Geneva Protocol. After all, what we seek in prohibiting 
the acquisition, stockpiling, retention or transfer is the prohibition of use

Chemical weapons are most often manufactured in developed
This is a transfer we car. well do without.

in the final analysis. 
countries but used in developing countries.
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We support the prohibition of the manufacture and transfer of chemical weapons.
of chemical weapons under any circumstances and not merely in armed 

conflict, should be banned. Pending this global ban, the proposal to ban the 
use of chemical weapons in certain regions should be implemented, if at all, 

regions where they have been used and then extended thereafter.

The use

first in the
considerable degree of agreement on the substance of the treaty

The degree of agreement is the 
This is not to say however that one should

There is a
elements relating to definitions and scope, 
cumulative result of five years' work, 
belittle the importance of remaining issues which may or may not relate to these
particular elements. I refer here to the questions relating to irritants,
herbicides, etc. It is to be hoped that solutions to these questions could be
found without having to erode the degree of consensus already achieved. In

tribute to the distinguished chairmanthis regard my delegation would like to pay _
of the Ad hoc Committee, Ambassador Ekéus of Sweden, and the Chairmen of the 
three Working Groups for their efforts at building upon the progress reflected 
in the document CD/416. My delegation particularly commends the drafting efforts 
of the Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee "in order to arrive at workable definitions . 
Considering the interrelationships that exist between various elements of the 
convention, such concrétisation will certainly help overall progress of negotiations. 
Whilst on the question of methodology, my delegation would like to draw attention 
to the useful suggestion made by the distinguished Ambassador of Belgium on 
10 July with regard to the desirability of having a "clear synopsis of the 
alternative proposals on the important questions outstanding". This would not 
only facilitate a clearer picture of the present .state of negotiations but would 
also help orientate negotiations in a problem-specific manner.

As regardsI referred earlier to the questions relating to definitions.
that this question could best be handled outsideherbicides my delegation agrees 

the definitions in view of the conceptual and practical problems, including
This should not however, belittle the need

Comingverification problems, it entails.
for the future convention to take cognizance of the concerns expressed. 
from a tropical developing conntry where the natural cover and ecology is an 
important element of our agro-based economy, we share the concerns about the 
hostile use of herbicides. We therefore believe that the absence of an undertaking 
against such use will be a lacuna in the convention. There is an important neeo , ■ 
to define permitted purposes and activities in such a manner that no loopholes 
are left, while recognizing that loopholes will always be found where the political 
will to honour a treaty is absent.

There is agreement that one of the most important elements, if not the 
most important of the convention is the elimination of existing stockpiles and 
facilities. The negotiations in Working Group B showed that there is also agreement 
that elimination of stocks should be undertaken according to an agreed schedule 
which takes into account the security interests of all States. We also would like 
to be optimistic about the emerging consensus on on-site monitoring of destruction 
or diversion of stocks. These areas of agreement however cannot mask the 
differences that remain. The issues relating to the timing of declarations and 
locations of stocks should be addressed in a realistic way in accordance with the 
principles already agreed upon such as the principle of having an agreed schedule

It is regrettable therefore that moreor time-frame for elimination of stocks. 
thought could not be given to the possibilities of finding realistic solutions 
to these outstanding problems without indulging in circular discussions of arguing 
for and against well-known positions. Whilst noting the constructive trend of
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emerging understanding on the question of verifiable diversion of components 
of existing stocks, my delegation regrets the lack of similar understanding on 
the need to have as comprehensive information as possible with regard to the plans 
for destruction. It would be important for the States parties who do not possess 
chemical weapons as well, to know that chemical warfare capability is reduced 
and eliminated without prejudice to the security of any State party. This would 
promote the stability of and wider adherence to the convention. It is to be hoped 
that an acceptable compromise could be found on the basis of the suggestion for 
the redeployment of stocks before declaration. We welcome the willingness 
displayed to share expertise over the destruction of chemical weapons.
Document CD/513 of the delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany and the 
kind invitation of the Government of Switzerland to the Conference on Disarmament 
to visit the facility in Spiez are examples of this. So also are the statements 
of the representative of Finland on 19 June and the representative of Norway on 
26 June.

Much has been said about verification. It has been accepted by ail that 
absolute verification is a chimera. Let us therefore save our energy by not 
chasing after it. There is no doubt that a convention as complex as the one being 
negotiated now should necessarily have a carefully worked out verification procedure 
to promote confidence of States. The technological capacity to verify a chemical- 
weapons ban is not in doubt so long as the political will to comply with the ban 
and mutual confidence exists. My delegation regrets the political debate on 
verification which has blocked progress on more than one disarmament agreement. 
Refusal to accept nothing less than total intrusivjeness or rejection of that 
optimum degree of the intrusiveness necessary for the viability of the agreement, 
would not be compatible with the declared commitment to outlaw these weapons in 
the interest of all States. We should also bear in mind the necessity of not 
burdening prospective States parties with cumbersome and expensive verification 
procedures relating to monitoring of production for permitted purposes. Similarly 
verification must be protected against misuse through irresponsible, mischievous 
and provocative challenges which could lead to counter-challenges and a consequent 
over-burdening of the verification machinery as well as a jeopardizing of the 
stability of the Convention. If the Convention is to be of a truly multilateral 
character, it should not give rise to additional investments on the part of the 
developing countries for the setting up of institutional mechanisms to monitor 
the civilian chemical industry. The common denominator of verification should 
be found not only among the possessors of chemical weapons but also among the

With regard to the Consultative Committee andpossessors and non-possessors, 
the institutional arrangements envisaged for verification, my delegation would 
like to see the principle of universality maintained with democratized decision
making procedures. We cannot subscribe to the view, that has been disproved over 
and over again, that power begets responsibility, justifying a weighted scheme 
of decision-making. Peace and security is the common right of mankind, 
too important to be put in charge of a few countries who happen to monopolize

It is

weapons of mass destruction.

As our session draws to an end, it is important that the deliberations of 
the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons should continue at least informally.
The momentum must be maintained. My delegation shares the concern of 
Ambassador Dépassé in his statement of 10 July and Ambassador Wegener in his

should be restricted 
We are aware that the Chairman

statement on 19 July that negotiations on chemical weapons 
to the time-table of the Conference on Disarmament.



have bled where no wounds' were 
killed, my friend"
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convention, and now. stated in this forum on 10 July, "The time has come
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In my delegation's opinion, efforts to prohibit the development, production 
and stockpiling of chemical means of warfare should be placed within the setting 
of the general concern of States to outlaw all weapons of mass destruction, above 
all nuclear weapons. The convention on chemical weapons should therefore be global 
in character, covering all toxic warfare substances, including non-lethal ones, 
the means of using them and production facilities, even those which at present are 
not operational but may become so within a very short time. We believe that the 
basic undertakings of the future convention should cover the prohibition of the use 
and the threat of use of chemical weapons. At the same time, the convention should 
encourage the broadest exchange possible of technical information as well as 
co-operation in the peaceful use of the chemical industry, above all for the benefit 
of developing countries. Special provision should oe made to guarantee open and 
free access for all States parties to the processes and licences required both for 
the destruction of stockpiles of chemical weapons and for the verification and 
monitoring of the obligations undertaken, the starting point being, naturally, the 
experience already acquired by some countries in this field. At the same time, the 
convention should permit the production, transfer and storage of toxic substances 
and their precursors, in strictly specified quantities, for protection, as well as 
for industrial, agricultural and medical uses, etc. It may be assumed that the 
chemical agents in this category should not exceed 1,000 kilos per year and that the 
national authority responsible for implementing the convention will inform the 
Consultative Committee in writing each year of these activities. The production of 
these agents should be carried out within a single industrial unit, designated by 
each State and subject to verification.

It is in this light that we have appreciated the Working Paper submitted by 
the United Kingdom delegation (document CD/514, of 19&4) on the verification of 
non-production of chemical weapons, as a suggestion for ensuring that such activities 
do not oecome a source for the production of chemical agents for hostile purposes.

The convention should allow the transfer of toxic substances used for protective 
or research purposes to member countries which do not possess production facilities. 
Such transfers should not exceed a total of 1,000 kilos and should be monitored by 
the Consultative Committee, with a view to preventing the acquisition of stockpiles 
through purchases from several suppliers.

Concerning the declaration of stockpiles, production facilities and transfers of 
chemical agents, we support the idea that each State party should report, within 
30 days at the most following the entry into force of- the convention, on quantities 
of toxic warfare substances, according to categories, types and characteristics, as 
well as their means of use, year of production and origin. In our opinion, 
declarations should also indicate programmes for the destruction of stockpiles of 
chemical agents and their means of use. The respective operations should begin at 
the latest within six months of the entry into force of the convention and should 
continue, though not beyond a period of 10 years. In addition, provision should be 
made for dismantling facilities for the production of chemical warfare agents and 
for the filling of chemical munitions.

The verification of the substantive provisions of the future convention naturally 
fundamental element of this international instrument. In the opinion o

combination of national andrepresents a
the Romanian delegation, verification should consist in a 
international means, including an obligatory system of systematic inspection, 
including on-site inspection, as an important instrument for creating
a climate of trust between the States parties. An important role should be attributed

each State should constitute with a view toto the national authority, which
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acquiring appropriate instruments for the analysis and rapid appreciation of all 
relevant developments. The structure anti composition of this authority should be 
such es to permit both specific activity on an internal plane and efficient 
co-operation with other similar agencies anti international verification bodies.
We attach full attention to the important proposals suomitted in this respect by 
the Yugoslav delegation (document CD/432).

The Romanian delegation considers that, in order to increase the credibility 
of the destruction of stockpiles of chemical weapons, as well as of production 
facilities, national measures should be supplemented with international means,

sss:-
could be to verify the declarations of States, to co-operate with national 
authorities and ensure an exchange of information, to analyse requests for on-site

differences which may arise and to inform all the
States parties each year on the way problems related to the Convention have

We would' also like to record our support for the idea of setting up an 
application in practice of the Convention prior to its

General Assembly resolution,
developed 
interim body, tc prepare the

Setting up such a body, through a
Convention to the signature of all States, would in ourentry into force, 

the same as would open the 
opinion be a good solution.

I would not like to conclude my remarks today without expressing our 
appreciation to Hr. Sergio de Quéiroz-Duarte of Brazil, Dr. Hubert Thielike o 
the German Democratic Republic and Mr. Robert Jan Akkerman of the Netherlands for

Chairmen of the three Working Groups set up 
deal and I would like to assure them oftheir untiring and skilful efforts as 

within the Committee, 
our feelings cf gratitude.

Ue owe them a great

At this moment it would be presumptuous of me to try to draw conclusions
of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, chaired with

The Committee itself will 
Nevertheless,

regarding the activity _______ „
such skill and devotion by Ambassador R. Ekeu'" of Sweden.

activity in the report which it will shortly be adopting.
Romanian delegation has appreciated the generallyreview its

I would like to say that theconstructive approach to discussions on subjects which have at times oeen e y 
technical within the Ad Hoc Committee. We received many explanations an< we think 
that a positive appreciation is appropriate for this activity, to which ma J 
delegations have contributed both through their statements and through the submission

of various working papers.
I would also like to take this opportunity to thank the delegation of the 

We warmly thank Switzerland for its invitation to us to visit the
weapons. 
facilities at Spiez..

One of the most important questions at this point of our work aHvisable^in 
l activities on chemical weapons. It would be advisable, in
interrupting negotiations for too long a period, so that

continue efforts already
how we may continue our 
our opinion, to avoid 
next year the Ad Hoc Committee on

For this purpose, we believe
Chemical Weapons may

that both in New York and in Geneva
under way.
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multilateral contacts at expert level should be continued, 
convinced that the most active delegations will take this opportunity to unuertake 
bilateral consultations. Finally, the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons should, 
in our opinion, resume its activity before the beginning of the Conference's work, 
for example, towards the middle of January 1985.

In addition, we are

We are of the opinion that in this way our Conference may next year take the 
decisive step expected of us and submit a first draft convention on chemical weapons 
to the General Assembly. The submission by the delegation of the Polish People's 
Republic of a draft structure for the future convention will no doubt help.to speed 
up our efforts in this direction, and ve thank the Polish delegation for the 
proposal. Tine Romanian delegation considers that all the conditions are now right 
to achieve this objective. There only remains for us together to produce the 
necessary political will to outlaw as rapidly as possible these weapons of mass 
destruction, chemical weapons.

CL, PV.L-.U
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Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from Russian). 
President, in its statement today the- Soviet delegation would like to addressMr.

once again the issue of banning chemical weapons.

About two years ago the Soviet Union submitt’eo to the Conference draft basic
We have since repeatedly adjusted andprovisions for a convention on that subject.

supplemented important elements of that draft so as to accommodate the positions 
of the parties to the negotiations, in particular with regard to the scope of the 
ban and its verification. This "was welcomed at the Conference. The Soviet 
delegation is firmly convinced that the proposals of tiie USSR provide a real basis 
for a mutually acceptable agreement on the totality of issues related to a chemical 
weapons ban, inducing, naturally, those of verification.

However, as in the case of many other arms limitation and disarmament 
negotiations, certain delegations made verification of compliance witn the future 
convention a major obstacle to the conclusion of an agreement on this issue. The 
Soviet delegation therefore feels obliged to present once more our views on the 
issue of verification.

The main purpose of verification is to promote the implementation oi arms
Our assumption in this context is that thelimitation and disarmament agreements, 

very conclusion of an international agreement ia itself an expression of mutual 
trust between the parties to the agreement. As to the verification provisions, tacy 
should increase that confidence through the presentation of relevant information on 
the practical and effective compliance with the convention and by carrying out otner
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For all their importance, the verification measuresadequate forms of verification, have only a secondary role, while the central role belongs to the agreement itselo. 
which provides for arms limitation and reduction and should be subject to

If isolated from actual arms limitation measures, verification loses
It should enhance the security of the parties,verification, 

its meaning and becomes pointless, 
rather than undermine it.

limitation treaties and agreements bear no evidence to theThe existing armsundisputablc priority of national technical means of verification -- I repeat, the 
undisputable priority of national technical means of verification — which are best

At the same time the Soviet Unionsuited to serve the security interests of States, 
believes that, where necessary, additional measures may be adopted (depending on 
the nature of possible arms limitations) to increase the effectiveness of 
verification. However, in no case should those measures be used to interfere in the 
internal affairs of States or to damage the security of any of the parties. The 
Soviet Union is interested in effective and reliable verification as much as any 
other nation, including the United States. Naturally, this also applies to the 
prohibition of chemical weapons, in view of the current large-scale United States 
programmes for chemical rearmament.

the Soviet Union has proposed using diverse forms of verification
Those wouldAs is known,to provide assurance of compliance with a chemical weapons convention, 

be in the first place national verification measures, which are especially useful in 
view of the extremely broad scale of chemical production in virtually all countries 

In addition, there are national technical means which are now already
In this connection weof the world.

fairly varied and will doubtless improve in the future. 
assume that the parties having such national technical means in their possession can 
mane available to the other parties, as necessary, the information obtained by those

We also have in mindwhich is important for the purposes of the convention, 
systematic international on-sitc inspections in connection with certain provisions

and finally, on-site verification on request, the role
means

of the future convention ; 
of which is hard to overestimate in view of its very broad nature.

Our approach to verification is confronted with another approach, one that can
Its most striking element is the so-calledhardly be called anything but extremist.

"open invitation" concept formulated in the United States draft chemical weapons 
convention. This concept has already been mentioned repeatedly in the statements

We too would like to set forth our views regarding thatof many delegations, 
concept.

It has to be taken into account that 
agencies, institutions 

to which would require a change in their existing
In the first place it is unrealistic.
State in the world has certsir. areas of activâtevery

and facilities, an open access legislation. It would be sufficient to cite the national gold reserve and security 
depositories, institutes that use sensitive devices and equipment kept in special . 
premises and made accessible only at strictly defined time intervals, or archives, 
not to mention military facilities and defence agencies having nothing to do with 
chemical weapons. The adoption of this concept would result in the disclosure of 
the political, economic, scientific, military, commercial and other secrets of the 
States parties unrelated to the production, stockpiling and storage of chemical 
weapons, and the disorganization of various branches of industry.

J 9
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Secondly, this concept discriminates against parties with State-owned or 
partly nationalized industry, putting them in an unequal position compared to the 
States where private enterprise predominates. This has repeatedly neen pointed 
out in the Conference, including at the meeting on 7 August. Such an approach is 
especially unacceptable given the possioility of the production of binary weapon 
components by private enterprises.

Thirdly, this concept is, in our opinion, inherently flawed since it proceeds 
from total distrust between States and is an expression of outright nihilism with 
regard to international law. Tne inference present in this concept that any State- 
party may be expected from the outset to violateeits international obligations 
means that any State can be regarded as potentially in violation of international 

The application to the States of a concept contrary to the presumption oflaw.
innocence would be counter to the principle of the voluntary nature of international 

By embracing this approach we would call into question the bindingobligations.
nature of .the orincipie "Pacta sunt servanda1' whicii is one of the foundations of 
international law, or what is known as “jus cogens ", norma that no State can 
disregard if it is to remain a part of the international community.

And finally, the adoption of this concept can only complicate international 
relations and even give* rise to international friction and conflicts. Hardly 
anyone fails to perceive that an international inspection conducted under the 
"ops.n invitation" scheme, for example, at military facilities that have nothing 
whatever to do with chemical weapons, would provoke countermeasures on 'the part 
of the State subjected to such an unv/arranted inspection. The consequences of 
this kind of an "inspection" are difficult to foresee.

The Soviet delegation shares the concern expressed on this subject by
"Verification must beAmbassador Dnanapala of Sri Lanka, who said on 7 August: 

protected against misuse through irresponsible, mischievous and provocative, 
challenges which could lead to counter-challenges and a consequent overburdening 
of the verification machinery as well as a jeopardizing of the stability of the 

The "open invitation" concept is an attempt at achieving absolute 
Here again we support the view expressed by Ambassador Dhanapala,• 

who called such absolute-verification a chimera.

convention".
verification.

He suggested that wc save our 
We call upon everyone to respond positively to.energy by not chasing after it. 

this appeal. tl

For all these reasons the Soviet Union, like many other countries, rejects
It has to be added that this concept is also an

and the Soviet Unionthe "open invitation" concept.
expression of the United States demand that other States 
in the first place, shall open up their entire territories and disclose their 
military activities. And this is being demanded at the very moment when a 
frenzied anti-Soviet campaign is under way, when the Soviet Union has been callpe 
the "empire of evil" and plans for an all-out or a "limited"' nuclear war against

It would be at least naive to expect the Soviet Union to 
that demand is only advanced in the calculation thatit are being discussed, 

meet such a demand. Indeed, 
it will inevitably be rejected, thus complicating or even disrupting the

■ r ■negotiation of a chemical weapons ban.
The problem of verification must not becoma an obstacle blocking the way to

As the General Secretary of the Central Committee.a chemical weapons convention, of the CPSU, and President of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR,
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K u Chernenko, put it, "when there is a real desire" to agree on arms reduction 
^d*disarmament measures, verification has never been and cannot be an obstacl .

delegation suggests that the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons 
should concentrate first of all on working out measures and forms of verification 
that would be both effective and practically feasible, rather than indulge in
discussions -oundjxtravag^ î^ortanTwork to be done,

stockpiles orthat a considerable potential for orogress exists also with regard to the 
procedures3for taking decisions on verification in the Consultative Coaunsttee and 
its organs, the procedures for conducting the actual inspections, etc.

The Soviet

proposals. 
including even

I shall now deal with another fundamental problem related to the future 
chemical weapons convention. The Soviet delegation, like many others, is firmly 
convinced th^t the question of banning binary chemical weapons as a qualitati y 
new and most dangerous, type of such weapons, describea by its creators as tne 
weapon of the future, should be among the central issues of the future convention.

However, a look at the United States draft reveals that the question of 
banning binary weapons is obviously being downplayed. The United States 
representative, Ambassador Fields, said in one of his statements at the Conference 
that the convention should ban "any type of munitions or devices used to release 
the chemicals on the battlefield". One possible understanding of this formula is 
that it covers the binary chemical weapons as well. But if so, why is this m°s 
advanced type of chemical weapons not referred to by its proper name, while it is 
included in the United States chemical rearmament programmes quite independently 
and is regarded as most promising?

One cannot avoid the conclusion that all this vagueness and lack of 
definition serves to conceal the intention to leave open a possibility of mounting 
the mass production of this latest generation of chemical weapons in the 
United States. The repeated statements by the NATO armed forces commander.
General Rogers, regarding the importance of binary chemical weapons being deployed 
in Europe only confirm this understanding of ours.

The time has come when the question of banning binary weapons must be 
clarified once and for all if we are to move forward in our negotiations, 
consider it necessary, in particular, to work out, for the purposes of the convention 
a definition of a "key component of a binary chemical system" so that it could not 

another entirely vanish from the scope of the convention, and then 
the basis of this definition, a list of such components which should

We

in some way or 
to compile, on __ ____kept in mind when formulating the relevant provisions of the convention.be

There is another issue in the negotiations on banning chemical weapons that 
must be completely clarified.herbicides in military operations, as well as the use of irritants in military 
and other conflicts. Their exemption from the ban is counter to the Geneva

It is the question of prohibiting the use of
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Protocol of 1925 and is aimed at legalizing the production of those chemicals 
which, as we all well remember, were widely used by the United States in 
Viet Nam.

We support the position expressed on this subject by Sri Lanka, Indonesia, 
Argentina, Viet Nam and some other States and believe that the convention we are 
discussing should absolutely ban the use of herbicides for military purposes. 
Regardless of the eventual decision on the relationship of the convention with 
the Geneva Protocol of 1925» the Convention on the Prohibition of Military or " 
Any Other Hostile Use of Environmental Modification Techniques and other 
international agreements, such a ban on the use of herbicides would introduce 
utmost clarity and would tneref ore be very use'ful. N'tursliy, ft he future 
convention should also ban the use of irritants in armed and other conflicts.
As to the possible use of irritants for "riot control", which includes 
suppression of peaceful public rallies (demonstrations, meetings, etc.) the 
Soviet side believes that such a provision would be far-fetched, incompatible 
with the dignity of people and tending towards human rights violations.

I would also mention that from our study of the proposed United States 
definition of chemical weapons we have been unable to■understand the 
United States position on incapacitants, namely, whether their use for law 
enforcement should or should not be banned.

I should also like to point out the following. In the context of permitted 
activities, the United States draft convention focuses entirely on the relatively 
small quantities of supertoxic lethal chemicals that could, under the future 
convention, be produced or retained by the parties for protective purposes. At 
the same time the draft actually ignores the same chemicals, regardless of their 
quantity, once they are officially intended for peaceful purposes. Production of 
such chemicals is permitted at all commercial enterprises, with no restrictions 
whatsoever on the number of such enterprises or on the transfers of such chemicals 
The proposed quantitative limitations are also unclear. This approach provides a 
basis for any State, should it choose to violate the convention, to produce the 
most dangerous of the prohibited chemicals in any amounts it might need.

And finally, I will touch upon one more issue which the Soviet delegation 
gave special attention to in its last statement on chemical weapons. I am 
referring to the tasks and functions of the Consultative Committee to be 
established under the future convention. As we have already emphasized, we 
attach great importance to formulating the provisions on the organization and 
functioning of such a Committee. In order to facilitate further negotiations on 
this issue, a group of socialist countries intends to submit to the Conference a 
working paper devoted to the organization and functioning of the Consultative 
Committee. Wc hope that the working paper of the socialist countries will be 
taken as a basis for the solution of this issue.

These are our views on a number of important issues relating to the future 
ionvention on the prohibition of chemical weapons; tney stem from the desire 
>f the Soviet delegation to make progress in resolving the problems concerning 
;he prohibition and abolition of those weapons.



The reason for ray taking the floor to^a^,i® ^g^^xsaraelyan^referred in his 
of socialist States, a working paper, to which Ambassadorlsaraelyan^ Committee
statement today, entitled -0,6anitation and funottonine of the^Ccneultative ^ ^

SSS'» -daye pleU -t n6.
you

me paper’s main outlines are
as well as on proposals of other delegation . national verification.non as for etample, on ^“""^e^orSns Paper.

This subject is
In our view, closer co—onemtion between these bodies shoulv. contribute to 

implementation of the Convention.

bodies.

Bv introducing this uccuLieni ve would also like to contribute vc tlie furtaier 
development of the concept of the organisation and functioning of the 
Consultative Committee.

The basic provisions of the Working Paper are contained in three chapters
and co-operation withconcerning: General provisions and structure ; functions ; 

the national verification todies of the Ltates Parties.

I should like to stress that we are ready td co-operate and to work together 
with all other delegations in the search for mutually acceptable solutions for the 
work of the Consultative Committee.

Again in this respect the socialist States are ready to demonstrate their 
flexibility, willingness to compromise as well as understanding of other 
delegations' positions, and wc hope that such an approach will be reciprocated.

Our aim is to establish the machinery of the Consultative Committee such as 
would ensure the best possible co-operation among the States Parties to the future 
Convention in order to prevent any possibility of its violation. This should be 
secured by means of consultations, broad exchange of information and effective 
co-ordination of the work of the international and national control and verification
bodies.

The first chapter of the document contains general provisions, such as, those 
relating to the establishment of the Committee, representation of the States .arties m 
the Committee, its sessions, decision-making, and presentation of the results 01 1 
sessions. It also contains a structure for the Committee, the strue-cure of ^he 
Executive Council, and the Technical Secretariat, as well as the way in which dec 
will be made by the Executive Council.

The second chapter deals with the functions of the Consultative Connu, --ee. . 
Chief among these are the following: co-ordination of all forms, of verification, 
elaborating standard verification techniques ; receiving, storing ana aissemina g 
information on compliance with and implementation of the convention;. consultations, 

the modalities and time-frames of international on-site inspections,
and considering requests fordetermining

verifying reports on the use of chemical weapons ; 
on-site inspections.

far has not been discussed, or 
It refers to oneThe third chapter touches upon a problem which so 

only to a small extent, in the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical ./eapons. 
important, practical elements of the future convention.

try to provide a preliminary description 
the Consultative Committee with

of the
In that chapter the socialist countries 

of the principles on which the co-operation between 
the national verification institutions should be based.

CD/PV.280
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To sum up, I wish to emphasize again that our document contains an the basic 
provisions regarding the Consultative Conmittee, provisions which are considered to be 
our contribution to the wide-ranging discussion of the concept of that Committee, in 
a spirit of good co-operation and mutual understanding.

CD/PV 28Q
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Nr. MONTASSIER (France) (translated from French): Mr. President, on 5 April 
the French delegation presented its general views on the elimination of stocks of 
chemical weapons and the dismantling of their production facilities; these views 
and proposals are set forth in document CD/494»

In a matter of weeks, under the very active chairmanship of Ambassador Ekéue 
and spurred on by the Chairmen of the Working Groups, to whom my delegation wishes 
to pay tribute collectively, some progress has been made, some problems have been 
identified more clearly, and it would appear that opinions have developed in a 
direction which favours the speeding up of negotiations.

Finally, the draft treaty submitted by the Vice-President of the United States 
on 18 April was brought to our attention and we have studied it carefully. The 
French delegation stated at the time that it considered the draft treaty a 
positive contribution to our work. It believes that the assurances given by the 
United States delegation concerning its willingness to find mutually acceptable 
solutions on a number of points which have been raised in the course of our 
discussions confirm the interest of this document, which is the only coherent and 
complete draft and remains, in our opinion, an essential basis for pursuing our 
vozdc.

Taking account of all this work, not to mention the other highly interesting 
contributions of other delegations (Federal Republic of Germany, Japan,
Great Britain and China) and the extremely instructive visit organized in 
Münster by the Government of the Federal Republic of Germany, my delegation today 
wishes to outline some suggestions for resolving a number of difficult issues.
I shall therefore successively deal with some problems of definition, and then 
of co-ordination of plans for destruction; ' and I shall also comment briefly on 
the prohibition of use and the organization of the Consultative Committee and 
its subsidiary bodies.

With regard to definition, we have often run up against a particularly 
difficult problem: that of key precursors, a crucial point at which the problems 
of stocks, production and verification all meet. There are two opposing 
viewpoints on this subject; those who wish to negotiate on lists of products, 
category by category; and those who call for a global definition to serve as a 
universal criterion. After carefully studying various possibilities, my 
delegation proposes a combination of the two approaches; it suggests a generic 
definition which would identify families of products and make it possible to draw 
up lists of products. In the case of each product, it will be necessary to carry -• 
precision to the point of determining, first, the degree of toxicity and therefore 
of risk; then use, exclusively military or partially for civilian purposes; and 
finally conditions of production* and control over it.

The French delegation intends to submit, at the next session, a technical 
document in which this outline will be developed.

With regard to the destruction of stocks, useful work has certainly been 
carried out at this session in bringing us nearer to reasonable solutions.
However, two points deserve particular attention.

The French delegation has long stressed the dangers inherent in all 
reconversion formulas. It is nevertheless ready to display a spirit of compromise 
and accept the possibility of the conversion of toxic warfare stocks for
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peaceful purposes, on two conditions: that lethal supertoxic chemicals and 
single-purpose precursors should be destroyed and not converted, apart from those 
produced for permitted purposes; and that the conversion process should be 
subject to strict control.

The fact remains that the destruction or conversion of stocks could not take 
place instantaneously. It would therefore be desirable to provide for 
co-ordination among States which declare that they possess chemical weapons to 
enable them to harmonize their destruction plans. What is at stake here is 
something essential: nothing less than the security of each State.

Side by side with the negotiation of the Convention, and throughout the 
process leading to its signature and subsequent ratification, it will be 
necessary to ensure this co-ordination of destruction plans. This is a 
fundamental point: it is sometimes just as important to know how and at what 
pace the clauses -of the convention will be implemented as to define flawless 
machinery. ,

The disappearance of stocks and production facilities is obviously the 
best guarantee against recourse to chemical weapons in case of conflict; 
interim, a threat will always exist, and current events demonstrate that this is 
not a theoretical danger. To avert this threât, which will last as long as there 
are chemical weapons which can be used, and which will reappear rapidly once a 
signatory State decides to withdraw from the Convention, protection exists in the 
form of the Geneva Protocol of 1925» It is therefore in no one's interest to 
weaken this bulwark.

in the

Furthermore, the Geneva.Protocol can itself resolve some problems which have 
arisen from time to time to complicate the drafting of the convention.

From this standpoint, it is quite- useless to cover these various points in 
the convention, provided, of course, that the authority of the Geneva Protocol 
is expressly maintained and that it is clearly interpreted.

My delegation therefore proposes the inclusion in the convention of a clause 
which would provide for: "the exclusion of the use of chemical weapons in any 
armed conflict by the implementation of the provisions of the Convention, which 
are complementary to the Geneva Protocol, the prohibitions in which must be 
respected by all States Parties to the Convention".

We are aware that a formulation of this kind may perhaps have to be altered 
to take account of the legal system in some countries, but as far as substance is 
concerned the idea must be retained, however it is set forth, as a general formula 
such as we have suggested, or a more detailed clause.

Finally, I should like in a few words to comment on the institutional 
machinery of the future convention, in particular the Consultative Committee and 
"the Executive Council.

In our view, every signatory State will be an ex officio member of the 
Consultative Committee, which must take its decisions by consensus, like the 
Executive Council. On the other hand, the membership of the future Executive 
Council seems a more difficult matter. We should not try to seek a magic formula, 
but rather be realistic, in order to be effective. What, then, are the ways open 
to us?
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j.he regional approach as a way of selecting the candidates for the Executive 
Council is certainly not to be ruled out. The desire for effectiveness also 
suggests that, whether a regional or some other criterion is adopted, the States 
whose technological, financial and military potential make them essential 
in the sphere of a chemical weapons convention should be permanent members" 
rhirdly, the possibility of access to the Council for all States Parties to the 
convention by means of clc-t_jr. irho”ld obviously be recognized.

Consequently, to combine these various criteria it cannot be ruled out that 
the membership of the Executive Council must be raised to 20, perhaps 25, but 
certainly no more.

partners

I shall not dwell at any greater length today an the details of the problems 
raised by the draft convention on chemical weapons. In a later statement my 
delegation will deal with all the problems raised .by verification, whether of 
stocks, production facilities or the use of chemical weapons. It will also put 
forward its views on the institutional machinery of verification. These are 
controversial and thorny problems which show us how great the task before us would 
be even if it were merely a question of settling those questions alone.

Unfortunately, many other controversial issues remain outstanding. These 
considerations, which cannot be disputed, lead us to make a dual appeal: for the 
acceleration of the negotiations and the prolongation of our work, 
these two appeals are linked: 
nothing.
appropriate period, in October-November, the discussions could be pursued in Geneva, 
and our work at the beginning of the winter session might be brought forward, 
although this is a matter for discussion. My delegation would support such 
proposals, "while remaining open to other suggestions, as we are all well aware 
here that every solution has its drawbacks.

In any event, at the end of this session, which has brought us some moments 
of hope as well as the usual series of disappointments, we must more than ever 
call upon that contradictory virtue to which we owe our best progress, namely, 
reasonable impatience.

Of course,
there would be no point in meeting if it were to do 

However, with prospects of progress, it might be considered that at an
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îfy delegation is not happy with the work done at this year's session towards 

negotiating a convention banning chemical weapons. We had earlier welcomed the 
statement made by the distinguished representative of the USSR in February this 
year which showed forward movement on the question of verification. My delegation 
had also expressed the hope that the United States draft of a chemical weapons 
convention would provide added impetus to our work on the subject. I must 
Regretfully note that this has not been the case. The work in the Ad Hoc Committee 
on Chemical Weapons has reached a stage where we car well do without polemics. It 
is most important that the delegations cease to view the issues involved in an 
East—West context. The Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons has been fortunate in 
having a Chairman of the calibre of Ambassado.r Ekeus» but the extent of success 
that a Chairman can achieve depends in very considerable measure on the co-operation 
that he receives from other delegations.



ir particular with respect to the verification of the
This promptsthat, ,

immensely difficult hurdles mus u be overcome.
general aspects of the role of verification

It is
future ban,

to focus in my intervention on
chemical weapons ban, as well as on some of the mam related problems.

someme
in a

Let me state at the outset that it is no surprise that questions of . 
verification continue to present major obstacles in the search for a chemical- 
weapons agreement: chemical weapons have only toe effectively been used throughout 
this century and even in the recent past we have been witness to the horror of 
chemical war. Chemical weapons have been and continue to be stockpiled m 
militarily relevant Quantities, thus forming a threat to mankind. Eradicating 
chemical weapons would therefore amount to a major disarmament effort aiming at the 
rental cï a SdoubtaMc and viable veapons-system. It is only too understandable 
that for such an effort to bo successful, confidence in the compliance with the 
provisions of the agreement should he assured. This can only he achieved in the 
form of a set of inevitably elaborate and in themselves unprecedented verification
arrangements.

alone would sufficiently explain the formidable task the present
Unfortunately, however, there are other 

the nature of chemical weapons themselves.
This

negotiators are confronted with, 
complicating factors inherent in

A great many potential chemical warfare agents and precursors thereof are 
produced in the civilian chemical industry and for perfectly permissible and 
legitimate purposes. On" the one hand we recognize that measures to verify the 
non-production of those agents and precursors for hostile purposes in the civilian 
industry should not interfere with production for legitimate purposes — production 
which takes place, moreover, in a highly competitive context. On the other hand 
we must insist that measures to contain and reduce the risk of circumvention or 
evasion of the rules are essential, especially in an area where possible loopholes 
appear to be abundant.

CD/PV 282
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addressed nuclear issues pnd outer space in my firsx speech 
Today my intervention will be devoted to the other majorl'hree weeks ago I 

before this Conference, 
issue of the Conference on Lisarmament, chemical weapons.

I believe we all agree on the urgent character of the negotiations on chemical 
For too long the goal of a convention effectively and comprehensivelyweapons.

banning chemical weapons has remained elusive.

10 
-H

O

H 
H-



m/PV.282
16

(Mr. van Schaik, Netherlands)

An additional related complicating factor is the emergence of highly developed 
chemical industrial activities for civil purposes in an increasing number of

Thus there is an increasing risk of proliferation of chemical weapons 
This underlines the importance of a truly multilateral

countries, 
to be taken into account.
agreement.

Do these complicating factors render our goal well-nigh out of reach? This 
certainly is not the case. We witness progress in the Ad Hoc Committee and in

We have listened to very constructive and thoughtful interventions
I mention the very interesting and comprehensive

working groups.
on the matter in these last weeks, 
clarifying contributions made by Ambassador Fields o£ the United States, and by 
Ambassador Cromartie of the United Kingdom, the important observations which the 
Australian Minister for Foreign Affairs, Mr. Bill Hayden, made in particular on the 
verification issue, as well as Ambassador Dhanapala’s lucid remarks, that brought -

Permit me also to mention thecertain problems into their proper perspective, 
interventions of Ambassador Issraelyan, on 9 August, Ambassador Datcu of Romania,
Mr. Montassier of France and the State Secretary for Foreign Affairs of Switzerland, 
Mr. Brunner, to whom we are grateful for inviting us to visit his country's 
protection facilities in Spiez.

We share the views of those who stated that obtaining a hundred per cent 
assurance of compliance is beyond our reach, 
made the plea that "presumption of innocence" rather than mutual mistrust should be 
the guiding principle in our work for the convention. We wish to add, however, 
that "presumption of innocence" is only valid once a verification regime will ensure 
that the present alarming situation, which certainly did not arise out of acts of 
innocence, will effectively be tackled.

The other day Ambassador Issraelyan

In our view, we should seek, so to speak, "adequate" assurance of compliance 
through a package of verification measures which complement and mutually strengthen 
each other. At the same time, v:e should not dissimulate that ultimately the 
decision whether or not to agree on any draft of a chemical weapons convention is a
political one, requiring both courage and, of course, confidence.

Confidence, because, after all,
Courage,

because certain risks cannot fully be covered. 
the most likely risks under a regime banning chemical weapons will have been dealt 
with and the remaining risks can be minimized.

Let us take a closer-look at some of those risks. The first such risk is the 
continued existence of stockpiles, in contravention of the ban. Therefore parties 
to the convention should first be enabled to assure themselves that declared stocks 
fully coincide with existing stocks. There is a limit to the degree of certainvy 
that can be obtained, because the possibility for a State to hide stockpiles can 
never totally be precluded. But provisions should be such that a State 
contemplating doing so — in militarily significant quantities would be dete--e ; 
by a serious risk of detection warranting a challenge inspection.

that international on-siteWe believe that there seems to emerge a consensusthe declaration of stockpiles could be made less sensitive by
will be regrouped,verification ofhaving it organized at relocation sites where chemical weapons 

in lieu of in military arsenals.

i



CD/PV.282'
17

far. van SCKAIK, Netherlands)

on the tine span within whichHowever, so far, no agreement has been reached 
and the schedule according to which, all declared stocks would have to be open
for verification.

Ambassador Dhanapala expressed seme views on this matter, underlining the
information with regard to the plans for destruction and forneed for comprehensive

a phasing-out scheme that would not prejudice the security of any party,
ag^ee with him. Indeed, we think that we should seek agreement on a phased seneme 
for verification of declarations of stocks, tc be put on a parallel with a time-tabie 
to be agreed upon for the phased destruction of stockpiles. Such time-tables 
should meet certain criteria, so as to ensure: first, that the most dangerous 
chemical weapons will be destroyed in the early phase; and second, that eacn 
country will"gradually and proportionately dispose of its stocks.

We

In order to meet the first criterion — most dangerous weapons first the 
toxicity of each category of weapons should be a determinant, while at the same . 
time a distinction must be made between agents placed in weapons and those stored m 
bulk form. With respect to the latter distinction we agree with the approach 
chosen by the representative of Australia, Mr. Howe, on 19 July, when he rightly 
pointed out that operational weapons must be destroyed first. The operational 
utility of a chemical agent is greater if weapons have beer, filled with it and such 
weapons pose a greater risk than those stored in bulk. Also the percentage which 
a particular category constitutes of the total over-all stockpile of a S^ate snould 
be taken into account when determining its relative danger.

As to the second criterion — the proportionate reduction for each party 
this appears to be important, in order to leave to each possessor State a 
proportional share of its stocks during the interim period. Declarations and 
verifications should, moreover, in each phase precede destruction. Thus The 
location of a party's entire chemical-weapon stockpile would not have to be declared 
at once and would therefore not be exposed to the risk of attack, in case of a 
breakdown of the convention, unexpected delay in the implementation of its 
provisions or other unforeseen adverse developments.

should seek formulas for destruction schemes vhrough 
will first be destroyed and which, on the otherIn short, we think.that we

which the most dangerous weapons _
hand, ensure that the mutual security of possessor States will not be reduced.

Parties should, of course, be assured that declared stockpiles are actually 
being destroyed. Here again agreement seems tc emerge on obtaining such assurance 
by a combination of permanent on-sitc inspection by international inspectors during 
the entire destruction operation and the- use of monitoring instruments for the most 
dangerous chemical weapons. The question remains whether an equally stringer, u 
monitoring of chemical weapons in a lower risk category is necessary. "e on 0U2' 
side believe that a reasonable solution tc that question can be found without too 
much difficulty.
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Mere complex, however, is the question under what conditions a diversion of 
certain chemical warfare agents outside the supertcxic range can be accepted for 
permitted purposes, 
pertinent remarks.
regime for diversion could he generally applicable to all non-supertcxic agents, in 
which case the quantities involved ar.d the operations carried out would be declared 
anc verified ir. accordance with the relevant regime to verify non-production. 
Alternatively, diversion should rather be treated as an exception and be verified 
according to the arrangements applicable to the verification of destruction of the 
sane agents.

Cm this the representative of Pr--r.cu, Mr. Mcntassier, made seme
TheTwo types of approach to this issue are under discussion.

Ve believe that already for economic reasons (high costs) diversion to civilian
Ve suggest that a specific regine should bepurposes will remain an exception.

established by the relevant States possessing chemical weapons for categories cf 
specific agents for which diversion could exceptionally be envisaged.

stricter regime would apply to agents that pose the greater nsK, a-.se in the 
manner in which they are stored, in other words, these placed in munitions. ^gcr. 
in bulk pose the same risk, irrespective of their ultimate purpose. In that case 
the same verification regine could apply, namely the less strict regime icr one 
verification of non-production.

Ir. our view
a

Besides the stocks cf chemical weapons, the capacity to produce chemical 
weapons noses a major risk. The significance of tne destruction oi ctoezp—ec 
would severely be reduced if readily available production capacities are left

Therefore, destruction cf stockpiles should be seen m combination withuntouched. 
measures tc prevent production.

Ve believe ve all share the view that facilities for the production of chenical 
should be closed down and eliminated after entry into force of the

A list of specific types cf facilities should be drawn up including 
indications of the modalities of elimination that seem to be appropriate for eacn 
type cf facility (e.g. total physical destruction, partial physical destruction,

of components for permitted purposes etc.). —n this context tne -sas-.—j--iy
conversion of production facilities ante destruction lac:—itues ecu—c

weapons 
Convention.

re-use
cf temporary 
and should be further studied.

There is still a lot of work to be done in this field and abundant material 
to be investigated without delay. It cannot be denied, of course, that progress 
in other fields of the Convention which I addressed before will fester a favourable

However, ve wouldclimate for progress on the question cf production facilities, 
have serious objections to the suggestion of postponing tne consioer- -uon^-- -hc-

to be made ir. other fields, which, if - une erst doc 
Linkages of this sort could onuyfacilities issue, pending progress 

him well, was Ambassador Turbanski’s suggestion, 
delay the ultimate outcome.

For the effective elimination of chemical-weapon production facilities, a 
solution must also be found fer the sizeable pro alec cf the residual Cc-.a— 
produce chemical warfare agents in the civilian chemical industry. spres.
advanced chemical and pharmaceutical industries to the developing countries pem 
to the truly global nature of that problem. Ve believe that the size of tne pr^-xe- 
may make it very difficult to enter into elaborate verification arrangements on a 
continuous or semi-continuous basis. The competitive nature cf the cne_i.ca^ and

-
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pharmaceutical market' forces us moreover to admit that highly intrusive arrangements
By the same token, however, the scope of theundesirable and unrealistic.are

problem cannot serve as a pretext to simply ignore it.

We believe that a differentiated approach based on risk assessment, as proposed 
by the delegation of the United Kingdom in document CD/514 can be a viable one.
In document CL/445, submitted by my delegation some months ago, an attempt was made 
to demonstrate that such an approach would be manageable from an institutional and 
organizational point of view. The inspection scheme for high-risk chemicals would 
have to function on a random basis, using weighing factors depending inte- sha on

For medium-risk chemicals.less intrusive verificationthe size of the plant, 
arrangements, such as surveillance by the Consultative Committee based on data
exchange on production statistics, should suffice.

Wo arrangement or set of arrangements of a routine nature can be considered 
to provide "adequate" assurance of compliance with the treaty. It is for that 
reason that we need a challenge inspection mechanism as well. Such a mechanism
should serve both as a generally applicable verification device, and as a safety-net 
to be used in case of lingering doubts, after more routine type verification 
procedures have been exhausted.

In the view of most delegations the Consultative Committee would play a central 
role in such a challenge procedure. Challenge requests should not be allowed to be 
frivolous in nature; they should contain all facts that prompted the request. 
Unfounded allegations can adversely affect the viability of the Convention. As^a 
general rule, a country ought to accept requests for an on-site inspection resulting 
from a challenge made. We believe, however, that in exceptional cases a State Party 
may have legitimate reasons for refusing such a request. In that case it should 
provide an indication of the nature of those reasons. The question then remains 
of what step should next be taken if such a refusal only adds to the existing doubts 
on the Party's compliance.

At this stage I do not wish to enter into the subtleties of arbitration or 
other procedural mechanisms in situations which, we hope, will prove to be 
exceptional cases. The procedxxres to be elaborated should in our view be such tha u
they contribute to a maximum extent to preventing a break-out irom the convention.
It is the threat of the ultimate break-down of a convention that may provide us with 
the most forceful incentive for the settlement of such issues.

Mr. President, allow me also to dwell for a short while upon some of the remarks 
made by the distinguished representative of the USSR in his statement of 24 July.
He suggested that the present negotiations are somewhat bogged dexm on issues, some 
of them new, of minor detail, perfectly dispensable in a chemical-weapon convention; 
Ambassador Issraelyan argued that those issues can be adequately catered j.or by tnçe 
Consultative Committee once the convention is in force.

My delegation agrees with the underlying assumption in the Soviet statement 
t>iat certain unresolved issues could be left to the institutions of the convention. 
However, matters to be dealt with in a chemical-weapons ban arc so serious that we 
cannot be satisfied with the establishment of a. sort of "cadre-agreement", leaving 
major policy issues to the discussion of a future Consultative Committee. Ox ten our

issues mentioned in the Soviet statement is a mere
We fail topresent dispute over the very

reflection of deeper differences on fundamental questions of substance.
Consultative Committee would be better equipped to solve these problems

I note, in passing,see how the
than wc ourselves together with our experts, here and now.
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that s discussion on the decision-making powers and the functioning of the 
Consultative Committee and the Executive Council could perhaps be more productive, 
once we agree on the major outlines of the more substantive provisions of the 
agreement we are aiming at.

I think nc delegation having participated in the three Working Groups or in the 
drafting sessions 'under Ambassador Ekéus1 wise supervision would upon reflection 
maintain that the major differences have been resolved. However, progress is being 
made. Our assessment of the work in this summer part of the session is not 
negative. But progress in such a complex area as that of a chemical weapons ban 
is necessarily slow and painstaking, demanding a maximum effort of participating 
delegations.

The time-table of the Conference on Disarmament with its regular interruptions
when the yearly spring and cummer parts of the session enc, constitutes an 
undesirable loss of momentum in the chemical weapons negotiations.
Netherlands has proposed that the Conference on Disarmament should remain formally 
in session the year round, 
advantages, be allowed maximum flexibility to define their own schedule of meetings. 
In the two years behind us a hesitant attempt in this direction has been made when 
the session of the chemical weapons subsidiary body was extended for a period of two 
or three weeks in January.

In the past the

Thus its subsidiary bodies would, apart from other

This experiment has not been very productive, however.
My delegation is interested to hear the views of Chairman Ekéus on how this year 

we can prevent an abrupt interruption of the work for four or five months. We 
understand that many amongst us wish the negotiations to be continued this autumn.
We on our part would be prepared to participate in any meeting of the Ad Hoc 
Committee on Chemical Weapons to be convened in Geneva between 15 October and the

In informal consultations on this option we have so 
One concerned manpower problems, in view of the

We submit that
beginning of December, 1984. 
far heard two main reservations.
coinciding session of the First Committee of the General Assembly, 
the importance of early progress on chemical weapons negotiations in itself outweighs 
the obstacles of a practical nature, which car. be overcome if the political will is

IIow can we convince the public at large that 
we mean business, if at the sane time we fail to produce the experts to condu ct that 

Another observation we heard is that no effort should be made .to meet in
This argument does not 

If we were to lend any credit to such

there to resolve those difficulties.

business?
the autumn unless there•are good prospects for results, 
appear to be convincing to my delegation, 
reasoning, we would set another precondition to the conducting of negotiations in 
the framework of the Conference on Disarmament and in so doing, put the cart before
the horse.

Geneva would be our preferred location fbr the meeting in the autumn, where 
delegates could concentrate on substantive work, whereas in New York their attention 

be diverted to natters pertaining to the First Committee.
As I stated earlier, the very serious issues at stake in A-e negc .^.a u.^ns on a 

chemical-weapons ban warrant a continued effort to bring them to a successful 
solution. At a time when, alas, the use of chemical weapons is, in flagrant 
violation of the Geneva Protocol, a bitter reality, we, as negotiators, should net 
be held responsible for any undue delay.

■may

J
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for disarmament established by the first special session, ofThe mechanismsthe most important is this Conference, have sought to discharge their grave 
responsibilities with zeal. However, due to the narrow limits for negotiations 
imposed by the national will of the great Powers, such fora have only exceptionally 
fulfilled the objectives assigned to them. For this reason, I acknowledge with 
satisfaction the ongoing progress in the work on the negotiations on the prohibition 
of chemical weapons, which allow us to expect, in not too distant a future, the 
realization of an important step toward genuine disarmament in the field of weapons

Such an outcome would greatly contribute to stimulate

which

of mass destruction, 
other concrete measures in the priority field of nuclear weapons.

CD/PV 283
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Does___________ __ I thank the representative of France for his statement.
other delegation wish to take the floor?
The PRESIDENT :

any
s, as announced at the opening of this plenary mee uing,

I intend now to put before the Conference for decision the request, addressed to us 
by the Chargé d’affaires of Iraq, to make a statement at a plenary meeting during 
this session in connection with the agenda item dealing with the prohibition of

Is there any objection to this request?

If that is not the case

radiological weapons.

r fi
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In expressing our view on the question of the Iraqi regime's request, I would 
like to remind the Conference of the very controversial nature of that request tv 

attention to the following facts of direct relevance to the issue undar 
consideration,

Firstly, the Iraqi regime has been proved, by the recent report of the 
Secretary-General's expert team, to be in gross violation of the*1925 Geneva 
Protocol banning cne use c^. chemical weapons in war, although being a signatory 
to this Protocol; but what is even more to condemned is the fact that within th=> 
short period of nearly t*:c mo-tho from f,e .ate of dispatch of the expert team to 
Iran on 13 March 1984 up to 29 Hay 19-34, the Iraqi regime has made use of chemical 
weapons 23 times.

Secondly, the- Iraqi regime has failed to respond to the Secretary—General' s 
purely humanitarian request net to use chemical weapons, (Security Council 
document S/16663, dated 29 June 1984), in spite of the fact that the President 
of the- Islamic Republic of Iran commended the appeal and immediately forwarded 
his positive response. A much more serious indication of the Iraqi regime's 
failure to respond to tho Secretary—General1s appeal is the horrifying conclusion 
that the Ireci regime intends to make further use of chemical weapons in the future. 
It is obvious that such blunt manifestations of intentions to violate international 
law and codes of conduct is significantly mere detrimental to the fate of 
international peace and security than low—profile, clandestine violations of 
those principles.

Therefore, Mr. President, in view of the unprecedented notions that we have 
experienced and learned about the irresponsibility and unreliability manifested 
by the Iraqi regime, out of respect for international law, my delegation, in 
accordance with the international obligations and undertakings of the Islamic 
Republic of Iran, and out of respect for the values and principles vital to 
the interest of all nations, is bound to strongly reject the highly hypocritical 
request of the Iraqi regime.

i
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One of the few more or less positive aspects of the 1984 session now coming to 
a close has been the work of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, whose mandate 
is directed towards a specific objective "... to start the full and complete process 
of negotiations, developing and working out the convention . In reply o e
question "Have we begun to fulfil this mandate", we must acknowledge that much more 
could have been achieved in the Ad Hoc Committee and in its three Working Groups.

useful exchange of views and many informal consultations, 
drafting and compiling the texts of some articles

For all these efforts we .
This year saw a further 
and work was finally begun on
relating to certain aspects of the future convention. ,should like to thank the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee, Ambassador Ekeus, as well 
as the Chairmen of the three Working Groups. At the same time, like many other 
delegations, we should like to draw attention to the fact that the position adop 
by a very limited number of delegations or, to be more precise, by one delegation, 
which so far has not displayed sufficient flexibility and good will and is not 
making the necessary effort to overcome the remaining differences, may in future 
constitute an obstacle to progress in negotiations on the prohibition and
elimination of chemical weapons.

CD/PV,2S4
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Mr. FIELDS (United States of America) : Mr. President, earlier this simmer 
I made several statements outlining the provisions of the draft chemical weapons 
convention presented on 13 April by the United States delegation in do ciment CD/'jOO, 
Nov, as the 1994 session of the Conference draws to a close, I want to return to 
the subject of prohibition of chemical weapons.

I want to emphasize at the outset that my Government is not satisfied with the 
snail's pace at which the Conference on Disarmament is progressing toward a

Over the last 18 months the United States has made a series
And we welcome such

completed convention.
of major initiatives in an attempt to speed things up. 
initiatives by others — for example, the recent proposals by a number of 
representatives that negotiations be conducted in the autumn rather than having 
a hiatus of almost six months. This is a very constructive move that the 
United States strongly supports. .

'Xn this connection, I am very disappointed that the United States draft 
convention — a noble contribution presented to this Conference by the second highest 
official of my Go\ eminent —- has not been given serious attention by the Soviet 

There has been no response to the offer made by Vice-President Bushdelegation.
on 18 April —- and repeated since — to meet with the Soviet delegation members 
to explain any provisions that might have been unclear. Nor, judging from the 
Soviet statement of 9 August, have they taken any account of the explanations 
provided by the United States in its plenary statements. Rather than a constructive, 
positive response, the United States initiative has received only rhetorical 
questions and critical comments from the Soviet delegation.



(Mr. Fields, United States)

Most recent plenary statements about the chemical weapons negotiations, 
however, have been more constructive in character. Specific suggestions and 
proposals have been put forward. Among these are recent statements by the 
representatives of Australia, Belgium, France, the Federal Republic of Germany, 
the Netherlands, Norway, Poland, Romania, Sri Lanka, and the United Kingdom. Yet, 
on a few occasions chargee have been made that some delegations are deliberately 
complicating the negotiations, that proposals are being made which are designed 
to be rejected, and that efforts are being made to create loopholes for continued 
production of chemical weapons. Such statements are demeaning and are frankly 
unworthy of this Conference. Questioning the motives of one's negotiating partners 
in fact can only poison the atmosphere and make 'successful negotiation more 
difficult.

I appeal to all to put aside inflammatory rhetoric. My delegation is not 
here to attack, ridicule or summarily dismiss ideas or proposals put forward by 
other delegations, 
in this chamber.
acceptable solutions to the many complex and difficult issues remaining in this 
important negotiation.
issues — the issues whose resolution is the key to progress, 
let us negotiate with each other, rather than nag at each other!

At the current stage of the negotiations, three issues seem to my delegation 
to be the keys to progress. One is the declaration of locations of chemical-weapon 
stocks and chemical-weapon production facilities. A second is how to help ensure 
that chemica.l weapons are not produced under the guise of commercial chemical 
production. The third is what approach to take to challenge inspection. Today 
I shall discuss each of these pivotal issues in turn.

The United States has proposed that the locations of chemical-weapon stocks 
and of chemical-weapon production facilities be declared within )0 days after a 
btate becomes a party to the convention. In itself such a declaration could 
contribute greatly to building confidence that States are prepared to reduce — 
and eventually eliminate — their reliance on chemical weapons, 
of locations is also an essential element of the verification measures designed 
to provide confidence that all stocks and facilities have been declared, as well 
as to provide confidence that the declared stocks and facilities are not misused 
before they are destroyed.

We are here to negotiate, as I trust are most of the members 
Therefore, let us all devote our energies to .finding mutually

And in particular, let us focus on the truly pivotal
In simple terms,

But declaration

Let me elaborate. The completeness of declarations cannot be assessed unless 
a basis for such an assessment has first been established. With adequate information 
about existing stocks and facilities that have been declared, parties will be able 
to obtain adequate confidence that there are no stocks and facilities that have

Leclared locations are essential to such an assessment and ■
Once locations have been declared,

not been declared.
thus to building confidence in compliance, 
then any stocks or facilities discovered at undeclared locations would clearly 
represent a violation of the convention. Furthermore, the systematic international 
verification measures needed to provide confidence during the period between 
declaration and destruction cannot be carried out unless such locations are 
declared. For example, it is obvious that international sealing of stocks or 
production facilities to prevent their illicit use would not be possible unless 
these locations are known to the technical secretariat.

A
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Even the Soviet Union has proposed that national technical means of verification 
and challenge inspection be key aspects of the verification system for monitoring 
stocks and facilities. Therefore, the Soviet position regarding the. declaration

the verification of this declaration appears to be 
internally inconsistent. How, for example, can one use national technical means 
to confirm that production facilities are inactive if their locations are unknown.
How can one tell if a State is attempting to hide stocks if it refuses to reveal 
the location of those that have been "declared"? *If the location of each chemical- 
weapon stockpile and production facility is not separately specified it wou d e 
impossible to know whether any articular stockpile or production fa ility had been 
included in a party's declarati n. Without declaration of locations, neither 
national technical means nor challenge inspection would have any utility in 
verifying the completeness or accuracy of a party's declaration.

of stocks and facilities and

given to justify unwillingness to declare locations hold 
It has been argued that the declaration of locations 

location of front-line military units and make the stocks 
It is highly unlikely that a prudent

with front-line units. 
Furthermore,

Nor do the reasons 
up under close examination, 
of stocks will reveal the 
vulnerable to attack in the event of war.
military command would store the bulk of its chemical weapons 
Moat of the stocks would normally be in regional and central depots, 
considerable information is already available about the location and identi y o 
front-line units. Moreover, in the event of war, all ammunition storage sites are 
subject to attack, whether or not they have been specifically identified 
chemical-weapon storage sites.

as

In developing its position on declarations, the United States carefully conducted 
an analysis of the military implications of declaring the locations of chemical-weapon 
stockpiles and production facilities. My Government reached a conclusion 
diametrically opposed to that put forward by the Soviet Union. In the Unites a es 
view, the benefits of assuring an effective convention far outweigh any military ; 
risks flowing from the disclosure of locations. The fact that the Soviet Union 
apparently considers the military risks of disclosure to be very high sugges s 
that chemical weapons play a much larger role in Soviet military plans than in 
Western plans.

CD/PV.264
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We note, however, that the approach proposed by the Soviet Union is quite 
different. As my delegation understands it, no information on the locations of 
either stocks or facilities would be provided until just before their destruction. 
In the case of stocks, the location declared would be adjacent to a destruction

Thus, no meaningful information 
In the case of production facilities,

facility., whose location would already be known, 
about the location of stocks would be given, 
under the Soviet approach no information on locations would be made available for 
the first eight years of the convention.

that verification would beThis approach makes sense only if one assîmes 
solely the responsibility of the State possessing stacks and facilities — 
words, that the only means of verification would be self-inspection. No one, 
however, is proposing such an absurd system.

in other
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Ira an effort to meet the concerns expressed by the Soviet Union, the 
United States is willing to consider the possibility that a party could move its 
chemical-weapon stocks before declaration from their original storage sites in 
combat units to regional depots. Since only these regional depots and not the 
combat'units would contain chemical weapons, only the locations of these depots

Thus, the locations of combat unite would not bewould have to be declared, 
revealed. ' The location of such depots would be declared within 50 days after the 
convention eliters into force for the State.

The second pivotal issue I want to discuss today is the problem of providing 
confidence that chemical weapons are not being produced under the guise of 
commercial chemical production. The United States strongly supports the approach 
outlined by the United Kingdom in its recent Working Paper GD/514. High-risk and

The level of verification" medium—risk chemicals would be identified in lists, 
would depend on the level of risk, with high-risk chemicals being monitored by 
systematic international on-site inspection on a random basis.

This approach would provide effective verification without jeopardizing
We believe that it should meet all of the concerns expressedcommercial secrets, 

by the Soviet delegation about misuse of the chemical industry.

The Soviet delegation has repeatedly emphasized the importance of ensuring 
that commercial facilities are not used for the production of chemical weapons. 
But what is the Soviet solution to this problem? To the best of our knowledge, 
no comprehensive Soviet proposal has yet been presented, although the problem 
has been recognized for years,

The Soviet Union has proposed to prohibit production of methylphosphorus
The stated objective of this proposal is tocompounds for commercial purposes. 

eliminate the possibility that certain nerve—agent precursors, wnich contain 
methylphosphorus bonds, could be produced clandestinely in commercial chemical 
plants. This proposal, however, does not take into account the realities of 
modem chemical technology. In fact, chemical plants which produce ethylphosphorus 
compounds could, in most cases, easily produce methylphosphorus compounds. But 
under the Soviet proposal such plants would not be affected at all.

ItHere again, the Soviet position appears to be internally inconsistent.
Yet at the same time, it wouldwould fail to achieve its stated objective, 

interfere substantially in the important and legitimate uses of chemicals for
peaceful purposes.

Progress on this pivotal issue requires first of all that the Soviet Union 
present a clear and comprehensive proposal of its own, if it disagrees with the 
proposals of the United Kingdom and" the United States. In developing its position 
I hope the Soviet delegation will reconsider its unworkable proposal to ban the : 
production of methylphosphorus compounds.

I have already described
ThisThe third pivotal issue is challenge inspection, 

the United States "open invitation" approach in my statement of 19 July, 
approach has been rejected by the distinguished Soviet representative,
Ambassador Issraelyan, as unrealistic, discriminatory, nihilistic, tension- 
provoking, and purposely unacceptable. But Ambassador Issraelyan has not denied 
that our proposal would be effective. To paraphrase Shakespeare, "the [gentleman; 
doth protest too much, methinks".

While the Soviet position has not been presented to the Conference in a clear 
and comprehensive way," its outlines are readily apparent. It is an approach 
designed to provide absolute protection from any challenge inspection that the
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It would allow the Executive Council to
In other words, the 

Furthermore,

Soviet Union does not want to accept.
endorse a request for challenge inspection only by consensus.
State to be inspected would control whether a request was even made, 
even if a request were made, the State to be inspected would have, under the 
Soviet proposal, complete freedom to reject the request whatever the circumstances.

There is 
It has a

The Soviet approach can only be termed as a "double-veto" approach, 
no other term for it. Except possibly the term "totally ineffective", 
built-in guarantee of failure." It would produce a convention with noble aims but 
no effective mechanism to ensure compliance. It would thus fit the lamentation of 
Macbeth — "full of sound and fury, signifying nothing".

It has been wisely said in this body —— by Ambassador Dhanapala of Sri Lanka 
and others — that parties to a chemical weapons convention must accept some risks. 
A convention without risk cannot be achieved in the real world, nor can it even

Absolute verification is fantasy and 
The United States recognizes that

I completely agree with that.be designed.
we should not waste time pursuing illusion, 
even the most effective verification system that can be conceived does not 
eliminate all risks that any deliberate violation of obligations undertaken will 

The United States is prepared to accept such risks.not be detected.

There is another fantasy that must be avoided — the notion that an effective 
verification system can be designed to eliminate all risks that that system might 
be’ abused or that some confidential infoimation might be disclosed. While steps 

and should be taken to minimize the potential for abuse and for disclosure of 
confidential information, it is inevitable that risks will remain. The United States 
is willing to accept these risks to obtain the benefits of an effective

Those countries that desire effective verification should

can

verification system, 
also be willing to accept such risks.

If an effective verifiable chemical-weapons ban is to be achieved, all States 
must be willing to accept risks. But we must not let the twin fantasies of absolute

Let there be noverification and risk-free verification consume our energies. 
doubt however that we will press for the most effective and verifiable convention 
that can be negotiated.

The purpose of my statement today has been to promote a common effort to 
identify and resolve the pivotal issues in the chemical-weapons negotiations. I 
have presented the proposals of my delegation and commented on the proposals made 
by the Soviet Union. In each case I believe a fair comparison shows that the 
proposals of the United States are more effective and realistic. But my delegation 
welcomes constructive comments from others, both positive and negative. That is the 
process which will lead to solutions that will be acceptable to all. If there are 
proposals for other ways to achieve a chemical-weapons ban that would provide the

level of confidence and effectiveness, the United States is ready to consider .same
them.

In conclusion, I would like to remind the Soviet delegation of the words of 
the late Leonid Brezhnev in his statement to the second special session of the 
United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament:

"Everything should be done to eliminate chemical weapons from the world.
The Soviet Union is a convinced champion of this approach. We are prepared 
to reach agreement without delay on the complete prohibition of chemical 
weapons and destruction of their stockpiles."

I trust that the Soviet delegation will match hie words with their deeds.
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With regard, to the statement today by the representative of the United States, 
I think that the Soviet delegation has given a more than sufficient assessment of 
the American draft convention — the assessment which it deserves. We shall not 

The draft has set the negotiations bade, and we shall once againgive any other.
this confirmed next week when the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical

I do not intend now to return to comment on the United States
see
Weapons is adopted.
draft merely because there is no need whatsoever to do so. Perhaps the 
United States delegation would have liked the United States draft convention to 
have become, so to speak, the centre of the universe, the basis for all 
negotiations in the Conference on Disarmament. It will not be the oasis, of the 
negotiations. If it pleases anyone, in particular some allies of the United States, 
we have no objection. That group of States can sign among themselves whatever 
convention they please. But if you wish to have a multilateral, universal 
convention, then it is necessary to take account of the positions of other 
countries too. Generally speaking, the United States delegation gives the 
impression that it believes that it can expect a special attitude from other 
delegations to its proposals and to its draft, while it can pass over in silence 
and without comment the proposals and drafts of other States. I should like to 
ask through you, Mr. President, what was the reaction of the United States 
delegation to, and how often did it comment on, the Soviet draft treaty on the 
complete and general prohibition of nuclear weapon testing which was tabled in 
the Conference. They just said one sentence. I should like to ask the 
United States delegation through you, Hr. President, how often and in what manner
it commented on the Soviet draft treaty on the prohibition of the use of force in 
outer space and from space against the Earth, which, has been tabled in the 
Conference. I should like to ask the United States delegation through you,
Mr. President, how often and in what manner it commented on the- Indian draft 
convention on a nuclear-test ban. I should like to ask through you, Hr. Présider.v, 
how often and in what, 'depth the American delegation commented on the Swedish draft 
treaty on the crevention of nuclear weapon testing. I should li-tce to ask the 
United States delegation through you, Mr. President, how often and in what manner 
it commented on the Pakistani draft international agreement cn strengthening the 
security of non-nuclear-weapon States. The United States delegation consids-s 
that it has the right to remain silent cn the proposals of other States. But 
now that it has submitted a proposal, it considers that we must all devote our

By what right, I should like to a sistatements only to the United States proposal.

J
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into an 
future convention.

I regret that, the work on the chemical weapons invested a great deal
progress that many of us had expacte . detailed”views presented in ear-ty 1933, 
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documenta which they themselves have submitted, and should now prepare for a meeting 
of minds on the greatest common denominator of all delegations, provided their 
essential security interests are, in an objective view, fully covered, 
reiterate the fervent commitment of my delegation to the’ early conclusion of a 
permanent and comprehensive, reliably verified chemical-weapons ban. I feel confident 
that when the Conference resumes its negotiations by mid-January — the early meeting 
date towards which my delegation had worked — all- delegations, by intensive and 
conscientious work in capitals will have created the prerequisites for making next 
year's annual session into an even more fruitful endeavour towards the final objective 
of a fully negotiated convention. This time we have been able to snoothen the 
transition into the next session by agreeing on the mandate of our negotiating organ 
and about its future chairman ahead of time. With'my gratitude to Ambassador Skeus 
for his farsighted stewardship in 1984, I would like to combine my good wishes to 
the representative of Poland, Ambassador Turbanski, ' for a successful tenure as the 
Chairman of the Ad Hoc Conmittee on Chemical Weapons in 1965.

I need not

/

\
i
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On 18 April 1984, Vice-President George Bush presented to this Conference 
the draft text of a comprehensive convention banning chemical weapons. He stated 
that the draft both represented the views of the United States and incorporated 
the views of many other delegations reflected in years of deliberation on this 
subject ir. the Conference on Disarmament. Most importantly, he stressed that our 
text is negotiable and my delegation is ready — indeed, eager — to negotiate with 
our colleagues in this Conference an effective and verifiable ban on chemical 
weapons. Let me say once again that our text is negotiable. Its words, and 
the approaches to its objectives, are ours. The draft represents our best effort 
to accomplish the type of convention which, we believe, is the shared desire of 
all delegations. But if there are other approaches or words to accomplish an 
effective and verifiable fc2n, then we are quite pxspared to consider them seriously. 
This, after all, is the very essence of negotiation.

j
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(Mr. Turbanski, Poland)

With regard to the agenda item concerning the prohibition of chemical weapons,

S:rq?i5ÉlE#]B“FHe;|>
theba^of^c^-lw, -,

about the imnortance and the substantial role played by caily banned
plans only confirm that binary weapons must be clearly and specifi y

by the convention.

in no case
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(Mr. Karemi Kamvab. Islamic Republic of Iran)

In the framework of the issues concerning the Conference on ^arnamcn, 
during the course of this year events occurred which were unfortunate ^oth from c 
global and a national point of view. From the global point of view, C y - 
the date of the establishment of the Geneva Protocol of 1925, this Protocol wa 
violated by the massive use of chemical weapons on the part of a mem er ^ a^ • 
the same time, from the point of view of my country, this has been an umortuns 
year as it was the victim of chemical warfare. It should be apprécia e>. a ^ 
the first time in history the use of chemical weapons was discussed , rc/xewc <.n 
acknowledged by international organizations.

At

(Cant'd)
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This savage action was reflected in the international mass media and various 
countries of the world, while condemning such a vile act, placed their medical 
possibilities at the disposal of those afflicted by chemical weapons. 
International Committee of the Red Cross and a number of specialists and medical 
laboratories did net fail to condemn this act.

The

It was encouraging to note that within this Conference itself a number of 
esteemed Ambassadors and other high-ranking dignitaries condemned this act in their 
statements and called for urgent steps to curb such genocidal acts, 
number of countries, for reasons known to all, have refrained from reflecting their 
views and opinions.

Of course, a

Although the reaction of the world with regard to the use cf chemical weapons 
was appreciable, yet, with regard to such a regime which deems itself not bound by 
international law and principles, even those to which it is itself a signatory, it 
does not appear to have been sufficient. The inadequacy of the reaction is 
reflected in the non-adherence of the Iraqi regime to international undertakings by 
the re-use of this weapon after the return of the Representative of the 
Secretary-General of the United Nations from a fact-finding visit to the 
Islamic Republic concerning the use of chemical weapons by Iraq. These weapons 
have, since then, been used on more than 24 occasions against my country, the latest 
being two weeks ago against the city of Abadan. Another statistical example of the 
inadequacy of the world reaction with regard to the use of chemical weapons is the 
refusal cf Iraq to answer the call of the Secretary-General of the United Nations 
to renew its pledge to respect the 1925 Geneva Protocol calling for a ban on the 
use of chemical weapons.

In his appeal, the Secretary-General points out that 11 It is a deplorable fact 
that chemical weapons have been used in contravention cf the Geneva Protocol of 
1925» as substantiated by the specialists' mission in March 1984"» 
his serious anguish by the following words: "For those reasons I cannot remain 
indifferent to the advancing indications that such weapons might be used again" 
and he makes the appeal that " 
each undertakes a solemn commitment not to use chemical weapons cf any kind for any 
reason".

Then he voices

in order to alleviate the inhumanity of warfare,

The Secretary-General rightly concludes his appeal by the just 
indication that "this will be highly significant not only for its immediate effects 
but also for its future implications for other States which might be involved in 
conflict".

The President cf the Islamic Republic cf Iran commended the appeal made by 
the Secretary-General and responded immediately to his request, 
the President of the Islamic Republic cf Iran pointed out that despite the fact 
that the Iraqi regime, in contravention of all international norms and conventions, 
has resorted to extensive use of chemical weapons against our people, the Islamic : 
Republic of Iran is by no means inclined to make use of such weapons of mass 
destruction.

The response from

An alarming indication of possible future uses is to be inferred from this 
The refusal is expressed in a manner so blunt as to indicate thesituation.

horrifying intention on the part of the Iraqi regime to make further use of chemical 
weapons today and in the course of the future.

It is because cf these sod developments that we are of the view that.in the 
new convention on chemical weapons, effective international measures and collective 
actions should be envisaged to provide assistance to the victims end to punish
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Otherwise the newviolators on every occasion that such a violation might occur, 
convention will suffer the same fate as the Geneva Protocol of 1925 and other related 

Due to the importance and urgency of the preparation of a newinstruments.
instrument on the prohibition of chemical weapons every effort should be made tc 
speed up the processes of finalization of the convention.

The Islamic Republic of Iran is of the view that prime importance should be 
given tc the prohibition of the manufacture, the acquisition, the stockpiling end 
use of chemical weapons, and serious speedy measures should be taken to realize these 
objectives. One of the main elements in guaranteeing the non-use of chemical weapons 
is the elimination of existing stockpiles end facilities. The idea of on-site 
monitoring of the destruction and diversion of existing stockpiles is a sound one and 
we believe it should be given unreserved support.
great deal to the valuable contribution of the Government of the Federal Republic of 
Germany which arranged a workshop in Munster in June 1984»

In this respect wo all owe a

to the use of chemical weapons or are subjected 
to the threat of such use should be supported by other States in the elimination of 
the grave consequences of the use of chemical weapons by which they have been

One suggestion in that regard is that the^y should be assisted in every 
possible way to combat the effects of these horrible weapons by defensive and 
protective measures and that they should be equipped medically to provide care ior 
the victims who have been so afflicted.

The countries which fall victim

afflicted.

Ve propose that a fact-finding team should be automatically sent out by the 
Executive Council in response to a request made by a State Party which is the victim 
of the use cf chemical weapons, for inspection to be carried out in territories under 

In this regard the importance of the existence of a permanent fact-its control.
finding team which can act promptly on such requests is evident.

I would like to refer to paragraph 7 of the recent statement of the Group cf 21, 
contained in document CD/513 in which the Group, confronted with the complete 
violations of the 1925 Geneva Protocol by Iraq as reflected in the report of the 
Secretary-General's Expert Team who visited Iran (Report No. S/l6433) declared that 
"in view of recent events the-Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons should continue 
the drafting of the convention with the greatest urgency" and I hereby convey the 
sincere appreciation of the delegation of the Islamic Republic of Iran to the 
Swedish delegation, particularly Ambassador Rolf Ekeus, for the excellent 
chairmanship of the work of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons and to the 
Chairmen of the Working Groups, Mr. Duarte of Brazil, Mr. Akkerman of the Netherlands 
and Hr. Thielicke of the German Democratic Republic.
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Mr. EKEÏÏS (Sweden): Mr. President, as I indicated to you-I will also add, 
at the end of my statement, some remarks as the representative of Sweden with 
regard to the work of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, but I start with 
the submission of the Report.

As Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons I have the honour 
to submit the report of the Committee to the Conference on Disarmament, 
document CD/539i which has been distributed earlier today. The report with its 
annexes was adopted by the Committee on 28 August and thus agreed to by all 
members of the Committee.

Before I continue I will draw your attention to a mistake on page 6, 
paragraph 10 of the report, on the second line from the bottom.
"during the 1984 session of the" should be replaced with the words "in the" so 
that the entire sentence reads "Annex III contains some proposals introduced in 
the Conference on Disarmament as formulated and presented in Conference Documents."

The words

Delegates will recall that the Conference at its plenary meeting on 
26 February 1984 adopted a mandate, contained in document CD/440, to the effect 
that an ad hoc subsidiary body (on 6 March designated "Ad Hoc Committee") be 
established "to start the full and complete process of negotiation, development 
and working out the contention on chemical weapons, except for its final drafting". 
The Committee, thus provided with a negotiating mandate, had to define and 
develop procedures for pursuing negotiations inside the framework of this 
multilateral body, as now, for the first time since the Committee on Disarmament 
was established in 1978, actual negotiations on the text of a Convention were to 
be embarked upon.

I will give a short description of the negotiating process followed uy the 
Ad Hoc Committee.

The starting point was the report of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chem.
Weapons on the 1983 session (CB/416) which was reorganized to get a more 
convention-like structure and presented to the Committee as CD/CWr/WP.67. 
of this report were presented by the Chairman to the three Working Groups v 
the Committee, charged with addressing specific aspects of the Convention 
followsi

vS

Working Group A on Scope, Chairman : Mr. Duarte of Brazil.

Working Group B on Elimination, Chairman: Mr. Akkerman of the Netherlands.

Working Group C on Compliance, Chairman: Dr. Thielicke of the 
German Democratic Republic.

1.
2.
3.

The Working Groups dealt with the material thus provided by the Chairman 
of the Committee as well as with other material introduced by the Chairmen of 
the three Working Groups.
in reports to the Committee by the Chairmen of the Working Groups, 
reports reflect different views held by delegations. The Chairman of the 
Committee then drafted compromise proposals in rreaty language on the basis of 

of the material from the reports of the Chairmen of the Vvorking Groups.
All delegations were invited to give their comments upon these compromise

Extensive consultations were undertaken with those

The results from the Working Groups were presented
These

some

proposals by the Chairman, 
delegations which expressed views on the proposals.
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At this stage the Chairman of the Committee convened and led regular 
drafting sessions on this material constituting possible wordings of articles or 
parts of articles to a Convention proposed by him on the basis for the 
consultations just mentioned. All delegations were informed about time and 
place for the drafting sessions. For practical purposes the drafting language 
used was English.

DifferingThe drafting has resulted in texts for parts of a convention, 
or alternative positions of delegations are presented within brackets in the

The articles or parts of articles thus drafted are organized followingtexts.
the preliminary structure for a convention which was introduced in the Committee 
during the second part of the session. In this connection I want to thank 
Ambassador Turbanski of Poland who undertook the work of elaborating this
structure.

The preliminary structure complemented by the likewise preliminary drafted 
texts can be found in Annex I of the report. Such texts are marked with 
two lines in the margin of Annex I. Other texts, which have not been subject 
to extensive drafting, but which have to a varying extent been consulted upon 
by the Chairman of the Committee or by the Chairmen of the Working Groups also 
appear as articles or parts thereof in the preliminary structure. Such texts 
are marked with one line in the margin of Annex I. As is stated in the Annex, 
these texts, whatever their status, are not binding for any delegation.

Due to the extensive and complicated nature of the substance and the limited 
time available, it was not possible to consider all parts of the convention 
during this session. Those parts of CD/CV/WP,67 which have not been dealt with 
during this session are indicated in Annex I by the respective heading and the

It was, however, possible to draft the main parts 
An interesting development with regard to the

numbers "67" in the margin, 
of the scope of the Convention.
problem of herbicides took place as it appears that this problem can be linked 
to a prohibition of the use of herbicides under certain circumstances. Still 
remaining in the context of scope is a solution to the question of how the 
prohibition of use should be formulated in the convention. Here I wish to thank 
Ambassador Beesley of Canada for the work he undertook to solve this difficult
problem.

The crucial issue of the definition of chemical weapons appears essentially 
Furthermore, a solution to the question of the concept ofto be solved, 

chemical warfare agents has been formed.

The issue of declaration of chemical .weapons lias partly been subject to 
drafting. Consultations with regard to the declarations of locations of such 
stocks are under way. The problem of destruction, including the question of ; 
diversion, as well as schedules for a balanced destruction of chemical weapons, 
has been elaborated upon. The issue of production facilities, especially 
so-called single—purpose facilities, has for the first time been treated in
parts.

Concerning compliance, considerable work has been done, the result of 
which appears in the Annex as material which has been the subject of 
consultations. In addition a first text, concerning the Preparatory Commission
to be entrusted with the task of preparing the work of the Consultative Committee, 
has been elaborated and consulted upon.



(Hr. Ekeus. Sweden)

The reports of the Chairmen of the Working Groups can be found in Annex II to 
the report.
material which has been treated in different ways — be it drafting, consultation 
or otherwise — in the framework of the activities of the Committee.

Annex III represents a political solution to the problem of how to present 
extensive material emanating from delegations within the framework of the report.

If delegations consider it useful, and if they present actual proposals to 
this effect, the Chairman has the intention of up-dating document CD/CW/VP.67 as 
regards the presentation of the position of delegation's, 
then be done before the January session.

The report contains a recommendation that the Committee continue its work 
during three weeks.immediately before the beginning of the 1965 session, and "that 
the work cover the two specific issues of permitted activities and verification on

They give, in a comparison with Annex I, a picture of the amount of

Such a revision would

challenge including related issues with regard to the Consultative Committee, as 
well as further negotiations on the material in Annex I which has been subject to
preliminary drafting 
undertaking consultations in the meantime.

As Chairman, I will prepare this resumed session by

The report further contains a recommendation that a «decision be taken in the 
first part of the 1925 session concerning intersessional work also between 
September 1985 and January 1986 so that this period "is mere fully utilized for 
negotiations".
delegations that this period should amount to something like six weeks.

The words "more fully" reflects the wish expressed by some

Another important recommendation of the Committee is that Ambassador Turbanski
I sincerely wishof Poland should he appointed Chairman for the 1985 session, 

him success in this important task.

Mr. President, I would not conclude my introduction of the report of the 
Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons to the Conference without expressing my 
gratitude to all the delegates of the Committee for their excellent co-operation 
with me and my delegation. Hay I note the serious and constructive approach by 
the delegates in the extremely complicated and sometimes arduous consultations, 
drafting sessions and other meetings within the Committee work structure. I am 
deeply impressed by the energy and the co-operative spirit demonstrated by 
delegates from all sides of the political spectrum. I also wish to especially 
mention the three Chairmen of the Working Groups, Mr. Duarte of Brazil,
Mr. Akkerman of the Netherlands and Hr. Thielicke of the German Democratic Republic 
for their exemplary skill and energy displayed in the difficult tasks entrusted 
on them, as well as for their support and advice to me, not least in the context 
of the work of the Bureau of the Committee.

I would like to direct special gratitude to the other member of the Bureau 
and Secretary of the Committee, Hr. Abdelkader Bensmail, for his commendable work 
for the Committee during the whole session, characterized by a combination of 
the highest professional, skill and sound judgement in all situations, 
willing support of Mr. Bensmail and of his staff, in particular Ms. Sue Johnston, 
as well as of the interpreters, contributed in an indispensable way to the 
endeavours of the Committee.

The

ONCD
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With that, Mr. President, I have concluded the submission of the report but 
permit me.now, as the representative of Sweden, to make some reflections on the 
work of the Ad Hoc Committee cn Chemical Weapons.

I would like to point out and underline three important results of the work 
during this session.

a method for maltilaxerai negotiations has been developed, with a 
view to arriving at a full text of a convention, 
its establishment that the Commattee has been entrusted with a negotiating mandate, 
it is obvious that the methods now developed could be refined. The approach so 
far has been to start by using available basic material from the work during 
earlier years (CD/CW/WP.6?) which to e varying degree has been transformed, through 
elaborations in the Working Groups, into treaty language. The Committee Chairman 
has thereafter reworiced that material into compromise proposals, which have been 
consulted upon-and then subject to drafting.
preliminary drafted treaty texts, containing alternative language.

First, As this is the first time since

The result of this process is

This process facilitates an overview of the development of the negotiations 
on different elements of the convention and makes possible a reasonable 
co-ordination of the process. In this context I wish to stress that the 
preliminary structure will be a useful tool 1er the organization of the future 
■negotiations ar.d the te::t of the convention.

Second, there is an undisputable tendency towards convergence of views on 
several or meet areas of substance in the Committee woru. However, differences 
on a feu issues have arisen. nevertheless, the work during the year must be 
summed up as steady but slow progress. The report speaks for itself in this 
respect. It must be kept in miud That the substantive material, in the process 
of being transfoiled irom descriptive language in to treaty language, has been 
quite thoroughly penetrated and now ie better prepared and ripe for decision and 
instructions from the capitals.

I consider it a large step forward that the definition of chemical weapons
This will facilitate the further development 

It should therefore be possible to
is now essentially worked out. 
and solutions of outstanding issues, 
considerably speed up work du>ing the 19^5 session.

The serious tension between the two major Powers has made itself felt in
It is therefore very importantthe Committee, especially during it? final week, 

and satisfactory that it was possible, literally within minutes of the conclusion 
of the work, to ado; t a substantive report.

in the Committee that more time should fromThird, there ic a conr.nsusnow on he devoted to the negotiations on a chemical weapons convention, 
definite decision has not been taken yet as to exactly how this agreement in. 
principle should be transformed into a detailed work plan. The recommendations 

Committee should however be enough for delegations to plan their 
to this effect in a preliminary manner.

A

adopted by the
resources

the-, recommendations of the Committee, a firstIf the Conference approves modest step will be taken with the planned meeting of the Committee for 
three weeks in January. This is e short time, and therefore it is necessary that
the meeting should be well prepared. T'* *his end the CommiTtee has recommended 
that I undertake consultations. It ir certainly my intention to do so and 1 
hope thaï, delegations will re prepared fully participate m such consultations.
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Due to the short time available for the Committee meeting in January, it is 

not my intention to re-establish the Working Groups vithin the Committee.’ Instead 
I intend to use the services of the Chairmen of the Groups to the fullest possible 
extent for the consultations envisaged during the meeting.

Mr. President, let me add to these three observations the importance of time. 
The dangerous international situation is a continuous and mounting threat 
to our negotiations. Use of chemical weapons in ongoing or future conflicts can 
jeopardize the progress of the negotiations. And worse, a breakdown of our 
negotiations would have most serious implications, and most certainly open the 
way for an arms race in chemical weapons with the gravest consequences for all 
aspects of all disarmament and arms control efforts*.
therefore continue to work constructively — and with the greatest speed.

All delegations must



asked the floor not so much to giveHowever, the Soviet delegation has now <
its opinion of the results of work on the prohibition of chemical weapons in 
1984 as to correct an omission which has appeared in the report, due to the

ni*»* % the m

Conference on Mènent, ^ «^JÏÏnŒïïnêd in Se Se^inScates

tions from A to E, so to speak,
. With regard to the other

or groups of djelegationc.
of the positions presented in the 

covering all aspects of the future co
document contained in Annex III, reflecting the other position and also tabled 
for consideration by the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, i.e. 
document CD/294, in section III, dealing among other things with the 
Consultative Committee, this omission has occurred on page 7 of the English text. 
In paragraph 3 of the subsection in question it is stated: Other questions
relating to the organization and procedures of the Consultative Committee, its 
possible subsidiary bodies, their functions, rights, duties and methods of work, 
its role in on-site inspections, forms of co-operation with national verification

to be elaborated." Thus, document CD/294 
d when this document was submitted. A 
sts, and there is the document of a Group 

submitted here in the Conference, containing their

one

organizations and other matters are 
sets forth the position as it exist 
somewhat different situation now ex 
of Socialist States which was ___ _
position on the whole range of issues which I have just quoted from 
document CD/294. ' Consecuently, without this document Annex III would not

The Soviet delegation thereforefully reflect the repl state of affairs. .
considers that it would be correct to include that document in Annex III, as_ 
indeed it intended to do yesterday when the relevant proposals were submit>,ea, 
but it was subsequently overlooked. We consider that the inclusion of this

III would complement the report with regard to an aspect not
fair and correctdocument in Annex

elucidated in it, and from every standpoint this would be a
We therefore submit this proposal for considerationsolution to the problem, 

by the Conference.

(Mr. Haumov. USSR)
-

Mr. EXEÜS (Sweden): Mr. President, the proposal of the SovietJJnion has 
of ££ £ l

been informed that it appears . , xv c . , .. .
objections to the proposal of the representative of .he Soviet Union.

'^nex'm^so^hat^e 

in Annex III.

I would

Mr. MUCULAK (United States of America): Mr. President, we too are gratified
' Chemical Weapons has successfully produced a

doubt about it and Ito see that the Ad Hoc 'omnu ttee on
Up to the last minute there was, I think,

lot to the skill of the Chairman and the initiative,which
My delegation expresses

somereport.
think we owe a
finally succeeded,taker.by the delegation of France, 
its very strong appreciation for the very constructive proposal and the skill 
of the Chairman in bringing it to fruition.

(Cont'd)
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(Mr. Mikulak. United States)

I must say ve share the view just expressed by the Chairman that the 
Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons has made slow but steady progress this year. 
With his untiring work and that of his associates, we have entered for the first time 
into the stage of actually drafting treaty text lor a chemical-weapons convention. 
This I think marks a real watershed in the work conducted in the Conference 
ban on chemical weapons.

on a

At the same time I would also share his view that progress is much slower 
than certainly my delegation would have liked; we share his sense of urgency.
And we very much welcome his expressed intention not to give up the mantle of 
the Chairmanship but to continue with consultationseduring the autumn and to hold 
a resumed session of the Committee during January. It is certainly the view of 
ay -delegation, and I thinl: he correctly reflected the view of many delegations, 
that these negotiations are too important to allow them to lie fallow for almost 
half the year. So we admire his patience, his persistence and his dedication to 
our common objective, and in the time remaining before the 1985 session of the 
Conference begins he will certainly have our full co-operation in trying to move 
these negotiations ahead.

T thank the representative of the United States for his
If that is not

The PRESH>ZNT:
Does any other delegation wish to take the floor? 

the case, I suggest now that we take up, for decision, the Report of the Ad Hoc
If there is no

statement.

Committee on Chemical Weapons, contained in document CD/559- 
objection, I will consider that the Conference adopts the Report of the Ad Hoc 
Committee,



At the Geneva Conference, this tactic is being used in the talks on the
Even prior to the submission of theprohibition of chemical weapons.United States draft convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons,

Washington officials were saying that the text would, I quote, be totally 
unacceptable to the Soviet Union and, as you know, they were not far from the 
truth. Their only error was that the draft was to prove unacceptable not only 
for the Soviet Union, but also for a significant number of States, as the summer 
session of the Conference has shown. What is particularly disturbing is that 
various United States political figures keep repeating that, should its draft 
not be adopted, th.e United States will undertake the mass production of binary 
chemical weapons. What can be said about such declarations? Just one thing: 
if the talks on the prohibition of chemical weapons are also wrecked,, if they are 
wrecked like many other talks, everybo y will be well aware who is responsible. 
Unacceptability for the other particip nts in the talks and a lack of 
constructiveness have been the distinguishing features of all the disarmament 
"initiatives" by Washington of which Ambassador Fields reminded us yesterday. ,
Is it then any wonder that the results of those initiatives are the breakdown 
of negotiations or deàdlock? It would really be hard to expect anything else 
from proposals that increase the differences rather than bring positions closer . 
together. The talks on the banning of chemical weapons are unnecessary proof . 
of that fact. The peaceful-sounding words that are heard from time to time from 
the other side of the ocean — alternating it is true, with various jokes 
do nothing to change the situation. As Konstantin Chernenko, General Secretary 
of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and Chairman of the Presidium of the USSR 
Supreme Soviet, has. pointed out, and I quote: "In politics we believe only in deeds, 

Arms reduction means actual, mutual reduction. The elimination or 
nuclear weapons means actual elimination on both sides. If the United States and 
NATO accept that, we shall not be found wanting"..
not in words.

CD/PV.287
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(Mr. Issraelyan, USSR)
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Mr, QIAN JIADONG (China) (translated from Chinese)»

The iter, 
most hopeful one.on the prohibition of chemical weapons had been considered the 
c_„ . At the beginning of this session, an Ad Hoc Comnittee
and the chLSen^feththe experienced g^^ance of its Chal^T Ambassador Ekéus, 
the drlft^f /L ? vaTiOU£. yorkinê ^oupe, negotiations were initiated on
an eS^a«inf sîJï îï °eftaln V*°&*** ^e. However, in spite of such 

ïï 8 6 mu the momentum vaE gradually lost and the pace of work
The elabo^+i V* Sti11 exis-t serious differences on certain crucial points, 
to arduous Ïtok. & COnVeDtl0n on the Prohibition of chemical weapons is still

was

CDVPV.28?
18

(Mr. Rose, German Democratic Republic)

they were unacceptable to the majority of state t thi r f 1 aavance tnarhas rendered the work of the coJfrîl» f ^ hl3 Conference, the United States
mildlv Here ' < ^ Cooreittee; or- chemical weapons more difficult, to out it"o h& a !o-caiied ««»« h., l: pu'invented

(Cont'd)
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(Mr. Rose. German Democratic Repubi_ic)

at the outset of this year's 
had been quite advanced.

The new

In our view, there were sound prospects for progress 
res «••'oil. The work of the subsidiary body on chemical weapons 
A new, forward-looking mandate for the Committee was quickly agreed upon.

Ambassador Ekéus of Sweden, had carefully prepared this session of th. 
I would like to take this opportunity to thank him for his committedChairman 

Committee 
efforts in chairing the Committee.

All in all, my delegation, like many others, had, therefore, hoped at the 
beginning of this session that the "full and complete process of negotiations 
developing an.*, working out the convention" would start, as required unQe^ new

P country which had beer, telling us for quite some time that it
that field in fact tried during the first

Then, on 18 April, 
Taking

However, the
wee more than keen on quick progress in

Cor-ritt.ee> we have carefully examined this draft, on which I would like to make 
the following observations:

mandate.

. -v

fSSSÏÏS.xïS=: isssL*principles of international law and represent a complete departure from • 
consensus that had been emerging on challenge inspection. Small wonder the.efor.., 
that this concept, has been dismissed by many delegations, m fact, we «

delegation clearly supporting this concept, apart, o* course, iron

bajic
not

heard any 
United States delegation;

ar. far as the work of the committee on chemical weapons is concerned, 
we hpvc not been able to discern any sign of the promised fl®*i^lity.®n in
the United States delegation. Instead of advancing the negotiations by J S
the efforts to search for mutually acceptable compromises the United Sta es is 
LOihbornty sticking to positions which are not acceptable to many delegat • 
attitude became clear again when the report of this committee was dra e » ‘
United States delegation insisting by all means on the insertion of e no ■ 
Article X into this report.

Second,

This

negotiations are a give-and-takeLet us be quite frank with each other:
No delegation is allowed to impose its will on others.process.

States to review its approach to the
Otherwise, the prospects for"Therefore, we appeal to the United 

negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons. 
progress nay be rather gloomy.

view of the German Democratic Republic,
the vital issuesLet me emphasize again that, in the 

greater efforts are required if the Conference is to make headway on 
it is called upon to solve.
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Mr. de la GORCE (France) (translated from French):

The only issue which has been t.he subject of real negotiations is that of 
chemical weapons. It is of the greatest importance to the international community. 
Chemical weapons exist; they can be manufactured in numerous countries and, what is 
more serious, they are used. The experience of this year underlines the urgency of 
a treaty prohibiting chemical weapons ; it underlines the need for international 
verification measures relating to the various aspects of chemical disarmament and to ' 
presumptions of use of chemical weapons.

I would like now to make a rapid assessment of the negotiations over this year 
and submit some suggestions for the future.
Ambassador Ekéus, who" presided over the work with great competence and skill; he
never
difficulties.
congratulations and its gratitude.

But I must first pay tribute to

lost heart and his good-humoured patience made it possible to overcome many 
The French delegation has pleasure in expressing to him its

(Cent’d)



CD/PV.287
21

(Mr. de la Gore*, France)

It also wishes to thank the chairmen of the working groups, Mr. Akkerman, - 
Mr. Duarte and hr. Thielicke, for the remarkable work they did. We appreciate the 
efforts made in the working groups to reduce the substantive problems and 
Ambassador Ekéus1 part in formulating certain provisions — a difficult drafting 
exercise that the Chairman of t-h*. Committee more often than not undertook personally.

However, if we weigh the efforts against the results, we must acknowledge that 
they are not equally balanced. Although the report records some progress, 
particularly on stocks and destruction operations, annex I, which sets out the 
positions, is still studded with square brackets bearing witness to the continued 
existence of divergent views. But the report reflects only a part of the truth ; 
it leaves aside what is undoubtedly its most important aspect.

On various delicate points, which had hardly been tackled previously, such as 
production facilities, their status and monitoring, exploratory discussions have 
taken place which should bear fruit- at the next- session. Similarly, as regards the 
institutions without which the Convention could not function, the problems have been 
better defined, the possibilities of agreement better .identified and outline 
solutions sketched out. Those invisible steps, which no report can reflect, should 
not be underestimated in negotiations as arduous as ours in which progress is 
perforce slow.

Lastly, there has perhaps been evidence in various statements of an increased 
awareness of the problems to be solved. My delegation has been impressed by the 
appeals which have been made for more realism and less legal perfectionism; 
also think, like others, that not all the risks can be eliminated and that the 
convention cannot- provide for every eventuality in the same minute detail.

However, we do consider that certain aspects should be covered by provisions 
formulated with particular care; the products and the production facilities, whether 
prohibited or permitted, must be classified with exactitude so that the monitoring 
procedures best suited to each case may also be fully and precisely stipulated; in 
addition, the institutional structures will have to be simplified. To achieve that 
most effectively, it will no doubt- be necessary to ensure that those bodies have 
by their very composition the appropriate permanent- assistance in the technological 
field; finally, with regard to the methods of taking decisions, the respective 
advantages of the various possible procedures, namely consensus, vote by a qualified 
majority and in some expressly stipulated cases, automatic decisions, must be 
carefully weighed up according to the circumstances.

The French delegation proposes to submit at the beginning of the next session 
a number of technical documents in the hope of promoting progress on certain 
particularly controversial issues. It is gratified that there will be a little more 
time for negotiations both at the beginning of the year and during the autumn of 1?85« 
While we have no illusions in that respect, we can; I think, hope that on some 
problems, such as that of stocks, we may reach an agreement which can be translated 
into articles of the Convention and that, perhaps, on the particularly thorny 
questions of production, we may make a significant- breakthrough.

we
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