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PREFACE

PV

This volume is a compilation of the final records (PVs) of
the Conference on Disarmament during its 1992 session relating to
Chemical Weapons. It has been compiled and edited to facilitate
discussions and research on this issue.
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S8erial Reference

399

400

401

402

403

404

405

406

CD/PV.606
CD/PV.606

CD/PV.606
CD/PV.606
CD/PV.606
CD/PV.606
CD/PV.606

CD/PV.608

CD/PV.609

CD/PV.610
CD/PV.610

CD/PV.611

CD/PV.611
CD/PV.611
CD/PV.611

CD/PV.612
CD/PV.612
CD/PV.612

CD/PV.613
CD/PV.613
CD/PV.613

CD/PV.613

CD/PV.614
CD/PV.614
CD/PV.614
CD/PV.614
CD/PV.614

CHEMICAL WEAPONS
STATEMENTS MADE IN PLENARY SESSION
CHRONOLOGICAL INDEX

Page

10:11=13
17-18

20

20-23

24

1992

Nation/Speaker

President/Calovski
Secretary-
General/Komatina
Peru/de Rivero
Mexico/Marin Bosch
President/Calovski
Germany/von Wagner
AHCCW Chairman/
Batsanov

AHCCW Chairman/
von Wagner

Russian Federation/
Batsanov

Nigeria/Bell Gam
Russian Federation/
Batsanov

Russian Federation/
Kozyrev

Germany/von Wagner
Netherlands/Wagenmakers
President/Calovski

France/Errera
Austria/Lang
President/Calovski

President/Kikanke
Germany/Genscher
Argentina and Brazil
jointly/Garcia Moritan
Australia/O’Sullivan

Poland/Kostarczyk
Hungary/Toth
Chile/Romero
Canada/Shannon
China/Hu

Date

21.1.92
21.1.92

21.1.92
21.1.92
21.1.92
21.1:.92
21.1.92

28.1:92

30.1.92

12.2.92

12.2.92
12.2.92
12.2:92

17.2.92
17.2.92
17.2.92

20.2.93
20.2.92
20.2.92

202 .92

27+2.92
27.2.92
2ol 2. 92
20 +2.92
27.2.92



Serial

407

408

409

410

Reference

CD/PV.614
CD/PV.614

CD/PV.615

CD/PV.615

CD/PV.615
CD/PV.615
CD/PV.615

CD/PV.616
CD/PV.616

CD/PV.617
CD/PV.617
CD/PV.617
CD/PV.617
CD/PV.617
CD/PV.617
CD/PV.617

CD/PV.617
CD/PV.617
CD/PV.617
CD/PV.617
CD/PV.617

CD/PV.617
CD/PV.617
CD/PV.617
CD/PV.617
CD/PV.617
CD/PV.617
CD/PV.617
CD/PV.617
CD/PV.617
CD/PV.617
CD/PV.617
CD/PV.617

CD/PV.617
CD/PV.618

CD/PV.618
CD/PV.618

Page

18-20
28

6
11;12-13
17-19

20

21

7.
8

3;4-5
=16

17-18
18=22
23=25
28=30
3132

33
34-=35
35
36
37-38

38-40
40-41
41

42-43
43-44
44-45
45-46
46-47
47-48
48

48-49
50-51

51=b2

2
Nation/Speaker

Japan/Donowaki
Secretary-General/
Komatina

Australia/Morris
Zaire/Bagbeni
Italy/Bottai
Belgium/Servais
Group of 21/Ranjbar

Canada/Shannon
President/Kikanke

President/Semichi
Australia/Evans
France/Errera
Pakistan/Kamal

Sri Lanka/Rasaputram
Czechoslovakia/Kralik
Brazil and Argentina
jointly/Amorim
USA/Ledogar
Indonesia/Siahaan
Belgium/Servais
UK/Solesby

Russian Federation/
Batsanov
Egypt/Zahran
Ethiopia/Singiorgis
Sweden/Roth
Poland/Przygodzki
Peru/Calderon
Nigeria/Azikiwe
India/Shah

Italy/Negrotto Combiaso

Hungary/Bozi
Yugoslavia/Calovski
Iran/Mashhadi
AHCCW Chairman/

von Wagner
Australia/Evans

Netherlands/Meerburg
Romania/Neagu
Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea/Ri

Date

272592
27.2.92

12.3.92
12.3.92

19.3.92
19.3.92
19.3492
19.3.92
19.3.92
19.3.92
A e BRE G2 1

19.3.92
19,.3:92
195392
195392
19.3.92

19.3.92
19:3.92
49.3.92
19.3.92
19.3.92
193,92
19.3.92
19.3.92
93 o9
19.3.92
$9.3.92
29.3.92

19.3.92
24.3.92

24.3.92
24.3.92



Serial Reference

411

412

413

414

415

416

417

CD/PV.619
CD/PV.619
CD/PV.619
CD/PV.619

CD/PV.619
CD/PV.619
CD/PV.619
CD/PV.619

CD/PV.620

CD/PV.620
CD/PV.620
CD/PV.620

CD/PV.621
CD/PV.621
CD/PV.621
CD/PV.621
CD/PV.621

CD/PV.622

CD/PV.622
CD/PV.622

CD/PV.623
CD/PV.623
CD/PV.623
CD/PV.623
CD/PV.623
CD/PV.623
CD/PV.623

CD/PV.624
CD/PV.624
CD/PV.624
CD/PV.624
CD/PV.624

CD/PV.625

CD/PV.625
CD/PV.625
CD/PV.625
CD/PV.625
CD/PV.625
CD/PV.625

Page

I=5
6—9

10-11;13-14

27

23;24;25-26

27-28
29+=31
32

5

10
11
16

354=6
6-10

11;12;13-14

15-16
17

3
Nation/Speaker

Switzerland/Felber
UK/Solesby
Japan/Donowaki
Republic of Korea/Park

India/Shah
Canada/Shannon
Bulgaria/Dichev
Venezuela/Clauwaert

Under-Secretary-
General /Petrovsky
Kenya/Ogada
Japan/Tanaka
President/Semichi

Algeria/Brahimi
Germany/Holik
Senegal/Sene

South Africa/Eksteen
Tanzania/Mangachi

President/Garcia
Moritan
Philippines/Villaroel
Malta/Valentino

Czechoslovakia/Kralik
UK/Weston
Mongolia/Yumjav
Poland/Gizowski
Australia/O’Sullivan
Cuba/Soles
Canada/Robertson

Norway/Hernes
Nigeria/Azikiwe
Irag/Almusawi
UK/Weston
Irag/Almusawi

President/Garcia
Moritan

Iran/Velyati
Spain/Perez-Villanueva
Sri Lanka/Rasaputram
Egypt/Zahran
Venezuela/Arteaga
Morocco/Benhima

Date

26.3.92
26.3.92
26.3.92
26.3.92

26.3.92
26:.3.92
26.3.92
26,3.92

14.5.92

14.5.92
14.5.92
14.5.92

21.5.92
21.5.92
21.5.92
21.5.92
21.5.92

26.5.92

26.5.92
26.5.92

10.6.92
10.6.92
10.6.92
10.6.92
10.6.92

18.6.92

18.6.92
18.6.92
18.6.92
18.6.92
18.6.92
18.6.92



Serial

418

419

420

421

Reference
CD/PV.625

CD/PV.625
CD/PV.625
CD/PV.625
CD/PV.625

CD/PV.626
CD/PV.626
CD/PV.626
CD/PV.626
CD/PV.626
CD/PV.626
CD/PV.626

CD/PV.627
CD/PV.627
CD/PV.627
CD/PV.627

CD/PV.628
CD/PV.628

CD/PV.628
CD/PV.628
CD/PV.628
CD/PV.628
CD/PV.628
CD/PV.628

CD/PV.629
CD/PV.629
CD/PV.629
CD/PV.629
CD/PV.629
CD/PV.629
CD/PV.629

Page
20

21=22
22
22
23-24

3-5
8;9-10
12
15-18
19-21
23;24
24

e
B
10-12;14
17=18

4
Nation/Speaker

Russian Federation and
US jointly/Batsanov
Yugoslavia/Dimitrijevic
Nigeria/Azikiwe
Iran/Tabatabaee
President/Garcia
Moritan

President/0O’Sullivan
Chile/Vargas
Canada/Robertson
Finland/Rautio
Myanmar /Hlaing
Irag/Hussein
Iran/Ranjabar

Mexico/Marin Bosch
US/Ledogar
Sweden/Hyltenius
Republic of Korea/Park

Italy/Negrotto Cambiaso
Argentina/Garcia
Moritan

Viet Nam/Nguyen Luong
Netherlands/Wagenmakers
Bulgaria/Dichev
Cuba/Morales
Iran/Ranjbar
Poland/Dembinski

Chile/Tironi
Canada/Shannon
Romania/Neagu
UK/Weston
Finland/Polho
Japan/Tanaka
President/0O’Sullivan

Date

18.6.92

18.6.92
18.6.92
18.6.92
18.6.92

25.6.92
25.6.92
25.6.92
25.6.92
25.6.92
25.6.92
25.6.92

27.7.92
27.7.92
27.7.92
27 <192

30.7..92
30.7.92

30.7.92
30.7.92
30.7.92
30.7.92
30.7.92
30.7.92



S8erial Reference

422

423

424

425

426

427

CD/PV.629

CD/PV.629
CD/PV.629

CD/PV.630

CD/PV.631
CD/PV.631

CD/PV.632

CD/PV.633
CD/PV.633
CD/PV.633

CD/PV.634
CD/PV.634
CD/PV.634
CD/PV.634
CD/PV.634
CD/PV.634
CD/PV.634
CD/PV.634
CD/PV.634
CD/PV.634
CD/PV.634
CD/PV. 634

CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635

CD/PV.635
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2-4;6
6-8;9
11-15
7

19-21
24-25
26-27
29

29-30
30-32
32

34-35

5
Nation/Speaker

Australia (on behalf of
the Australia Group:
Australia, Austria,
Belgium, Canada,
Denmark, Finland,
France, Germany,
Greece, Ireland, Italy,
Japan, Luxembourg,
Netherlands, New
Zealand, Norway,
Portugal, Spain,
Sweden, Switzerland,
United Kingdom, United
States) /O’Sullivan
Ukraine/Ozadovski
India/Shah

President/Servais

Austria/Lang
Argentina/Garcia
Moritan
Indonesia/
Brotodiningrat

Italy/Negrotto Combiaso
India/Shah
UK/Weston

New Zealand/Bisley
Finland/Karhilo
Peru/de Rivero
France/Errera
Egypt/Zahran
Morocco/Benhima
Norway/Skogmo
Iran/Mashhadi
Czechoslovakia/Gaspar
Spain/Perez-Villanueva
Turkey/Arar
President/Servais

US/Lehman

AHCCW Chairman/
von Wagner
President/Servais

Date

6.8.92

11.8.92

13.8.92
13.8.92

18.8.92

20.8.92
20.8.92
20.8.92

22.8.92
2210892
22.8.92
22.8.92
22.8.92
22.8.92
22.8.92
22.8.92
22.8.92
22.8.92
22.8.92
22.8.92



Serial Reference

CD/PV.635

CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635

CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635

CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635

CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635

Page

12-14

14-16
/=19
21=23
24

27;28-30
30-31

34

35-36
37-38
38-39
39-40;41
41-42
42-43
43-45
45-46

46-47
47-48
48
48-49
49
50-52
52
52
52
53
53
53

53-54
54
54 755
56

6
Nation/Speaker

Germany (on behalf of
Algeria, Argentina,
Australia, Austria,
Belgium, Brazil,
Bulgaria, Canada, Cuba,
Czechoslovakia,
Germany, Greece,
Hungary, Italy, Japan,
Mongolia, Netherlands,
Norway, Pakistan,
Romania, Russian
Federation, Poland,
Spain, Sri Lanka,
Sweden,
Switzerland) /von Wagner
Hungary/Toth
India/Shah
Pakistan/Kamal

Brazil (on behalf of
Argentina, Chile and
Brazil) /Amorim
China/Hou
France/Errera
Algeria/Semichi
Ireland/Lyons
Malta/Valentino
Syria/Masri
Nigeria/Azikiwe

Viet Nam/Nguyen
Morocco/Zniber
Switzerland/von Arx
Russian Federation/
Batsanov

South Africa/Routenbach
Ethiopia/Tsegaye
Chile/Gonzales
UK/Weston
Argentina/Lanus
Iran/Mashhadi
Venezuela/Clauwaert
President/Servais
Iran/Mashhadi
President/Servais
Iran/Mashhadi

AHCCW Chairman/

von Wagner
President/Servais
Iran/Mashhadi
President/Servais
Pakistan/Kamal

Date

3992
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Serial Reference

CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635

CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635

CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635

CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635

CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635

CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635

CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635

CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635

Page

56
56-57

57
57
57
58
58
59
59-60

60
60-61

61
61

62
62
62
62
63
63
63
63
64
64
64-65
65
65
66

66
66
66
66-67
67
67
67
67-68
68
68

68
68

69
69
69

7
Nation/Speaker

President/Servais
Secretary-General/
Berasategui
President/Servais
Pakistan/Kamal
President/Servais
Iran/Mashhadi
President/Servais
US/Ledogar
Russian Federation/
Batsanov
President/Servais
Secretary-General/
Berasategui
President/Servais
Russian Federation/
Batsanov
President/Servais
Pakistan/Kamal
President/Servais
Hungary/Toth
President/Servais
Algeria/Semichi
President/Servais
UK/Weston
President/Servais
Peru/Calderon
President/Servais
Argentina/Lanus
President/Servais
Secreatry-General/
Berasategui
Pakistan/Kamal
President/Servais
US/Ledogar
President/Servais
Pakistan/Kamal
Hungary/Toth
President/Servais
US/Ledogar
President/Servais
Russian Federation/
Batsanov
President/Servais
Secretary-General/
Berasategui
President/Servais
Hungary/Toth
Russian Federation/
Batsanov
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Serial

Reference

CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635

CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635

CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635

CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635

Page

69
69-70
70
70
70
70
743k
71
71
i !
73

12
il
72
12
72
72
72=73
g
73
73
13
74
74
74
74
74
74
74
74
75
45
75
15
75
76
76

76
76
76177
7
77
il
T

717
¢l
T

8
Nation/Speaker

President/Servais
Pakistan/Kamal
President/Servais
Sweden/Hyltenius
President/Servais
Italy/Francese
President/Servais
US/Ledogar
Germany/Muller
President/Servais
Russian Federation/
Batsanov
President/Servais
US/Ledogar
UK/Weston
President/Servais
UK/Weston
President/Servais
Sweden/Hyltenius
President/Servais
Pakistan/Kamal
US/Ledogar
Italy/Francese
President/Servais
UK/Weston
President/Servais
US/Ledogar
President/Servais
Pakistan/Kamal
President/Servais
US/Ledogar
President/Servais
Pakistan/Kamal
Peru/Calderon
Italy/Francese
Germany/von Wagner
President/Servais
Russian Federation/
Batsanov
President/Servais
Pakistan/Kamal
President/Servais
Poland/Gizowski
President/Servais
Peru/Calderon
Russian Federation/
Batsanov
US/Ledogar
Netherlands/Gevers
President/Servais

Date
3.9.92
3.9.92
3992
B.9:92
3:9.92
3.9.92
3.9:92
3:9.92
3.9.92
3.9.92
3.9:92
3.9.92
3.9.92
3.9.92
3:9.92
3.9.92
3.9.92
3.9.92
3.9:92
3.9.92
3.9.92
3::9.92
3.9.92
3.9.92
3.9.92
3:.9.92
3.9.92
3.9.92
3.9:92
3.9.92
3.9.92
3.9.92
3.9.92
3.9.92
3.9.92
3.9.92
3.9.92
3.9.92
3.9.92
249 .92
3.9.92
3.9.92
3.9.92
3.9.92
3.9.92
3892
3.9.92



Serial Reference

CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635
CD/PV.635

Page

97
78
78
79
79
79-80
80
80-81
81
81
81
81-82
82
82
82
82
83
83
84
84
84-85
85
85
86
86
86
86
86
86
86-87
87
87
87
88
88
88
88
88-89
89
89
89
89
89
89
89
90
90
90
90
91

9
Nation/Speaker

Algeria/Semichi
President/Servais
Pakistan/Kamal
President/Servais
Egypt/Omar

Mexico/Morin Bosch

President/Servais
Hungary/Toth
President/Servais
Hungary/Toth
President/Servais
Hungary/Toth
President/Servais
Pakistan/Kamal
President/Servais
Canada/Robertson
President/Servais
US/Ledogar
President/Servais
Chile/Gonzales
Peru/Calderon
President/Servais
Pakistan/Kamal
President/Servais
France/Errera
UK/Weston
President/Servais
Nigeria/Azikiwe
President/Servais
Pakistan/Kamal
Nigeria/Azikiwe
US/Ledogar
President/Servais
Pakistan/Kamal
President/Servais
Peru/Calderon
Nigeria/Azikiwe
UK/Weston
Pakistan/Kamal
President/Servais
Nigeria/Azikiwe
President/Servais
France/Errera
Peru/Calderon
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(The President)

It is in this light that I see the priorities of our work. I think it
will be exceptionally important that this year we wind up our work on the
convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons successfully. Nobody needs
convincing that the initiatives for the control and non-proliferation of
weapons of mass destruction, chemical and nuclear in particular, are of top

priority.

eee It is certain that there exists a political will to bring to a close the
negotiations on the convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons, but in
order to stay to the point we have to make sure that the convention is of
equal interest to all members of the Conference and the United Nations as a
whole. In this regard we shall require much patience and wisdom, to review
and respect the interests of others and adopt realistic solutions.

CD/PV.606
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(Mr. Komatina, Secretariat)

+-+ ''The Conference is on the threshold of a major achievement of
multilateral diplomacy, as it has now entered the final stage of the
elaboration of a convention on chemical weapons. I am confident that the
future chemical weapons convention will constitute a far-reaching
security arrangement for effectively eliminating a barbaric and
indiscriminate means of warfare, and act as a barrier to its possible
future resurgence. I welcome the intensification of the negotiations on
this issue and strongly urge the Conference to maintain the momentum and
exert its utmost effort to achieve the goal it has set out for itself
this year - a final agreement during the 1992 session.

CD/PV.606
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(Mr., de Rivero, Peru)

This is the first time in the history of disarmament that a populated
geographical area of the planet has become a zone free of all weapons of mass
destruction. At the same time, through the Declaration - it is important to
emphasize to this Conference - the Andean countries, in the same Declaration,
a%so expressed their determination to become unconditional original
signatories of the convention on the prohibition and destruction of chemical
weapons. The Cartagena Declaration is the culmination of a combined effort,
but it is also the start of a gradual process to regulate the acquisition and
transfer of advanced weaponry and related technology and prevent the strategic
destabilization of Latin America and the Caribbean.



CD/PV.606
L

(Mr. iv Peru)

.s«e The Conference on Disarmament has the ineluctable responsibility to
finalize this year the convention to eradicate all chemical weapons once and
for all from the face of the Earth, thus ending a barren 15-year period during
which the Conference on Disarmament did not produce any agreement. It is on
the threshold of this deadline, which will determine the future of the
Conference on Disarmament, that I venture to make three comments on the
approach that should guide the negotiations so as to ensure that they are
successful and that by the end of this year we have a convention banning

chemical weapons.

My first thought relates to the scope of the prohibition and the intended
beneficiary of protection under the convention. On this important aspect
of the negotiations, there are some - guided no doubt by the best of
intentions - who would like to exclude from the convention any gap, ambiguity
or loophole that could give rise to possible forms of non-compliance that are
not explicitly prohibited in the text. With the best intentions they seek a

( cmtimgd)
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perfect legal instrument. Of course, ideally we should set forth an absolute,
perfect prohibition. However, since beings are not perfect, and nor are
diplomats, there is no alternative but to achieve a complete prohibition, in
the context of what is possible and necessary, so as to provide for regional
and global security and confidence.

When we say that the provisions should fall within the context of what is
possible and necessary, what we mean is that their scope can never go beyond
what can qualitatively or quantitively be examined, certified and verified.
There should be no doubt whatsoever as to the intended beneficiary of
protection - human beings and, by extension, animals. Expanding the scope of
protection to plants, even though the prohibition may be specifically
restricted to use, would give rise to a series of collateral problems, such as
the verification and implementation of article X, which refers to the threat
of use, inter alia. The generic or unlimited inclusion, within the definition
of chemical weapons, of those substances that do not fall within the
classification of "supertoxic lethal" or "lethal" chemicals should be handled
very cautiously, and it might perhaps be advisable, since the prohibition
cannot be absolute and perfect, to give pride of place in the definition to
the effects that occur, that is death, temporary disability or permanent
injury. Only in so far as a toxic chemical specified in the convention
produces these effects in human beings or animals may it be considered a
chemical weapon.

My second thought on the chemical weapons negotiations relates to the
problem arising from the destruction of the stockpiles, which according to
declarations exceed 90,000 tons. The issue of converting chemicals to a form
unsuitable for production of chemical weapons in facilities specifically
designed and equipped for that purpose, as provided for in articles IV and V
and their annexes, is currently being reconsidered in certain specialized
sectors, in view of the difficulties being encountered by at least one of the
chemical-weapon States in achieving the total destruction of its chemical
stockpile within the stipulated 10-year time-frame. In my delegation's
opinion it would be appropriate to re-examine the concept of destruction in
the light of the observations and difficulties prompted by the 10-year
time-frame. The experts state that starting up a facility to destroy chemical
weapons, for example, could take between three, four or six years, including
the initial feasibility study. We are all aware, moreover, that the
destruction of chemical weapons is very costly, particularly because of the
physical security and environmental protection measures involved. We are also
aware that there may be alternative methods and technologies to neutralize
chemical-weapon stockpiles completely. On the other hand, the 10-year
time-frame could be retained, provided that we are all convinced that this is
a genuine, feasible time-frame that would be enough for carrying out the
destruction or possible neutralization of chemical weapons, and that this will
not lead to undue haste or pressure that might endanger the environment.



CD/PV.606
13

(Mr. de Rivero, Peru)

My third and final thought relates to the problem of challenge
inspections. Working paper 371 of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons to
a large extent summarizes the present status of the negotiations. However,
unfortunately some still wish to some extent to distort the basic component in
the original proposal to carry out such inspections in any place, at any time,
and without delay. As far as my delegation is concerned, challenge inspection
would be the last resort provided for under the convention in extreme cases
when the other mechanisms available .prove inadequate to resolve or clarify any
doubt that arises from compliance with obligations under the convention. It
is therefore important to emphasize and reiterate the exceptional or extreme
nature of challenge inspection, because it is only in this fashion that we can
understand the discretionary powers that should be conferred on the inspection
team. My delegation therefore considers it questionable that the "final"
perimeter of the site where the inspection is to be conducted may, in the
final analysis, be the perimeter proposed by the inspecting State. It can
also distort a challenge inspection if the inspected State is authorized to
select alternative measures other than full and broad access for the

inspectors.

If we bear in mind a recent case which has given rise to concern in the
international community, we must agree that if we accept challenge inspections
with ambiguities or restrictions, they will simply lose all justification. In
this way we will be losing one of the most intelligent and appropriate
mechanisms for ensuring confidence in compliance with the obligations and
resolving doubts and questions that any convention, however perfect we may
wish it to be, may have.
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(Mr. Marin Bosch, Mexico)

Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons: in February the qualification that
prevented it from proceeding to the finalization of a draft convention was
dropped, and in June, besides the call to intensify negotiations '"with a view
to striving to achieve a final agreement on the convention by 1992", the
prohibition of use was included in the title of the future convention. Those
changes have begun to bear fruit. This is reflected in the report that we
submitted to the United Nations General Assembly, which in itsg

resolution 46/35 C urges the CD, as a matter of the highest priority, to
resolve outstanding issues so as to achieve a final agreement during the

Present session.

intersessional period is further proof of the commitment we all have to strive
to achieve an agreement during 1992. However, bearing in mind the many
implications of the series of outstanding issues, it is advisable to avoid
setting deadlines which later we may not be able to keep. The example of the
Uruguay Round of negotiations in GATT could Seérve as a precedent. That does
not imply that we should reduce the pace of the Committee's work, but rather

CD/PV.606
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( in h, Mexico)

that time should be given to assess carefully the effects of each and every
one of the provisions which will be included in the future convention, so that

it can be applied on a truly universal scale.
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(The President)

I shall now proceed to document CD/WP.417, by which the Conference will
re—establish the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons and appoint as its
Chairman Ambassador Adolf Ritter von Wagner of Germany. I see no objection to
the draft decision, and we shall therefore adopt it.

It w i i

The PRESIDENT: I am pleased to note that, by this quick decision at the
opening of our work for 1992, the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons is now
in a position to resume work immediately, in order to intensify its
negotiations this year on a final agreement on a convention banning chemical
weapons. Allow me also, on behalf of the Conference, to extend our
congratulations to Ambassador von Wagner on his appointment to the heavy
responsibility of conducting the work of the Ad Hoc Committee at this crucial
stage of its work. His knowledge of the subject-matter and his diplomatic
competence will, I am sure, provide the necessary impetus for these

negotiations. I give the floor to Ambassador von Wagner.

Mr. von WAGNER (Germany): Mr. President, let me express my delegation's
deep satisfaction at having the privilege to negotiate world-wide arms control
and disarmament questions under your able guidance. We wish you luck and
success.

The Conference on Disarmament has just decided on the re-establishment of
the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons. I feel very honoured that the
Conference entrusted me with the task of chairing the Ad Hoc Committee. I
should like to express my sincere thanks to all my colleagues for their
confidence in my efforts. I feel very honoured and grateful - but above all,
I feel obliged by the responsibility which accompanies the Ad Hoc Committee
chairmanship in this critical year. You have my firm commitment that I will
do everything to bring our common endeavour to a successful conclusion.

In this context, and here I should like to add to my prepared manuscript,
I want to stress that I am perfectly aware that I need your trustworthy
cooperation. I shall undertake concrete efforts to maintain close contact
with all groups and delegations, and I shall consult with them as closely as
possible in order to achieve smooth proceedings in the more formal meetings
and sessions. At the same time, I should like to invite and encourage all
delegates also to seek close contact with me; the cooperation I envisage
cannot be a one-way street. Efforts, however, from all sides will achieve
success.

The convention is cledrly within reach this year, thanks to the
contributions by all delegations and by the previous chairmen of the
Ad Hoc Committee. I should like to pay tribute in particular to my
predecessor, Ambassador Batsanov, who led the work of the Committee in a
very skilful and pragmatic way. Due to the untiring efforts under
particularly difficult circumstances by Ambassador Batsanov, his working
group chairmen and Friends of the Chair, we now have the basis on which we
can venture the last breakthrough to the signing of the convention.
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(Mr. von Wagner, Germany)

As we resume our negotiations on finalizing the global ban on chemical
weapons, it may be useful to recall our basic negotiating objectives so as to
put the remaining problems into perspective. First of all, we have the
objective to rid the world of chemical weapons in order to achieve a gain in
security for all of us. It has long been recognized that chemical weapons are
a particularly cruel and repugnant means of warfare. One year ago, history
gave us a lesson that should also have removed any lingering doubts about the
role of chemical weapons in international security. If their existence
continues to be legitimate, they pose a grave threat to international peace
and security. The Gulf war and its antecedents have confirmed two
conclusions. Firstly, despite their limited military utility, chemical
weapons do have very harmful political properties. In the hands of
unscrupulous aggressors, they can foster political and military adventurism.
Secondly, non-proliferation efforts through export controls are insufficient
to control the danger that chemical weapons constitute for the international
community. The best non-proliferation measure is an effective chemical
weapons ban that is based on global cooperative efforts.

Looking at these conclusions, one might wonder why it seems so difficult
to bring the Geneva negotiations to a close. The security benefits which a
global ban on chemical weapons would bring about seem too obvious to allow of
any hesitation. Such security benefits would accrue to all countries,
although national perceptions sometimes might differ. Some countries might
have a particular interest in the chemical weapons convention. A Chinese
scholar in the Chemical Defence Research Institute in Beijing observed last
year:

"... developing countries face a more dangerous threat from chemical
weapons than do developed countries. It is not surprising that all the
uses of chemical weapons after World War I were against developing
countries."

The quotation continues:

"... the statement 'Chemical weapons are the poor man's nuclear bomb' is
wrong. The right statement is 'Chemical weapons are the sword of
Damocles hanging over the poor man's head'."

The immediate security benefits which would flow from a global ban on
chemical weapons already provide a compelling reason for strongly urging the
Conference on Disarmament to conclude negotiations in Geneva. But there are
further compelling reasons - reasons going beyond chemical weapons.

Concluding the CWC successfully offers us the chance to inaugurate a
qualitatively new era for multilateral arms control and disarmament. It is
very difficult to maintain the momentum of a complex, long-term endeavour like
mu%tilateral arms control without any visible, tangible results. Success in
this field requires treaties. The Conference on Disarmament in its present
form has not produced one single international treaty text. The environmental
modification Convention of 18 May 1977 was the last achievement of
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multilateral arms control to this date. Whereas - in the years just passed -
disarmament treaties between the former cold war opponents have proliferated,
arms control on a global scale seems to have come to a standstill.

This not too rosy picture would change dramatically if we finally came to
terms with the few remaining issues of the chemical weapons convention. The
convention would provide invaluable fresh impetus for the endeavour of
multilateral arms control. The liberation of mankind from the threat of
chemical weapons would have positive implications going far beyond the
negotiating matter.

In addition to the direct security benefits, States parties to the
convention would discover a completely new experience in applying an
unprecedented body of provisions for global disarmament and verification.
Experience in applying the instruments of the convention would help us to
understand that reliable disarmament does not imply risk, but opportunity; not
a danger to national sovereignty, but a singular opportunity to build on the
foundation of a new, cooperative concept of international security.

The world needs such a new, cooperative security concept. We all know
the global challenges of our time, which have united us into one large
"community for survival". We have seen the fading away of the old East-West
conflict, we witness the transformation into the vision of a zone of peaceful
cooperation stretching from North America over the Atlantic Ocean and Europe
to the Pacific. In this process, the cooperative instruments of
confidence-building, arms control and disarmament have played a key role. It
is true that these instruments cannot be utilized independently from overall
political conditions. But it is also true that without such cooperative
instruments tension and confrontation cannot be transformed into common
efforts of building peace.

Looking at the remaining negotiating problems of the chemical weapons
convention in this broader context, their relative significance, having been
put into perspective, should have become clearer. The remaining obstacles
must be surmountable, although they reflect serious questions like
verification, trade issues, cooperation and old chemical weapons. Having a
vision of the larger issues at stake, we will overcome these obstacles.

The success of the chemical weapons convention will depend largely on its
universal acceptance. You, Mr. President, rightly pointed to this important
feature in your opening statement. In this respect, the already large number
of countries which have pledged early signature is very encouraging, and the
Cartagena Declaration, whieh was introduced to the CD by Ambassador de Rivero
of Peru is an additional pledge of the highest importance to this effect.
Furthermore, all delegations in Geneva have clearly pronounced their strong
interest in the success of the convention. The attractiveness of the
convention will also play a key role with regard to universality. But more
will be needed, in particular demonstrations of responsibility on the regional
level. In some regions, long-standing political conflict might seem to
require prior solution before accession to the chemical weapons convention is



CD/PV.606
23

(Mr. von Wagner, Germany)

considered. However, there could be a fallacy in such thinking: as I have
indicated before, arms control treaties are not only luxury items that follow
peace; they are vital instruments in bringing about and strengthening peace.

We know that our negotiations have reached a watershed. . The final
breakthrough is in sight. The United Nations General Assembly, in its _
resolution 46/35 C, strongly urged the Conference on Disarmament, 'as a matter
of the highest priority, to resolve in the forthcoming months outstanding
issues so as to achieve a final agreement during its 1992 session". If the
Conference on Disarmament failed to live up to this task, the consequences for
the global arms control dialogue might be grave - as the positive
ramifications of success would go beyond chemical disarmament.

The time has come for a global ban on chemical weapons. After long
periods of contentious debate and stagnation, we face a singular opportunity.
Let us grasp it so that, during the months to come, we may adopt by consensus
the text of the chemical weapons convention.

CD/PV.606
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Mr. BATSANQV (Russian Federation) (translated from Russian): First of

all, Mr. President, I should like to congratulate you on taking up this very
important post at our Conference and to wish you every success in your very
difficult work. I have taken the floor at this time as the outgoing Chairman
of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, even though in a week I will of
course be performing my last function, which is to present the report on our
work last year. But I have taken the floor in order to congratulate
Ambassador von Wagner very sincerely on taking over from me at this time, and
to express my full conviction that under his leadership - I do not wish to
dwell on his qualities, with which we are all familiar - we will achieve final
success, by succeeding in finalizing the draft convention on chemical weapons.
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(The President)

I now give the floor to the representative of Germany,
Ambassador von Wagner.

Mr. VON WAGNER (Germany): Thank you, Mr. President.

Mr. President, the situation for those delegations which have in the past
observed our deliberations and have had the opportunity to participate in, at
least the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, is of course particularly
unsatisfactory. In previous years, Mr. President, all ad hoc committees set
up by the Conference needed a certain time to get started. Last year, if my
recollection is correct, it took about three to four weeks until the Ad Hoc
Committee on Chemical Weapons got started. This year we are happy to record
that the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons got started right away. There
is the question of the admittance of observers, which is not delayed but takes
more time and I accept that of course fully.

Nevertheless, the situation for the observers is, as I have said, very
unsatisfactory. I have not very thoroughly consulted with the Secretariat so
far whether there are ways and means of helping; I do not see any, I must
confess. Nevertheless, I could promise those who are not yet observers but
are participating in this public meeting today to see whether there are any
ways and means, but my hope is not very great. I would wish to let them know
that at least the Ad Hoc Committee Chairman deplores this delay, for which he
is not responsible.
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... Russia intends, as a matter of principle, to accede to the international
regime for the non-proliferation of missile and missile technology as an equal
partner. It also supports the efforts of the "Australian group" for control
of chemical exports.

The Russian Federation intends to adopt domestic legislation regulating
the export from Russia of "double purpose" materials, equipment and technology
that could be used for the production of nuclear, chemical and biological
weapons as well as battlefield missiles. A system of State control over such
exports is being created.

Russia seeks to establish the closest cooperation and coordination among
all the member States of the Commonwealth of Independent States on these
issues.

The statement underlines - and now I am moving to what is clearly the key
issue for the Conference's activity now that Russia advocates the earliest
conclusion - already in 1992 - of a global convention on the prohibition of
chemical weapons. It is necessary reliably to block ways of gaining
possession of chemical weapons without detriment to the legitimate economic
interests of the parties to such a convention. Moreover, Russia adheres to
the agreement with the United States on the non-production and elimination of
chemical weapons signed in 1990. However, the agreement's timetable for the
elimination of such weapons needs some adjustments.

All the chemical weapons of the former USSR are on Russian soil and the
statement stresses that Russia assumes responsibility for their elimination.

Russia is open to cooperation on this issue with the United States and
the other countries concerned.
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Mr, BELL-GAM (Nigeria):

w.. Mr. President, the Nigerian delegation is aware of the commendable
role most non-member States to the CD have played, especially in the

Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons. This year we have already received
over 36 such applications, including that of South Africa.

+»+ We are currently negotiating a multilateral Convention on the complete
and effective prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of
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chemical weapons and on their destruction. There is every reason to believe
that South Africa possesses chemical weapons. There must be an assurance that
as an Observer, they will not only contribute consﬁructively towards
elaborating the Convention but also recognize the paramount need for
universality. For that reason, my delegation will not block consensus this
time around, as all potential violators should be brought into the negotiating
process. Nigeria reserves the right to block future consensus on this

matter. This is more so until South Africa becomes a free, democratic and
non-racial society and conducts herself in accordance with the principles and
purposes of the Charter of the United Nations.
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Mr. BATSANOV (Russian Federation) (;;gg;;a;gﬂ_ﬁggm_&g;;igg):

ees Today, I should like to introduce the report of the Ad Hoc Committee

on Chemical Weapons, which I had the honour to chair during the 1991 session
of the Conference on Disarmament. As you have indicated, Mr. President,

this report has been distributed by the secretariat as document CD/1116,
dated 20 January 1992, and it describes the results of the Ad Hoc Committee's
work for the period from September 1991 to 20 January 1992 inclusive.

The report retains the format of previous years: a technical part, the
draft text of the Convention on the complete and effective prohibition of the
development, production, stockpiling and use of chemical weapons and on their
destruction (Appendix I); and an Appendix II, which contains various papers
reflecting results of work undertaken on a number of issues relating to the
draft Convention. 1In comparing this report with the preceding report of the
Ad Hoc Committee, contained in document CD/1108, one cannot fail to note that
during the latest period the so-called rolling text has been amplified with a
good deal of new material, much of it formulated in treaty language. This
mainly concerns verification issues, which have been among the central issues
in our negotiations. Appendix I contains wording for the second part of
article IX - a space that has long remained blank.

Furthermore, part III of the Protocol on Inspection Procedures has been
considerably redone, its text reflecting new ideas put forward in the course
of last year and the results of their discussion by the participants in
negotiations. Appendix II contains new texts of annexes to article VI
reflecting the considerable work done on clarifying and improving the
verification mechanism for civilian chemical industry. Appendix II also
contains for the first time pProvisions in treaty language pertaining to
the composition, functions and decision-making procedure of the executive
council. Also to be found;in Appendix II are draft provisions on the
financing of the future organization and the results of last year's discussion
of so-called old stocks of chemical weapons.

Numerous additions and clarifications have been introduced into the draft

Convention representing the results of the work done in various structures
of the Ad Hoc Committee; and a number of footnotes that reflected unagreed

(cantinued)
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positions on the part of participants have been eliminated. This concerns
primarily the inclusion of definitions relating to the chemical industry

in article II "Definitions and Criteria", and the "footnote purge" of
articles XVII "Signature", XIX "Accession" and XXI "Entry into Force". Thus,
for the first time in the history of the negotiations, we now have all the
articles of the draft convention formulated in treaty language. Of course,
many of them are open to further considerable work. The status of the various
elements is not the same and I should like to stress that in my opinivbn more
could have been achieved during the past year. Progress in the solution of
a number of important issues turned out to be less significant than might
have been expected. Evidently, the Chairman too did not exploit all the
opportunities that presented themselves in the negotiating process.

But, be that as it may, I believe that we now have a real prospect of
completing the negotiations successfully in the course of 1992. At the same
time, unless the pace of agreeing our positions on substance increases in
the very near future, this opportunity too may become uncertain. We are now
coming under extreme time pressure and all of us must clearly bear this in
mind. The success or failure of the negotiations will not only mean the
realization or the abandonment of the idea of creating a world free from
chemical weapons, with all the consequences of either for the security of
every one of our countries, but also will have a most telling impact on the
dynamics ‘'of the disarmament process as a whole, on the attitude of Governments
to the potential of multilateral diplomacy in the field of disarmament and, if
you will, on the fate of our forum, the Conference on Disarmament.

Therefore, the time has come in the negotiations on chemical weapons to
separate the primary from the secondary, the priority tasks from issues which
can be put off to a later time without harm to our goal or to one's positions,
to separate real from fancied interests and real concerns from bargaining
chips. Indeed, just to solve highly complex problems of principle requires
immense pressure, unorthodox attitudes, inventiveness and a willingness to
make mutual concessions on the part of the participants in the negotiations
and the members of the Ad Hoc Committee and its Bureau headed by its Chairman.

I venture to express the view that at this stage special attention and
efforts are demanded by such issues as challenge inspections, verification in
commercial industry, the future of export control measures, the composition of
the executive council and the problem of so-called "0ld" chemical weapons.

It should also be borne in mind that the present "rolling text" is the
result of years of effort. Some of its provisions do not form the happiest
combination with others. They, or other sections and wordings reflect
concepts and a vision of security and of the objectives of the future
convention that differ as to the time of their formulation and as to
substance. Some of them may no longer entirely correspond to the new
realities. Therefore, this material needs to be reduced to a common
denominator.
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I would like, however, to conclude on an optimistic note and express
confidence that the document being presented today will be the last
“rolling text" of the draft convention and that the next report of the
Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons submitted to the Conference will
contain the final agreed draft.

Mr. President, in summing up the results for the past year, I cannot
fail to mention the important contribution to the negotiations made by the
members of the Ad Hoc Committee's Bureau, the Chairman of Working Group A,
Mr. Mashhadi (Iran), the Chairman of Working Group B, Mr. GiZowski (Poland),
the Chairman of Working Group C, Mr. Perugini (Italy), and the friends of
the Chair, Ambassador Brotodiningrat of Indonesia, Mr. Canonne (France) and
Mr. Meerburg (Netherlands). They went about their difficult functions,
sacrificing their spare time, with a high degree of responsibility. To a
large extent it is thanks to their efforts that progress could be made on
a number of the unsettled issues we faced.

I should also like to express my warmest words of gratitude to the
personnel of the secretariat and in the first place to our virtually permanent
Secretary of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons Mr. Bensmail and
his deputy, Ms. Hoppe, as well as to Ms. Darby. Their experience and
professionalism are highly prized by all participants in the negotiations.

I express my gratitude also to the interpreters and translators, with their
wonderful knowledge not only of linguistic nuances but also of chemical
terminology.

And, naturally, I cannot fail to express my profound thanks to all
delegations and representatives of States members and non-members of the
Conference on Disarmament for their cooperation, for their readiness to find
mutually acceptable solutions and for their support of others, including me
as Chairman, and to all members of the Bureau of our Ad Hoc Committee for the
period now concluding.

In completing my work as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee by introducing
this report today, I want with all my heart to wish the present Chairman, the
distinguished Ambassador of Germany, His Excellency, Adolf Ritter von Wagner,
the greatest success at this crucial stage of finalization of the work on
such a profound and complex document as this first multilateral disarmament
instrument in the history of mankind. His great diplomatic experience, his
fine sense of tact, his purposefulness and his ability to find mutually
acceptable compromises in the most difficult situations are the qualities
that led to Ambassador von Wagner's election to the post of Chairman.
Ambassador von Wagner faces ¢omplex, difficult but solvable tasks. I wish
to assure him that the delegation of the Russian Federation, and here I am
speaking as the Ambassador of my country, is open to the closest possible
cooperation with him in achieving our common lofty goal, the conclusion of a
multilateral convention banning chemical weapons. With that I will conclude.
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... Permit me now to read out a message to the Conference from the President
of the Russian Federation, Boris N. Yeltsin:

Recent talks with the leaders of many States and the results of
the summit meeting of the United Nations Security Council show that
qualitatively new, friendly relations are belng created - in the long
run, even relations of alliance - between former potential adversaries.
A unique opportunity is emerging to rid ourselves through joint efforts
of the over-armament we have all inherited from the cold war.

Given these circumstances, the Conference on Disarmament, too, must
proceed to solve unprecedently bold tasks. First of all, it is essential
this very year to complete the drafting of the Convention on the
Prohibition of Chemical Weapons.
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..o Moreover, thought might be given to exchanging on a reciprocal basis
among all nuclear Powers data on the number and types of existing nuclear
weapons, the quantity of fissionable materials and on nuclear-weapons
production, storage and elimination facilities. Agreement to that effect
could be reached at the Conference on Disarmament, in which all the nuclear
Powers are represented and which has experience in dealing with similar issues
in the context of the negotiations on chemical weapons.
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... The Russian Federation intends to become a full-fledged participant in
the international Missile Technology Control Regime (MTCR). It supports the
useful work being done by the "Australian group" on the non-proliferation of
chemical weapons. Russia is setting up a State export-control system for
“dual-purpose" materials and technology and the relevant laws are being
drafted. Our approach on this issue is consistent with the position of
other States members of the CIS, in line with the Alma-Ata agreements of
last December.
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Now, Mr. President, let me come back to the pPrincipal and most urgent
task before the Conference: the completion of the negotiations on the total
prohibition and destruction of chemical weapons. Fhat are now beginning to
acquire special significance in the negotiations are the economic factors
connected with compliance with the obligations under this agreément. This is
quite natural since the Convention, unlike any other previously concluded
multilateral disarmament agreements, will affect the broadest sectors of the
economy. That is why Russia believes that it is extremely important that,
while effectively blocking the roads to possession of chemical weapons, the
Convention should take into account the legitimate economic interests of the
parties to it and also be "economical" in the sphere of verification.

In particular, there are serious doubts whether the complete destruction
of former chemical weapons production facilities would be advisable.
Especially in view of our current economic difficulties, we believe that it
would be more justified to leave open the possibility of utilizing some of the
equipment and buildings of such former facilities for the purposes of peaceful
production, subject of course, to the elimination of equipment directly
connected with the production and filling of chemical weapons and the
existence of other safeguards, including international verification that
would reliably preclude any attempt to reconvert such facilities to activities
prohibited under the Convention.

I shall not hide the fact that Russia faces extremely difficult problems
in connection with the destruction of chemical weapons. It was not Russia
that took the decisions which resulted in the presence on its territory
of 40,000 tons of toxic substances that are difficult to eliminate, although
we have assumed full responsibility for their destruction.

Russia possesses the technology required for the destruction of chemical
weapons. The main problem is obtaining the consent of the population and
local authorities for the construction of the necessary facilities. I think
that international cooperation and some help from abroad could play a role
in resolving these problems. Such cooperation could be instrumental in

Creating incentives among the local population for having such facilities
?eatby, etc. We would support the idea of creating a kind of "ecopolis"
1n areas where destruction facilities might be established.

Itlis necessary for all States ultimately to accede to the future
Convention on the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons. This is favoured by
the momentous change that has occurred in the world situation. Fears that
Participation in the Convention might have negative effects on security
are lessening. The guarantees of the Security Council are becoming more
effective. It is now working as was envisaged by the founders of
Fhe United Nations; that, in any case, is how things are moving. Russia
intends to so participate in this work as to make a weighty contribution to
the Strengthening of universal security. Of course, in all these matters we

are cooperating most closely with other States members of the Commonwealth of
- Independent States.
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I should like to take this opportunity, Mr. President, to wish
success to the new Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons,
Ambassador von Wagner, and to assure him of our unswerving support.
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Mr. von WAGNER (Germany): Mr. President, may I, through you, thank the
Foreign Minister of the Russian Federation, His Excellency Andrei Kozyrev,
for the kind words he addressed to Minister Genscher and to my humble self.

With our negotiations on the Chemical Weapons Convention entering a final
stage and our common goal coming within reach, very practical issues become
more and more important. I am referring to those issues related to the
work of the Preparatory Committee and the establishment of the future
organization. In this context, one important issue is the composition
of the staff of the future Technical Secretariat and Inspectorate.

Today, in my capacity as head of the German delegation, I would like to
reiterate what has always been our position in this respect: We believe that
the recruitment of staff personnel must provide, of course, the appropriate
verification expertise to the Technical Secretariat. This, however, would
not be enough. It must also be ensured that personnel from all regions be
included in the technical staff.

In this context, the German Government has welcomed the active role of
Finland in research and development of analytical methods of verification, a
project recognized and appreciated by all of us. Finland has also taken the
lead in sharing the experience it has gained in this field, not only through

(cmtihlled)
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publication of a series of the well-known "Blue Books"; by organizing and
conducting training courses for participants fto@ developing countries, the
Finnish Project continues to contribute substantively to the build-up or
reinforcement of a pool of skilled technical personnel in the third world
who could serve as inspectors under the future organization. More

than 20 analytical experts from many developing countries will have
attended these courses by the end of this year. Some of the participants
reported to the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons on their positive
experience.

Some time ago, Norway informed the Conference on Disarmament on plans
to conduct similar training courses. I very much welcome the fact that other
countries feel encouraged by Finland's example to organize their own training
courses, thus recognizing the importance of such an endeavour.

Mr. President, I am pleased to inform the Conference on Disarmament today
that Germany, like Norway, has decided to contribute to our common efforts by
conducting a first such training course this year, which is intended to be
complementary to, rather than duplicating, the Finnish programme. The aim
of our two-week course is the training of analytical chemists in some of the
specific methods and the use of instruments of the type needed for on-site
verification tasks under the future Chemical Weapons Convention. The
participants in the first Finnish training course of 1992 from Argentina,
India, Mexico and Morocco have also been invited to attend this follow-up
course, to be held at the NBC Defence Establishment in Munster from 1 to
12 June 1992.

The programme of the course, which is organized by the Ministry
of Foreign Affairs and the Ministry of Defence of the Federal Republic
of Germany, was set up in close cooperation and coordination with Finland.
It concentrates on practical exercises to enable future inspectors to
act on-site in a safe and efficient manner. The programme includes

the handling of CW agent samples, in connection with the use of personal
protection equipment;

specific field sampling techniques and on-the-spot identification of
samples using a mobile mass spectrometer;

the investigation of munitions using non-destructive interrogation
methods. '

The course will also touch on the issue of 0ld chemical weapons
destruction. Furthermore, it will include a visit to a plant site in
the chemical industry in Germany.
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Mr ., WAGENMAKERS (Netherlands): Allow me to congratulate you,
Mr. President, upon your assumption of the presidency of the Conference
on Disarmament. We, the representatives of the CD member States, have been
provided with palpable proof of the successful application of your diplomatic
skill and talent in the discharge of duties pertaining to the high office that
is yours. Most important, the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons has been
set to work smoothly without delay. Then, the package decision on the
admission of non-member States forms no small part of the credit you raised.
I would also like to thank your predecessor, Ambassador Horacio Arteaga of
Venezuela, for his high-quality contribution to the CD's work, both in the
last month of the 1991 session and during the following inter-sessional period.

ve. As the Chairman of the 1991 Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons stated
in introducing its report to the plenary on 6 February last, we have reached
the final stage of the negotiations on a chemical weapons convention. We have
set ourselves a deadline. And we are going to meet that deadline. Keeping
that in mind, it is not too early to start thinking seriously about practical
steps in preparation for the implementation of the convention.

Granted, a considerable amount of preparatory work has already been
done. Studies have been made on the structure and cost of the future
Organization on the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons (OPCW) by, inter alia,
the United Kingdom, Canada, the United States, the Netherlands and independent
consultants. Finland and the Netherlands jointly presented papers last year
on the required laboratory facilities for the organization and their quality
control. A wealth of material on the tasks of the Preparatory Commission can
be found in the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons.

Last August, when the Ambassadors to the CD visited The Hague with a view
to familiarizing themselves with The Hague as the proposed seat of the OPCW,
they were asked whether they thought a seminar on the OPCW, especially during
its early years of existence, would assist our deliberations, here in Geneva.
Encouraged by the many positive answers received, the competent Netherlands

authorities have further examined the idea of holding such a seminar and
decided to go ahead with it.

I take pleasure in announcing now that the Netherlands will organize
a brief seminar on practical aspects of the implementation of the Chemical
Weapons Convention in its early years. The seminar, under the title
“GPCW, the First Five Years", will be held at The Hague on 8 and 9 May 1992.
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As to participation, Ambassadors or their deputies will be invited as well as
a number of independent specialists on chemical weapons issues. All costs
will be borne by the Netherlands Government. Further details on the seminar
will be communicated in due time. : :

The seminar's agenda has not been entirely set as yet. The Netherlands
delegation is, of course, receptive to any suggestions for the agenda. Our
preliminary ideas centre on, inter alia, the following issues:

Which tasks should the OPCW perform immediately upon entry into force of
the Chemical Weapons Convention, and which tasks can wait?

How should the OPCW be structured?

Which steps will be required to structure the OPCW, and in which order
should these be carried out? '

What are the implications, organizationally and otherwise, for the
Preparatory Committee and the composition of its staff?

What kind of central laboratory or workshop is needed?
What are the data-handling requirements of the OPCW?

Financial questionms.

No doubt, those topics will stimulate the participants in the seminar to
engage in a lively and instructive brainstorming-type discussion, a discussion
that could help set the stage for the future Preparatory Committee. After
all, the PrepCom may already have to begin its work towards the end of
this calendar year, or early in 1993. 1In short, the Netherlands delegation
hopes that the seminar at The Hague will enlighten us as to the various
institutional and practical tasks which probably will require our increasing
attention during the months ahead.

As we prepare for the operation of the Convention on Chemical Weapons,
allow me to address another related practical aspect. The negotiations show
that the future organization will require a highly qualified technical staff,
particularly for data-handling and inspection functions. Several delegations
from developing countries have pointed out that it may be difficult to find
sufficiently qualified personnel from the developing world to work in the new
organization. As a result, the recruitment of inspectors and other technical
personnel might develop a bias in favour of the industrialized States. It

Seems to us that this is a valid observation. Unbalanced recruitment patterns
must indeed be prevented.

Some years ago, Finland launched a laudable and successful programme to
train chemical analysts from developing countries as a means of preparing for
the effective implementation of the CW convention. Just now, Germany has
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announced an interesting additional training programme, aimed especially at
clarifying the practical aspects of on-site inspections of CW stockpiles and
chemical industrial plants. The German programme is intended for participants
in the Finnish training sessions, and is subsequent to these. Apparently,
some other States are also considering organizing training courses for future
inspectors from developing countries.

The Netherlands has decided to add its own contribution to this
commendable endeavour. In the second half of June 1992, we will organize a
training programme for about 10 graduates in chemical sciences from developing
countries. Since the programme is somewhat comparable to the German one, it
seems more efficient to invite other graduates than those already involved in
the next Finnish course.

A detailed letter inviting applications for the course will soon be sent
to all delegations concerned, be they CD members or CD observers.

The intensive programme will include practical training in the use of
protective gear, decontamination measures, sampling and transport of highly
toxic chemicals, recognition of chemical munitions and, possibly, a kind of
trial inspection in an industrial plant. All costs, including travel costs,
will be borne by our Ministry of Development Cooperation. The course will be
given by the Netherlands Chemical Defence Organization, the Prince Maurits
Laboratory of the Netherlands Organization for Applied Scientific Research.

Finally, Mr. President, I would like to support what
Ambassador von Wagner just said about the long lead-times involved
in the effective training of candidate inspectors. I would join his
urgent appeal to all those countries which consider establishing
training programmes not to wait any longer but to take action now.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of the Netherlands for his
statement and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair.

That concludes my list of speakers for today. Does any other
representative wish to take the floor at this stage? I see none.

Before we adjourn this plenary meeting, I wish to inform you of some
pending questions with which we will be dealing at our next plenary meeting
tomorrow. As is the practice of the Conference, we shall take up tomorrow,
for adoption, the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons.,
which was intro@uced by the representative of the Russian Federation at
our 610th plenary meeting and was circulated as document CD/1116. As I
announced last week, we shall then formalize agreement on the organizational
arrangements to be followed for agenda items 2 and 3, on which consensus was
achieved during presidential consultations. I wish to inform you also that we
should consider, tomorrow, another request from a non-member for participation
in the work of the Conference. The relevant communication from Malta was
circulated in the delegation's boxes late last week. Since, so far, that



CD/PV.611
13

(The President)

request seems to be acceptable, I hope that we can dispense with convening an
informal meeting to review it. In any case, it will also be considered this
afternoon at presidential consultations, where we can dispense with that
requirement. 2

CD/PV.612
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+«. That is why we attach so much importance to a credible verification
system for the future convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons, one
likely to deter potential violators and thereby reassure the vast majority of
States which abide by their commitments. It is at that price, and only at
that price, that the security of States will be guaranteed and hence the
universality of the convention will be ensured. And it is that concern that
will continue to guide the French delegation until the conclusion of this
first world disarmament agreement, whose signature I would remind you, France,
as a depository of the 1925 Geneva Protocol and through the voice of the
President of the Republic, has proposed at Paris before the end of the year.

3% It is because the vital interests of all States, north and south, are at
stake that we attach so much importance to the establishment of strict
international controls of non-proliferation and credible multilateral
verification of disarmament. This approach does not mean seeking to impose
new constraints on developing countries; on the contrary, to our mind, it
means responding to their security and development needs:; it means
contributing to the construction of a juster and safer world. No viable
policy can be based on contentment with insufficient, inadequate control and
verification regimes, inasmuch as of transfers of technology to the south
would become increasingly limited. Such a makeshift solution could only run
counter to the interests of the immense majority of the developing countries
which, in abiding by the rules of non-proliferation, would find themselves
doubly penalized: first, because they would be denied access to the
technologies needed for their economic development, and, secondly, because
their security would be threatened by those which refuse to enter into binding
commitments or which violate the commitments they have entered into.
Everything Prompts us, on the contrary, to seek together a balance between the
necessary strengthening of non-proliferation controls and greater cooperation
in transfers of technology with those countries which honour their commitments.
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That is indeed the sense of the call addressed in the Cartagena
Declaration "to the countries that possess technology for the production of
weapons of mass destruction to strengthen in an effective manner systems to
monitor the transfer of such technologies". That is also the sense of
France's support for the efforts of countries which advocate multilateral
dialogue on these issues. It is in this spirit that France, at the last
session of the First Committee of the United Nations General Assembly, wanted
to be included among the co-sponsors of the relevant draft resolution
introduced by Argentina and Brazil. Lastly, that is why we unreservedly
endorse the initiative of our Mexican colleague, Ambassador Marin Bosch in
favour of an informal exchange of views on non-proliferation questions in our
Conference.
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+.. Furthermore, it is with great satisfaction that we have noted that
Argentina, Brazil and Chile undertook on 5 September 1991 in Mendoza not to
use, develop, produce, otherwise acquire, transfer, stockpile or retain
biological or chemical weapons - as a direct consequence of the existing
Convention on Biological and Toxin Weapons as well as of the current
negotiations on chemical we?pons.

All of us are expecting the conclusion of the Convention on Chemical
Weapons in 1992. Nevertheless, serious obstacles have still to be overcome,
especially in the field of verification. As far as challenge inspections are
concerned, Austria is of the opinion that the warning time for the inspected
Stétes Parties ought to be kept as short as possible. In this context, the
Swiss experience of an experimental challenge inspection - as described in

(continued)
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document CD/CW/WP.372 - clearly demonstrates that challenge procedures should
be kept simple in order to avoid undesirable delays during the inspection.
The reason for "streamlining"” them seems evident to'us: by no means should a
violator be allowed time that would help him to destroy or hide evidence of
non-compliance. If this could not be guaranteed, the whole proceeding would
then become highly detrimental to the aims and purposes of the Convention.

Certainly, abuses during inspection cannot be excluded, at least
theoretically, from the very outset but we would like very much to point out
that the issue of abuses is not at all specific to inspections in the field of
chemical weapons. The possibility of abuse is inherent in all legal regimes -
whether the regime of individual property law, company law, State constitutions
or international organizations. We are very well aware that within-the scope
of the Convention on Chemical Weapons the abuses could be both of a political
as well as of a more technical nature if we think of the possibility of
industrial or military espionage. It goes therefore without saying that the
possibility of abuse should be minimized, but fears about abuses should not
lead to a verification regime that is not conducive to the effective deterrence
of any prospective violator.

For very similar reasons, Austria takes a sceptical stance with regard to
widening the scope of Article VI of the Convention. The future Organization
for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons will necessarily dispose of a limited
budget, even if it is generously funded. Hence, the Organization ought to
concentrate its verification activities on more acute cases of alleged
non-compliance. A perfect system of total control of all capable facilities
would inevitably put a strain on the staff and its means which it would not be
able to handle both from a quantitative and a qualitative point of view. If
this were the case, the credibility of such a system would decrease even below
a2 threshold of dissuasion.

Mr. President, please allow me at this stage to express a grateful word
of thanks to Ambassador Brotodiningrat for having carried out consultations on
the issue of "0l1d Chemical Weapons" and having subsequently produced an
excellent paper, dated 20 December 1991, reflecting the various opinions on
this subject. The Austrian view on this topic starts from the perception that
in many cases it could be tackled as an environmental issue where particular
care should be devoted to the serious hazards these so-called weapons are very
likely to pose to men and nature. In this respect, the efforts of this
Conference should only consider the issue of old and abandoned chemical weapons
in so far as they constitute a threat to national and international security
interests. We fear, however, that more detailed stipulations would pose
insurmountable difficulties, given the very different historical reasons for
which o0ld and abandoned chemical weapons are to be found nowadays and given

the different provisions in various peace treaties with regard to war material
which has been left behind.

Austria, being a member of the Security Council since the beginning of
1991, knows very well in this context that the pProvisions of last year's
Security Council resolution 687 on a permanent cease-fire in the Irag-Kuwait
conflict are not directly comparable to the necessities of a future Convention
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on Chemical Weapons. However, the application of that resolution taught the
inspectors involved highly valuable lessons. Drawing on their experience, we
think that the right of the on-site United Nations inspectors to go anywhere,
anytime, in Iraq was absolutely necessary, in particular because of Iraq's
attempts to cover up in the nuclear area. The obstacles that emerged from
various factors, for instance during the efforts to discover all Iragi SCUD
missiles, underline the vital need for a strong verification regime in the
framework of the future Convention on Chemical Weapons. This proves to us
again that the unbroken efficiency of challenge inspection is, in our view,
the centre-piece of a dissuasive verification regime. As we have been talking
of Iraq's behaviour during inspections commissioned by the United Natiomns, it
ought also to be mentioned that Iraq eventually took a more cooperative stance
with regard to chemical weapons and the relevant inspections.

eee As long as two years ago, we had the privilege to present Austria's
invitation to host the future Organization for the Prohibition of Chemical
Weapons in Vienna. This proposal is to be seen as a consistent continuation
of Austria's readiness to substantially contribute to the work of international
organizations and to international peace. An optimal working environment for

(cantinued)
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the new organization and its staff members will enhance their performance and
thus contribute to effective compliance procedures necesary fo: a successful
disarmament regime in the field of chemical weapons,

My delegation appreciates that two prominent diplomats, well known for
their skill and spirit of innovation, Ambassador Ritter von Wagner and
Ambassador Kamal, are in charge of facilitating a decision on the site and the
headquarters of the new organization. We certainly stand ready to participate
in consultations on this issue and will submit our replies to the future
questionnaire in due course.

Since, however, the best and most convincing documentation can be no
substitute for a personal impression, we would like to offer to you the
possibility of making up your mind by visiting Vienna and examining yourself
our proposal for the provisional and permanent headquarters of the future
Organization for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons as well as the
infrastructure of the candidate city. I have therefore the honour to repeat a
recent informal statement by Ambassador Klestil, Secretary-General of the
Austrian Ministry of Foreign Affairs, and to invite all delegations which are
members of the Conference on Disarmament to a two-day excursion to Vienna as
guests of the Republic of Austria and the City of Vienna, at a date convenient
to this Conference. We extend this invitation to the heads of each delegation
accompanied by a person of their choice. I am confident that the information
there at your disposal will facilitate an objective decision about the future
host-country of the Organization for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons. Let
meé assure you that we would be proud and honoured if it were Austria.

I wish to conclude my statement by paying a tribute to the Government of
the Netherlands, which is organizing later this year a seminar on the
practical aspects of the implementation of the chemical weapons convention.
We hope that insights gained during this seminar will enable the contracting
parties to the convention to assure an early and efficient "take-off" of the
convention.

he PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Austria for his statement.
That concludes my list of speakers for today. Does any other representative
wish to