- ——

CAl
o
bl CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT

@k
DOCS

CHEMICAL WEAPONS — FINAL RECORDS (PV)

1989 SESSION

COMPILED AND EDITED BY:

ARMS CONTROL AND DISARMAMENT DIVISION OF
EXTERNAL AFFAIRS AND INTERNATIONAL TRADE CANADA
OTTAWA, CANADA

FEBRUARY 1990






o

-2
I

943 250

CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT

CHEMICAL WEAPONS — FINAL RECORDS (PV)

1989 SESSION

COMPILED AND EDITED BY:

ARMS CONTROL AND DISARMAMENT DIVISION OF
EXTERNAL AFFAIRS AND. INTERNATIONAL TRADE CANADA
OTTAWA, CANADA

FEBRUARY 1990

Dept. of External Affairs
Min. des Affaires extérieures

OCT =<4 199

REVURS 10 - "al LIBRARY
REYOURHER & L2 &



y
. 1 e
i i et

H;-\

i % W i 1 g
TR Wit
e e P R ol l'l_?;;."‘ﬁ q:9._".'.'. ‘I‘C‘ e I'”
! o - 1 e T
| < v PR AT it 1 ;M‘,r.‘a,,'{l". : Rt . Y
: i LR T 2 1"‘-.,"‘ il L s Al W b S i t
: o e ;I." i o.':r"_ g .
o el | A ) sl
. 1|,I| y Y
¢ ?‘1}"!' pa gk |, e

t .4‘!"-'1 " 7

5 ‘.-‘ ‘;.—qﬁ- 1‘»” 111 ﬁ.&"? ‘,,I
AALADY DELEEY AN & -‘u_,_,'-r‘ Ry .-1 w,*q"ff lira s

sk = % » ‘. _"'. !.ngju
i ] - : l
" T Uy | b
) o i ,
3 , 1% SV,
#onBA terriotad . dosd
| 2 :c-u.':'gt»“« zs.b’ Juedd
Iﬂ LAY 4 ‘ tl..‘ —‘ : L
\,‘Ird I.J.:h‘ r']

28009 ' o iy -.Ml}'
e 4 70 haningeres




PREFACE

PV

This volume is a compilation of the final records (PVs) of
the Conference on Disarmament during its 1989 session relating to
Chemical Weapons. It has been compiled and edited to facilitate
discussions and research on this issue.
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CD/PV.484
3

(The President)

We may not be entirely satisfied with the results reached so far in
multilateral forums or in the multilateral negotiations on disarmament issues
but we also have good reasons for an encouraging assessment of future
prospects. First of all, we should take stock of the progress achieved in

past months on certain important issues, in particular in the field of
negotiations on a chemical weapons ban.

CD/PV. 484
4

(The President)

Finally, as I have already pointed out, the recent Paris Conference on
the prohibition of chemical weapons was a most successful and significant
event, particularly in the way it underlined the commitment to conclude, at
the earliest date, the negotiations on a global, comprehensive and effectively
verifiable ban on chemical weapons.

All of us recognize that the major Powers have special responsibilities
for the prevention of war, for preventing international tensions and for the
reduction of nuclear and conventional arsenals, yet every country has its own
share of responsibility in contributing what it can to such noble goals. The
preservation of world peace and security as well as the realization of genuine
disarmament are the common aspiration of the peoples of all countries, besides
constituting the main task of the Conference on Disarmament. I therefore
believe that it falls to all of us to provide the opportunity for imparting
new momentum to the process of disarmament, by pursuing its objectives with
determination and preventing any risk of a stalemate in multilateral
negotiations, which would mark a sharp contrast with the dynamism in bilateral
negotiations.

The more favourable conditions which have emerged should be an
encouragement to the Conference on Disarmament to produce more concrete
results. In this respect allow me to make a particular reference to the
negotiations on the complete prohibition of chemical weapons. I have already
mentioned the significant progress achieved by the Ad hoc Committee during the
last session - for which our appreciation goes to Ambassador Sujka for the
competent guidance of our deliberations - and the importance of the results of
the Paris Conference. We should now be able to speed up the negotiating
process and make every possible effort to reach a final agreement at the
earliest date.
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Mr. KOMATINA (Secretary-General of the Conference and Personal
Representative of the Secretary-General of the United Nations):

*+¢ I will now read the message of the Secretary-General addressed to the
Conference.

eees "In this context, 1989 has begun with an auspicous development. The
recent Paris Conference on chemical weapons - and here I wish once again
to express my gratitutde to the Government of France for hosting that
Conference - produced a Final Declaration which clearly affirmed the
commi tment not to use chemical weapons and unequivocally condemned their
use. It addressed a number of subjects relating to the role of the
United Nations with respect to the prohibition of the use of chemical
weapons. In that connection, I have noted the wish of the participant
States for early completion of the work undertaken to strengthen the

6

(Mr. Komatina, Secretary-General of the Conference and Personal
Representative of the Secretary-General of the United Nations)

efficiency of existing procedures for investigation of alleged
violations. Let me assure you that the Secretariat will do its utmost to
implement the relevant parts of the Final Declaration.

"At the opening of the Paris Conference, I appealed to the members
of the Conference on Disarmament to quicken the pace of the Geneva
negotiations and to conclude as promptly as possible a global convention
on the prohibition of chemical weapons which can receive universal
support. The Final Declaration of the Paris Conference, together with
the resolutions adopted by consensus at the forty-third session of the
General Assembly on the subject of chemical weapons, reflect the
consensus of the international community on the need to conclude, at the
earliest date, a convention on the prohibition of the development,
production, stockpiling and use of all chemical weapons, and on their
destruction. Such an agreement, to be effective, must be of world-wide
Scope, and consequently it is the responsibility of your Conference to
proceed, in the words of the Paris Final Declaration, 'to resolve
expeditiously the remaining issues' requiring agreement. I very much
hope that this commitment, undertaken at such a high political level,
will accelerate the pace of your negotiations.
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The PRESIDENT:

I should like to welcome the presence today in the gallery of the members
of the Special NGO Committee for Disarmament, which is holding its spring
session at the Palais des Nations. The Special NGO Committee has also
addressed a communication to me, wishing the Conference every success in
meeting the challenges before it and stressing the importance and urgency for
the Conference on Disarmament to conclude as soon as possible a convention
prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and use of chemical
weapons and providing for their destruction.

CD/PV.484
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(Mr. Garcia Robles, Mexico)

... The second issue, which, as I have already said, I shall briefly consider
in this statement, is that of a convention for the elimination of chemical
weapons or, to put it in the official terms, a convention "on the complete and
effective prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of
chemical weapons and on their destruction”, a task which the Conference on
Disarmament has pursued with determination and in which my delegation has
actively participated. On this matter emphasis should be placed on the
importance of the Conference of States Parties to the 1925 Geneva Protocol and
Other Interested States, which met in Paris from 7 to 1l January last under
the chairmanship of Mr. Roland Dumas, Minister for Foreign Affairs of the
French Republic. At the opening session of that conference the President of
France, Mr. Frangois Mitterrand, said, inter alia:

(continued)
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(Mr. Garcia Robles, Mexico)

"The Geneva Protocol constitutes the only rule applying to chemical
weapons, and this will continue to be so until the treaty which is
currently being negotiated takes its place in international law. But if
it might be dangerous to try and amend the Protocol, it is essential to
reaffirm it and to declare that the commitment contained therein will not
be betrayed. Because that, it seems to me, is what is expected from
those meeting here: a formal declaration that States refuse to have
recourse to chemical weapons and consider it imperative to eliminate them
from the face of the Earth. The reaffirmation of a legal, political and
moral prohibition, the expression of a clear resolve to achieve not only
the prohibition of use but also of development, stockpiling and

transfer: these are the two objectives of our Conference. They are
interrelated. We will not achieve a camplete ban unless we reaffirm
today the prohibition of use. This prohibition will in turn be all the
better underpinned when production, stockpiling and transfer have become
impossible."

Mexico has been a party to the Geneva Protocol since 1932 and, I am proud
to say, without any reservations. During the almost 60 years which have
elapsed since that date, not only has it scrupulously respected the
obligations it entered into then, but it has also demonstrated in practical
terms its resolve never to resort to'the use of chemical weapons. We welcomed
the provisions of the Final Declaration of the Paris Conference, which by
consensus adopted provisions such as the following:

"The participating States are determined to promote international
peace and security throughout the world in accordance with the Charter of
the United Nations and to pursue effective disarmament measures. In this
context, they are determined to prevent any recourse to chemical weapons
by completely eliminating them. They solemnly affirm their commitments
not to use chemical weapons and condemn such use. They recall their
serious concern at recent violations as established and condemned by the
competent organs of the United Nations. They support the humanitarian
assistance given to the victims affected by chemical weapons ...

"The participating States stress the necessity of concluding, at an
early date, a convention on the prohibition of the development,
production, stockpiling and use of all chemical weapons, and on their
destruction. This convention shall be global and comprehensive and
effectively verifiable. It should be of unlimited duration. To this end
they call on the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva to redouble its
efforts, as a matter of urgency, to resolve expeditiously the remaining
issues and to conclude the convention at the earliest date. All States
are requested to make, in an appropriate way, a significant contribution
to the negotiations in Geneva by undertaking efforts in the relevant
fields."

It should also be borne in mind in this respect that, as the
Secretary-General of the United Nations emphasized in his statement to the
same Paris Conference:
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(Mr. Garcia Robles, Mexico)

"Not only would it be a resounding success for multilateral negotiations
if the chemical threat was eliminated, but such a victory would also
constitute a remarkable achievement in the cause of multilateral
disarmament and of international peace and security, in full conformity
with the objectives of the Charter of the United Nations."

The necessary conclusion is that chemical weapons must disappear. The
inhuman suffering they cause, both among troops and among the innocent
civilian population, no longer have a place in the civilized world of today.
Consequently, we must redouble our efforts in the Conference on Disarmament to
conclude the convention on the elimination of chemical weapons at an early
date. This is a fundamental premise which we should not lose sight of in our
work: the convention will not represent any threat to the security of any
State: on the contrary, it will strengthen the security of one and all.

ess Turning to the fifth chapter, dealing with disarmament measures, it
should be borne in mind that the United States and the Soviet Union have been
able to adopt positive agreements, among which the "Joint Statement at the
Moscow Summit™, dated 1 July 1988, provides an eloquent example of the efforts
that can be made jointly to halt and reverse the arms race and prevent the

12

(Mr. Garcia Robles, Mexico)

proliferation of nuclear weapons. Concerning the establishment of nuclear-
weapon-free zones, it has been possible to reach consensus on most of the
basic elements for that objective. It has also been possible to indicate the
obligations and responsibilities of both nuclear-weapon States and non-nuclear-
weapon States with regard to preventing an increase in the numbers of the
former and reducing and eventually eliminating nuclear weapons. With regard
to other weapons of mass destruction, it has been agreed that all States
should accede to the Geneva Protocol. There is agreement that it is necessary
to make all possible efforts to secure the positive conclusion of the
negotiations that are being carried out in the Conference on Disarmament on an
international convention that will bring about the elimination of all chemical
weapons; there is also agreement that a treaty should be concluded on the
prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling and use of
radiological weapons, bearing in mind the negotiations under way in the
Conference on Disarmament and all proposals made in connection therewith.
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(Mrs. Theorin, Sweden)

1988 was the year when the tide turned. 1988 was the year when nuclear
disarmament began. 1988 was the year of hope. As the poem reads:

"Hope is the bird which senses the dawn and sings while it is dark."

It is still dark. The world is loaded with weapons - conventional
weapons, chemical weapons, nuclear weapons. But the mistrust is receding like
mist on an early spring morning, as the late Swedish Prime Minister Olof Palme

said in his last interview three years ago.

see To this positive picture may be added the Paris Conference on the
prohibition of chemical weapons a month ago. With some 150 nations
participating, at political or high governmental level, the Conference became
a powerful manifestation of the world community's repudiation of chemical
arms. The unanimously adopted Final Document is an equally important and
welcome success for international disarmament work.

CD/PV.484
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(Mrs. Theorin, Sweden)

ses It is sufficient to ask the question: How could two States achieve a
total ban on nuclear tests when six have already exploded nuclear devices and
a few more have the technical capacity to do so? Or to mention the burning
issue of the Paris Conference: How could two States - no matter how

powerful - free the world from chemical weapons when in principle all States
with a modern chemical industry are in a position to manufacture such
weapons? Or how could the prevention of an arms race in outer space be
ensured except through multilateral action? The international community has
expressed its firm stand that the exploration and use of outer space must be
for peaceful purposes and to the benefit of the whole of mankind.

CD/PV.484
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(Mrs. Theorin, Sweden)

see My delegation will listen with great interest to the statement by the
Foreign Minister of France, Mr. Roland Dumas, and his report on the results of
the Paris Conference on the prohibition of chemical weapons. As I mentioned
earlier, the Paris Conference was an important success in terms of the task
entrusted to it. The international community was able to concentrate on one
priority issue - that of chemical disarmament. The Conference raised the
barrier against using chemical weapons by unanimously condemning such use. It
reaffirmed the commitment to the Geneva Protocol and the urgent necessity of
concluding a comprehensive convention banning chemical weapons at the earliest
date.
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(Mrs. Theorin, Sweden)

However, the task of ensuring that the Paris Conference becomes a real
and lasting success lies with the Conference on Disarmament. It is up to the
Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons to organize its efforts in such a way
that the universal commitment to a convention demonstrated in the
General Assembly and at the Paris Conference is translated without delay into
tangible results. The General Assembly has urged the CD to intensify its
negotiations on chemical weapons with a view to the final elaboration of a
comprehensive convention at the earliest possible date. In Paris the
participating States unanimously called on the CD to redouble its efforts, as
a matter of urgency, to resolve expeditiously the remaining issues and to
conclude the convention at the earliest date. It is up to us, here and now,
to draw practical conclusions from these forceful declarations.

How shall the Conference on Disarmament live up to the expectations of
the international community and of the public at large? First, it seems odd,
in view of the unconditional calls for the final elaboration and conclusion of
a comprehensive convention, that the mandate for the Ad Hoc Committee omits
reference to the key element of "use", and that it explicitly excepts final
drafting. Sweden does not favour lengthy mandate discussions. We have
criticized the waste of time in procedural controversies on other agenda
items. It would, however, seem natural that the CD in.1989 should demonstrate
that it takes the calls of the General Assembly and the Paris Conference
seriously, by immediately changing the mandate for its Ad hoc Committee on
Chemical Weapons in these two respects.

Secondly, a more dynamic method of work must be adopted whereby the
hard-core issues are continuously identified, pursued and resolved. Many
difficult problems transcend individual articles and will have to be dealt
with concretely and systematically throughout the draft convention. This
might call for a greater number of working groups and a more flexible approach
to the time allotted to them. My delegation notes with great satisfaction
that the incoming Chairman of the Committee apparently plans to organize its
work in this manner. The co-ordination of the work will put a heavy burden on
the Chairman, and necessitates the continuous and active involvement of its
bureau. Consequently, other committees should be prepared to concede some of
their time in favour of the chemical weapons Committee.

Thirdly, the interrelationship between ongoing bilateral and multilateral
efforts must become more dynamic and efficient. It has been a waste of time
for the CD to discuss the order of destruction at the very same time as it was
being discussed bilaterally by the two major possessors. If bilateral efforts
could be scheduled so as to produce results for the multilateral negotiation,
our work would significantly gain in speed and efficiency. However, this
might necessitate greater flexibility on the part of the CD also. Provisions
enabling the Ad hoc Committee to meet continuously throughout the year, but
with intermittent recesses for consultations and preparation, must be
considered.

My delegation gave its detailed views on most aspects of the "rolling
text", article by article, in its statement to the plenary on
13 September 1988. Our views have not changed. Since then, however, some
encouraging developments have taken place. My Government has noted with
appreciation that President Bush has identified a ban on chemical weapons as
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one of his highest priorities. Sweden welcomes the fact that there now exists
a consensus regarding an effective ban on production under international
control as of the entry into force of the convention, and regarding effective
international control of all chemical weapons stocks as of the same date. The
announcement by France on this latter issue opens the door to the rapid
conclusion of the negotiations regarding articles IV and V. The Soviet Union
and the United States should now present to the CD their detailed proposals
for the destruction of chemical weapons stocks and chemical weapons production
facilities.

Sweden is encouraged by the fact that 16 countries have so far engaged in
trial inspections of the chemical industry. We would, however, prefer that
even more countries, in all groups, performed such inspections. The lessons
to be drawn from the common evaluation of the trial inspections, which we have
to undertake this year, will directly influence our final agreement on the
verification of non-production in article VI. Sweden also welcomes the recent
proposals made by the Soviet Union on article VI and by the United Kingdom on
article X. Both proposals demonstrate a constructive and flexible approach to
the negotiations and could serve as a basis for agreement on the two issues at
hand. It is our hope that initiatives like these will be forthcaming at a
rapid pace, and that such efforts to find compromise language will be
recognized by other delegations. Our work must beccme more results-oriented.
Opportunities for agreement must be seized.

The importance of the successful conclusion of a chemical weapons
convention cannot be overstated. It would radically improve the security of
all states. It would once and for all eliminate a whole class of existing
weapons of mass destruction. It would be the first multilateral disarmament
treaty embodying the principle of international challenge inspections without
the right of refusal. It would constitute a major break-through for the very
principle of multilateral disarmament.

However, in our work to reach agreement, we are racing against time. The
further refinement, development and spread of chemical weapons seriously
undermine our efforts. But the solution is within reach. If there is
political will - if we are all prepared to translate our declarations into
political action - the comprehensive chemical weapons ban can be ready in 1990
or maybe even earlier.
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Our delegation also welcomes hopefully the appearance before the
Conference of the Minister for Foreign Affairs of France, Mr. Roland Dumas. I
am certain he will have an expert analysis and present us with sensitive
perceptions of the Conference on chemical weapons which he so ably chaired in
Paris last month. I would be remiss today if I did not mention the warm
hospitality extended by the French Government during the Paris Conference to
all delegations, and the outstanding preparatory work per formed by our friend
and esteemed colleague, Ambassador Pierre Morel. It has been less than four
weeks now since representatives of 149 nations concluded on 1l January their
work at the Paris Conference on chemical weapons. In the Declaration issued
by that Conference, those 149 nations stated their determination "to prevent
any recourse to chemical weapons by campletely eliminating them”.
Consequently, the Declaration addresses prominently the ongoing negotiations
here in the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons.

The Paris Conference has provided a real impetus - the force of the
consensus view of 149 nations - for our negotiations. It is our challenge now
to seize this moment and to search for practical solutions to the problems
that remain. As anyone who has followed our work over the past years can
attest, there is ample room for the contributions of all members of this body,
as well as those of non-member participants, to this search. Such broadened
participation would constitute a real redoubling of our efforts in the
chemical weapons negotiations.

The problems that remain are not insignificant. Verification is clearly
the major difficulty. There are other problems as well, including ensuring
undiminished security during the transition period, the possible development
of new agents, assistance, and globality. Our delegation is prepared to do
its part to resolve all of these issues. We are ready to get down to work as
soon as possible in the chemical weapons Committee.
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... I have requested the floor today to read a statement on behalf of the
Group of Neutral and Non-aligned States that are members of this Conference,
regarding the mandate of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons. The

statement reads as follows:

"The Group of 21 would like to make the following statement on the
establishment of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons.

"The forty-third session of the General Assembly adopted without a
yote two resolutions on chemical weapons that referred to the work of the
Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons. The first, resolution 43/74 A on
'Measures to uphold the authority of the 1925 Geneva Protocol and to
support the conclusion of a chemical weapons convention',6 specifically
'urges the Conference on Disarmament to pursue as a matter of continuing
urgency its negotiations on a convention on the prohibition of the
development, production, stockpiling and use of all chemical weapons and
on their destruction'.

"The second, resolution 43/74 C on 'Chemical and bacteriological
(biological) weapons', after expressing the regret and the concern of the
- General Assembly that a convention with the scope mentioned above has not
yet been elaborated, 'urges again the Conference on Disarmament, as a
matter of high priority, to intensify, during its 1989 session, the
negotiations on such a convention and to reinforce further its efforts
by, inter alia, increasing the time during the year that it devotes to
such negotiations, taking into account all existing proposals and future

(continued)
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initiatives, with a view to the final elaboration of a convention at the
earliest possible date, and to re-establish its Ad hoc Committee on
Chemical Weapons for this purpose with the mandate to be agreed upon by
the Conference at the beginning of its 1989 session'. The Group of 21
would like to recall that both these resolutions were adopted by
consensus exactly two months ago.

"The Conference on the prohibition of chemical weapons, which took
place in Paris from 7 to 11 January 1989, in its Final Declaration,
adopted unanimously by all participating States, went still further in
stressing the urgency and the priority of the task entrusted to the
Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, when it stated: 'to this end, they
call on the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva to redouble its efforts,
as a matter of urgency, to resolve expeditiously the remaining issues and
to conclude the convention at the earliest date’.

"The Group of 21, taking into account all these facts, considers
that the Conference on Disarmament should address the question of the
mandate for the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons afresh. Never
before has the international community, through all its different means
of expression - Governments, parliaments, press - been so engaged in the
issue of banning chemical weapons. Never before has political will been
so clearly manifested from all quarters. This commitment, this
expression of political will needs to be reflected in our work for 1989.
The Group of 21 therefore believes that the mandate to be adopted by this
forum should, first, include reference to the prohibition of use of
chemical weapons, to be consistent with General Assembly resolutions
43/74 A and C and with the language enshrined in the Final Declaration of
the Paris Conference, and second, that the phrase 'except for its final
drafting' should be deleted from the text of the mandate in order to
convey to the international community our full acceptance of the
responsibility entrusted to the Ad hoc Committee, as contained in the
three texts referred to above, which the States represented here adhered
to without exception."

Ambassador HOULLEZ (Belgium): I should first of all like to associate
myself with the condolences expressed on the decease of Miss Levin.

As co-ordinator of the Western Group, and in taking the floor for the
first time in the plenary of the Conference on Disarmament, I should like to
express my satisfaction at seeing you, Mr. President, presiding over our
meetings. Aware of your qualities as a diplomat, your patience and
understanding, I feel reassured in addressing the Conference after such
eminent and competent speakers as Ambassador Garcia Robles, Ambassadors
Theorin and Friedersdorf and the distinguished representative of Kenya in his
capacity as spokesman of the Neutral and Non-aligned Group. We also hope
today to hear Mr. Dumas, the Minister for Foreign Affairs of France, who was
President of the recent Paris Conference on the prohibition of chemical



CD/PV. 484
23

(Ambassador Houllez, Belgium)

weapons, an event which will have a profound influence on our future
activities in the area of chemical weapons, an influence already stressed by
the Co-ordinator of the Group of 21.

I should like to indicate first and foremost that the Group I represent
here fully shares the views just expressed on the importance to be given to
work to be accompl ished in 1989 by the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons,
and principally on the priority and urgency of this task. For years the
delegations which are members of the Western Group have constantly and
unequivocally proclaimed their desire to see the very early drawing up of a
convention on the total, universal and verifiable prohibition of chemical
weapons. They have made significant contributions to the drawing up of the
"rolling text®™, from which we hope a convention will emerge as soon as
possible, a convention meeting the hopes, the goals and the requirements that
the international community has set itself. Need I mention the contribution
that the Western Group made, with many others of course, to the drawing up and
adoption by consensus of the recent resolutions of the forty-third
United Nations General Assembly on chemical weapons, very properly cited by
the Co-ordinator of the neutral and non-aligned States?

It was President Reagan who in New York launched the idea of a special
conference on chemical weapons. This proposal, positively welcomed by all
United Nations Member countries, ultimately crystallized in the invitations
issued by the President of the French Republic, Mr. Mitterrand, to a
conference in Paris whose audience and importance need not be stressed in this
forum, and one in which all the participants made a distinguished contribution
to the success of this initiative.

In Paris the countries belonging to the Western Group confirmed, through
their very active participation in the deliberations and in the production of
the Final Declaration, the vital interest they attach not only to the Geneva
Protocol of 1925 but also, and especially, to the earliest possible conclusion
of a convention on the complete, universal and verifiable elimination of
chemical weapons. Today, we solemnly reiterate here that, as in the past, and
with a keen awareness of what is at stake, we shall continue to do our very
utmost to reach the goal set in Paris for the search for solutions to still
outstanding problems with key elements of our work, which will continue to be
manifest throughout our debate.

Within the context of the direction laid down and the political impetus
given at the Paris Conference, we have the desire and the political will to
resume our work as rapidly as possible, and with that enthusiasm without which
no objective can be reached. This impetus is to be found in the Final
Declaration of Paris when it calls on us to redouble our efforts, "as a matter
of urgency, to resolve expeditiously the remaining issues and to conclude the
convention at the earliest date”. We fully support these objectives, whose
adoption by consensus was the result of an enormous effort at conciliation and
a rapprochement which, happily, is now manifest in many aspects of
international relations. The achievement of these objectives will be
facilitated by an attitude enabling us to tackle the real problems as soon as
possible without pointless procrastination, without wasting any time on
procedural debate.
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First and foremost it is necessary to tackle our work with a
well-structured plan which, while taking into account the urgency of our role,
enables us to achieve a logical and effective distribution of the various
categories of problems. What we need, first of all, is a sincere political
will to create conditions to ensure the progress and the success that we set
ourselves as a goal in Paris. In this forum marked by important statements by
figures who have left their profound imprint on the process of disarmament,
and whose words have been inspired by very lofty considerations, I would not
wish to go into the detail of the means to achieve our goal. For that purpose
there are more appropriate means, places and circumstances. What I can assure
yvou of is that the Western Group, together with all the other delegations,
will seek the most realistic, the most effective and the most expeditious way
to arrive at the conclusion of a convention which will free mankind from the
fear of chemical weapons. This cause is universal; it calls for the support
of all States and requires us to rise above partisan interests. This too is
one of the messages left by the Paris Conference.
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Mr. FAN (China) (translated from Chinese):

... After listening carefully to the statement made by the distinguished
representative of Kenya on behalf of the Group of 21, and the statement made
by the distinguished Ambassador of Belgium on behalf of the Western Group, I
would like to briefly state the views of the Chinese delegation. China has
all along attached great importance to the negotiations on the prohibition of
CW, and stands for the conclusion at an early date of a convention to

(continued)
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comprehensively prohibit and completely destroy this type of weapon, so that
mankind can be rid of this scourge for ever. The Chinese delegation will
continue to exert its efforts in this regard.

The present international situation has turned from confrontation to
dialogue. This is very favourable to the negotiations on the CW convention.
The Paris Conference on the prohibition of CW last month was held at a high
political level. The Final Declaration adopted unanimously by 150 States
reflects the common will of the international community. The participating
States unanimously call upon the CD to redouble its efforts and to conclude a
convention banning chemical weapons at the earliest date. The Conference on
Disarmament should respond with concrete actions. Our country therefore
shares the view of the Group of 21 that the CD should, in the light of the new
developments, entrust the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons with a more
appropriate mandate. Our delegation is of the view that the inclusion of the
prohibition of use in the mandate is in order. 1In the first half of the
1980s, the CD repeatedly considered this issue. The views of various parties
have gradually converged. It is generally believed that the future convention
should include elements on the prohibition of use. 1In fact, article 1 of the
present draft already contains this element. For this reason, its reflection
in the mandate should not pose any problems. As to the proposal to delete the
phrase "except for its final drafting” in the original mandate, the Chinese
delegation has no difficulty with it. Furthermore, in order to take due
account of the outcome of the Paris Conference, the adoption of the relevant
phrase from the Final Declaration, "at the earliest date", in place of the
words "as soon as possible" used in the original mandate of the Ad hoc
Committee, is also a possibility worth considering.

The Chinese delegation is in favour of modifying the mandate of the
Ad hoc Committee, but we are also willing to adopt a flexible attitude and
consider in earnest the views of other delegations. At the same time, we hope
that the mandate will not take up too much time. We should start the
substantive negotiations as soon as possible and, through concrete actions,
strive for the conclusion of the convention on CW at the earliest date.
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Mr. KOSTOV (Bulgaria):

As has been stated on many occasions, the Group of Socialist Countries is
in favour of speeding up the efforts of the Conference on all items on the
agenda. We attach special importance to the item on a chemical weapons
convention, as was stressed by our country's representative at the Paris
Conference. Of course we applaud the results of the Paris Conference, which
we think was a clear success for the whole international community. We
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consider that the declaration of the Paris Conference concerning the
redoubling of the efforts of the Conference on Disarmament should find
adequate expression in the mandate of the Committee on Chemical Weapons. -On
the other hand, we wish to express our opinion that your efforts,

Mr. President, should make it possible to resolve the question of procedure
speedily in order not to take up much time on this point and to begin
substantive work in the Conference. In that sense we support the statement of
the Group of 21 and we hope that speedy consultations will be taken up in
order to find a solution to this problem. We also think that the mandate of
the Committee on outer space should be improved, and we are looking forward to
discussing this question with you, Mr. President.
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Mr. DUMAS (France) (translated from French):

... I asked to take the floor today, at the opening of this new session of
the Conference on Disarmament, in order to present to it officially the
Final Act of the Paris Conference. You are all already familiar with this
document - most of you because you personally took part in drafting Ve, Tin
Paris. In passing, I wish to thank you very warmly for your support and your
contribution, which helped to ensure the success of the international
conference. But to bring it here, myself, I felt had a symbolic value: the
purpose of my initiative is to encourage you to "convert the try", as sports
enthusiasts would say, and to gather within your Ad hoc Committee that is
drawing up the convention on the complete banning of chemical weapons, the
fruits of the political impetus given to the work in Geneva by 149 countries
that met in Paris.

With a month's hindsight, what sort of reading can one give to this
document? I would say that it provides a point of reference, as well as a
stimulus for your work. First of all, a point of reference. It really
establishes firmly the indispensable foundations for your deliberations, by
confirming the will of the entire international community to bring the
endeavour of chemical disarmament to a successful conclusion. Some people
doubted that this collective will still existed. Some said that the use of
chemical weapons was commonplace now; others asserted that certain regional
circumstances could justify their acquisition. The wager that we made in
convening the January Conference was that no country, faced with the shared
feelings of all the others, could deny that chemical disarmament was a just
cause that it deserved to be pursued for itself to a prompt and successful
conclusion. We won this wager, all of us together. The hope that I have
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drawn from this is that the consensus obtained in Paris will allow us to
anticipate universal accession to the convention as produced by the member
States of the Conference on Disarmament.

On what does this consensus rest? How does this "reference"” I was
speaking about translate into practical terms? I will do my best to answer
these two questions.

Briefly running through the articles of the Declaration, I would say that
first of all there is now a confirmed link between the present prohibition on
use and the future convention, a convention which will prohibit not only the
use, but also the production, stockpiling and transfer of chemical weapons.
149 States have declared that they are "determined to prevent any recourse to
chemical weapons by completely eliminating them"”. This wording from the
Paris Declaration sums up perfectly, I think, the argument expounded by the
President of the French Republic when he said: "We will not achieve a
complete ban unless we reaffirm today the prohibition of use. This
prohibition will in turn be all the better underpinned when production,
transfer and stockpiling have become impossible.™ Beyond the differences in
legal commitments that exist at present between States, according to whether
or not they are parties to the 1925 Protocol, or whether they have tabled
reservations to it, we now know - you now know - that there is a collective |
conviction on the part 149 States, a conviction that makes it possible to move |
from the Protocol of 1925 to a global convention: the universal condemnation
of the use of chemical weapons.

The second element of reference, in the Paris Declaration is the
political endorsement given there for the first time to the philosophy of the
1925 Protocol by more States than the signatories alone. The 149 States
recognized the "importance" of the Protocol and its "continuing validity".
They called upon those that have not yet done so to become parties to the
protocol, and 12 of them have already responded positively to the appeal.
Furthermore, despite the fears of those who predicted that the use of chemical
arms would become widespread, dooming the negotiation of a new convention here
in this very room, to failure, we have provided a new reason for persevering,
new grounds for confidence in the wisdom of peoples.

There is a third encouragement, which is essential for the 40 of you who
are negotiating here, as well as for those who are not members of the
Conference on Disarmament but are now clearly iavited to contribute to this
work: the Paris Conference reaffirmed the need to step up the pace in Geneva,
without overlooking the remaining difficulties but on the contrary to solve
them as soon as possible. The Paris Declaration will serve as a point of
reference: we will be accountable in the coming weeks for the way in which we
translate this political impetus into action. If you will allow me, I will
come back shortly to the way I view the resumption of your work here.

The fourth area in which I believe the Paris Declaration provides a point
of reference is prevention of the proliferation of chemical weapons. It is
clear to all now, I think, that we must refrain from applying to chemical
weapons a logic which would bring the haves and the have-nots into
confrontation. Let us therefore refuse to place one side in opposition to the
other, and let us work together, industrial countries and developing
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countries, military Powers with chemical weapons and Powers without them, to
curb a worrying trend, the only treatment for which is a complete and verified
ban. In the mean time, until the future convention formalizes this ban, let
us all exercise restraint and act responsibly, as the Paris Declaration
invites us to do, to avoid any developments that we would all regret later.

Another area where the Paris Declaration is of obvious value relates to
the confirmed support of the 149 States for the role of the United Nations.
This concerns in particular the investigatory powers entrusted to the
Secretary-General by virtue of procedures that, I might venture to recall,
France had the honour of originating, with resolution 37/98D. I welcome the
presence of experts here today who are meeting for the second time, and whose
task it is - as the Paris Declaration states - to "strenqgthen the efficiency
of existing procedures”. These procedures, as we know, give some latitude to
the Secretary-General. It is important that, when he decides to implement
them, they should be promptly applied. Here again, the Paris Declaration,
which "calls for the co-operation of all States in order to facilitate the
action of the Secretary-General", indicates the path we must follow.

A second aspect of the role of the United Nations which is underlined- by
the Paris Declaration pertains to initiatives that could enable the
international community to exercise its vigilance with regard to the ban on
the use of chemical weapons: some have deemed that the Declaration is not
sufficiently precise on this point. It is clear, however, that such an
expression concerns the penalties that could be applied to a State that
ignored the ban.

A renewed condemnation of CW use, definition of the link between the old
Protocol and the future convention, the need to redouble efforts in Geneva and
to settle outstanding issues, detailed analysis of the phenomenon of
proliferation, precise mention of the essential role of the United Nations:
on all these points the Paris Declaration is a point of reference for your
work. But at the same time it gives new impetus, on behalf of the
international community it expresses a fervent obligation: to conclude at an
early date a convention on the prohibition of the development, production,
stockpiling and use of all chemical weapons and on their destruction. This
feeling of urgency cannot be modified by anything except for the conviction
that problems still remain to be solved. It is the existence of these
problems which deterred us from setting a precise deadline. What we want is
not a convention on the cheap but one that is effective and effectively
verifiable. These problems must be solved rapidly.

What are these difficulties that have yet to be solved? They may be
grouped under five headings, corresponding to the five working groups which I
would like to be the immediate and visible reflection of our determination.

Verification, first of all: this is much more difficult in the chemical
domain than in the nuclear domain. It must enable us to ensure not only that
no one keeps a secret stock of chemical weapons, or militarily significant
precursors, but also that no party can use its chemical industry to produce
such stocks in conditions that would escape the notice of even random
inspection. It will therefore be necessary for you to elaborate a complete
range of procedures combining routine inspection and challenge inspection.
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What is essential here is to be assured that the necessarily intrusive
character of these procedures does not jeopardize the protection of industrial
and trade secrets. In this connection, I should like to say that I attach a
great deal of hope to the results of the trial inspections that several
countries, including France, are carrying out at present, or have just
completed, in their domestic chemical industry.

Second area still to be worked on: legal aspects. I will not dwell on
this here. I would just like to recall the need to provide for the best
possible articulation between the 1925 Protocol and the future convention.

The third area on which we should focus our attention concerns the
institutional aspects: the jurisdiction of the organs to be set up under the
future convention, their role in inspection, detecting vioclations and imposing
sanctions, the articulation with existing machinery linked to the organs of
the United Nations; the possibility that, through the Scientific Council that
France is proposing, the convention may be continuously adapted to
technological proaress. The French delegation plans to table a document on
the Scientific Council shortly, and we hope that you will give it a favourable
reception.

The fourth area of difficulty is the definition of the field of
negotiation itself, where progress should be possible now that the
Soviet Union has announced that it no longer wishes to introduce a fourth
category of products to be subject to control. But we have yet to come to an
understanding on the exact definitions of the weapons and products that are to
be covered, the thresholds considered significant, and especially the way of
dealing with new agents which may emerge and cause serious concern. Here I am
thinking of the increasingly blurred boundary between chemical weapons and
biological weapons, especially in the very difficult area of toxins.

I have kept for the end the fifth area for consideration which, after
verification, seems to me the most delicate, not to say the most difficult:
it pertains to the transition period during which stocks will be destrovyed.
It concerns more particularly two problems: maintaining the securitv of all
during the transition, and upgrading the status of the convention. First,
upgrading the status of the convention. During the Paris Conference the
public will have become aware of one of the political dilemmas that we have
vet to solve here: how to make the convention a universal instrument straight
away, and not just a bilateral agreement between the two main chemical-weapon
Powers. To reduce it to those dimensions, as you well know, would be to fail
to achieve our goal.

The Paris Declaration recognizes this clearly, emphasizing the
"indispensable universal character"™ of the convention and calling upon "all
States to become parties thereto as soon as it is concluded"™ - and I emphasize
these last six words, which form a key phrase. But we have to devise the
necessary inducements for this to be done, so that those who hesitate - either
because of fears arising from a specific regional context or because of a
concern that the development of their civilian chemical industry will be
hampered - will be convinced that the agreement which will be put before them
presents no risk to them and is solidly based. And it is there that a
comprehensive approach to undiminished security during the transition period




CD/PV.484
33

(Mr. Dumas, France)

seems to me to be crucial; it must address simultaneously the order of
destruction of stocks, non-use as long as stocks continue to exist, assistance
and protection, and penalties which could be applied to those holding back the
process or evading their obligations.

It goes without saying, obviously, that this question of undiminished
security is very closely connected to the nature of the verification régime
that I referred to earlier on. Our task - your task - on all these points is
immense: drawing the logical conclusions from France's decision to give up
all possibilities of producing chemical weapons from the very entry into force
of the future convention, we have just withdrawn from the "rolling text™ the
details of our proposal concerning security stocks. The negotiating text now
contains only skeleton provisions which simply remind us of the need to devise
a régime that will ensure the security of all when some still have stocks
while others no longer have any. We see clearly what should be the essential
elements of this future régime: the solution lies in particular in the
rejection of any monopoly, even a temporary one; in the asymmetrical
destruction of stocks by those who have the most and the others; and in the
placing of production and stockpiling facilities under control. If we can
reach a rapid understanding on such a régime, if we can supplement it with
satisfactory provisions on assistance, if arrangements are made for the
application of penalties to any party failing to observe the timetable for
destruction, I think that we would have sound arguments to convince anyone who
might still be hesitant about becoming party to the convention. It is in this
spirit that France adopted the important shift in position you learned of when
the President announced at the United Nations that France possesses no
chemical weapons and will not produce any once the convention enters into
effect.

If disarmament is pursued, there is no reason why France should not draw
the consequences. We are resolved that it should be pursued and attain the
sought-after result as quickly as possible: this is the purpose of my coming
here today, and the meaning of my message to you; it is also the purpose of
the effort that we made in convening the Paris Conference; and it is the
message I would like to leave with you; it can be concluded, it must be
concluded, and this presupposes - as was recognized by the 149 States in
Paris - redoubled efforts in order to bring about a satisfactory solution on
the five major issues that I have outlined to you.

The considerable work that the Conference on Disarmament has already
accomplished, for which I wish to pay you a very special tribute, convinces me
that success is within your reach.
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... Whilst nuclear disarmament has the highest priority, we must recognize
that the time has come to conclude without delay a convention for the complete
prohibition of chemical weapons. Since the end of the 1988 session of the
Conference on Disarmament, decisions have been taken which highlight the
existing consensus on this issue in the international community, namely,
resolutions 43/74 A and C of the United Nations General Assembly and the Final
Declaration of the Paris Conference. Resolutions 43/74 A and C contain
references to the work of the Conference on Disarmament on its agenda item 4.
In particular, resolution 43/74 C expresses the hope that the Conference will
give a strong impetus to the continuation and successful conclusion of
negotiations on the prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling
and use of chemical weapons and on their destruction, intensifying its efforts
during the 1989 session with a view to the final elaboration of the convention.

The chemical weapons issue was also addressed at a high political level
at the Conference on the prohibition of chemical weapons that took place in

(continued)
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Paris from 7 to 1l January last. I consider that this is an appropriate
occasion to express our gratitude to the Government of France for the
efficient organization of the Conference as well as the hospitality offered to
delegations. The Paris Conference was an international event of great
significance in the long history of multilateral efforts aimed at limiting and
eliminating chemical weapons. A hundred years have elapsed since the
signature of the Hague Declaration in 1899, a pioneering document in this
field, inasmuch as it banned the use of projectiles to spread asphyxiating and
poisonous gases. Moreover, 63 years have passed since the Geneva Protocol was
signed.

Seen in a historical perspective, the Paris Conference marks the start of
the final stage in the process towards chemical disarmament. The
participation of delegations from 149 States, in other words practically the
entire international community, as well as the presence of numerous Ministers
for Foreign Affairs, demonstrated the importance of a meeting that had a great
impact on world public opinion. The adoption of the Final Declaration by
consensus proved that it is possible to reach agreement at a multilateral
level on a global scale, thus strengthening this dimension of disarmament.

The Declaration also includes a unanimous condemnation of the use of chemical
weapons and emphasizes the need to finalize the text of the convention at an
early date. The Conference on Disarmament must respond to this appeal in an
effective way, both at the procedural level and as regards the substantive
issues in the negotiations, because it could not continue its work in a
routine manner, impervious to the influence of such a singular political
development. The Paris Conference not only focused the attention of world
public opinion on the problem of the existence of chemical weapons, but also
raised growing expectations in respect of negotiations on the convention. In
this regard, we deem it important to draw the attention of the Conference to
the terms of the statement made by the Group of 21 on 7 February, expressing
the views of the neutral and non-aligned countries on the need to bring the
terms of the mandate of the ad hoc committee on this subject into line with
the political commitment entered into by our Governments, and by almost the
entire international community, through the above-mentioned pronouncements.
The message of the Paris Conference must be put into practice now, and to this
end the designation of the representative of France, Ambassador Pierre Morel,
to preside over the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons this year seems to us
to be a very timely decision.
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: At a time when international relations are experiencing great changes
owing to the East-West rapprochement and the replacement of confrontation and
distrust by dialogue, the Conference must ensure that large-scale mobilization
goes hand in hand with this evolution. The cosmogony of rigid positions that
has always presided over our debates and our negotiations is in the process of
becoming obsolete, thereby aggravating the risk that our Conference will be
sidelined by standing aside from this great epic of disarmament. The
Conference, which already has 10 years of work behind it, unfortunately has
few achievements to its credit - except for the chemical weapons convention -
bearing in mind the effort and energy invested up till now in discharging its
mandate. That is why at the beginning of this new period we must strive to
find other paths in order not to commit the error of revelling in lethargy and
resignation.

The Conference could have drawn on this progression by emphasizing the
necessary flexibility which would make it possible, without denying or
renouncing principles, to reach agreement on the greatest number of common
denominators that can overcome the deadlock in the negotiations. The wind of
change is blowing throughout the world. And it is time for the Conference on
Disarmament to move into its slipstream. In fact, this session could not
begin under better auspices. The success of the Paris Conference on the
prohibition of chemical weapons and the announcement by the Soviet Union that
it is to begin destroying its chemical weapons stocks without waiting for the
conclusion of the convention, the recent agreement in Vienna concerning the
negotiating mandate on conventional weapons in Europe, testify - if proof were
still needed - to the new trends in international relations. Indeed, these
recent developments, which are a source of great satisfaction for us all, must
inspire our Conference. It must find in them the political impetus, as well
as the example to be followed, so that its work may evolve in the direction of
the hopes it carries with it.

The international Conference on chemical weapons that was held in Paris
last month is indisputably an event of great historical significance. Besides
the new lease of life that it gave to the Geneva Protocol of 1925, it was the



CD/PV. 485
8

(Mr. Benhima, Morocco)

illustration of universal mobilization to promote the banishment of these
inhuman weapons forever, and it showed the consensus reached with regard to
the importance and urgency of concluding the international convention on
chemical weapons which is being negotiated by our Ad hoc Committee. In our
view, this consensus does not reflect only a harmony of views among the

150 participating countries. It is the expression of a universal commitment
to eliminate chemical weapons totally from the surface of the Earth. Just as
it also bears witness to unanimous tribute and unfaltering support by the
international community for the work that has been going on in the Conference
on Disarmament for a decade in this particular area. Finally, this consensus
carries in it the political impetus so much sought by our Conference. I hope
that our Conference will be able to make maximum use of it in order to
progress rapidly in its negotiations so that the chemical weapons convention
becomes a reality soon. My delegation will return to the work of the Ad hoc
Committee on Chemical Weapons at greater length in a future statement.

I would not like to close this chapter without carrying out an agreeable
duty, by expressing our immense gratitude to the French people and Government
for the hospitality and perfect organization of the Conference, to the success
of which Ambassador Morel contributed a readiness to co-operate, dynamism and
talent.

CD/PV. 485
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... The day before yesterday the distinguished French Foreign Ministe; gu;te
impressively summed up the results of the Paris Conference on the prohibition
of chemical weapons, and submitted proposals on future action. In fac;. Fne

Paris Conference has entrusted us with a mandate to conclude the negotiations

(continued)
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and deliver mankind from the burden of this dangerous category of weapons of
mass destruction. In this endeavour, the Paris Declaration is a programme of
action, from all points of view.

In Paris, 149 States came out in favour of redoubled efforts for the
prohibition of chemical weapons, to be undertaken by the Conference on
Disarmament. One hundred and forty-nine States demanded that the convention
should be concluded at the earliest date, and they called upon all States to
make an appropriate contribution towards achieving that end. My country is
fully committed to what was agreed upon in Paris. It is among the States
which have declared that they do not possess chemical weapons. The German
Democratic Republic advocates an international moratorium on the production of
chemical weapons before the entry into force of the convention, and we have
introduced strict export controls for dual-purpose chemicals. We continue
our efforts towards the creation of a chemical-weapon-free zone in
Central Europe - an area of ultra-high weapons density - because this, we
feel, will facilitate a global solution. We are prepared to sign the chemical
weapons convention immediately after its completion.

The USSR's cessation of its chemical weapons production, and its
announcement that it will unilaterally start the destruction of its chemical
weapons stockpiles this year, is a significant advance to foster the speedy
continuation of our negotiations. In that light, we are all the more
concerned, frankly speaking, over decisions on the production of binary
weapons. None the less, we have to step up our efforts so that 1989 will
become a crucial year for the negotiations on a chemical weapons convention.

For the achievement of a real breakthrough, it is imperative now to focus
the work of the Conference even more on solving the still pending essential
issues. As we see it, these issues include:

Firstly, harmonization of the verification régimes as set forth in the
text of the draft convention. Verification must be adequate, effective and
feasible - which means it must give sufficient assurance of compliance with
the convention; the methods of inspection and monitoring must be highly
reliable, and their costs affordable and appropriate to their objectives. It
must be clarified whether the types of inspections so far provided for in the
draft convention, namely routine and challenge inspections, are sufficient
or whether they ought to be complemented by others, for example ad hoc
inspections. Experience gathered in the context of trial inspections,
including those carried out in my country, may be used for taking a decision
of principle in that regard.

Secondly, completion of the provisions concerning challenge inspection.
They are indeed an essential element for the verification system.

Thirdly, the order of destruction for chemical weapons stocks and
chemical weapons production facilities. This is a crucial aspect of ensuring
the principle of undiminished security during the period of destruction.

Fourthly, agreement in principle on the composition of the Executive
Council. This organ will have to take important political decisions in future
daily work in the implementation of the convention being negotiated.
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We support dynamic methods to be applied in the Ad hoc Committee and in
its working groups, concentrating on the identification and solution of svch
We are prepared to chair one of the working groups.

essential problems.
Such an approach would help to make headway in matters of substance, as

is rightly demanded. It would also be a concrete follow-up to the
Paris Declaration. The German Democratic Republic is ready to make its own
contribution towards this end by submitting substantive proposals and carrying

out an international trial inspection.

CD/PV. 485
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Mr. SUJKA (Poland): Mr. President, allow me first of all to express my
satisfaction at the fact that the Conference on Disarmament has started its
wor k under your experienced leadership, which I believe will ensure a good

start for this important working year.

I am taking the floor today as outgoing Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee
on Chemical Weapons to present the report which was adopted by the Committee
on 3 February and which is now before you as document CD/881. This report

(continued)
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covers the work carried out during the inter-sessional period on the basis of
the recommendations contained in the Committee's last report of
12 September 1988 (CD/874), and approved by the Conference on 20 September.

As requested by the Conference, the Committee resumed its work under my
chairmanship. Firstly, in preparation for the resumed session, open-ended
consultations of the Ad hoc Committee were held between 29 November and
15 December 1988. Secondly, the Ad hoc Committee held a session of limited
duration during the period between 17 January and 3 February 1989, The
results of the Committee's work have been registered in the report in an
updated version of the "rolling text". 1In general, it maintains the structure
and follows the pattern of previous sessions. In particular, it reflects the
results of consideration of the following issues in the framework of the three
working groups.

Group A, under the chairmanship of Mr. Andrej Cima of Czechoslovakia,
considered the issue of confidentiality with regard to verification of
non-production of chemical weapons in the chemical industry. Agreements
reached enabled us to include in appendix II two new texts: a set of
gquidelines to be used in the elaboration of a régime for the handling and
protection of confidential information, and a classification system for
confidential information. Appropriate references to the issue of
confidentiality were also placed in articles IV, V, and IX of the draft
convention in appendix I. More work is needed on this issue, but a broad
exchange of views on this delicate and very important problem will be very
useful in the further search for common ground in this area.

Issues pertaining to schedule (1] chemicals outside the single
small-scale production facility were also discussed in this group, and some
progress was achieved, especially concerning facilities producing schedule [1]
chemicals in gquantities exceeding 100 g per year. The present state of
affairs is reflected in appendix II.

Group B, under the chairmanship of Mr. Pablo Macedo of Mexico,
concentrated its work on two issues, namely undiminished security during the
period of destruction of chemical weapons, and article X on assistance.

Al though it was not possible to transform the results of the intensive
discussions on- the first issue into concrete language, and further work on
this subject is needed, nevertheless we now have a clearer picture of possible
approaches to this outstanding issue and, I believe, a good foundation to
resolve this problem. On the other hand, we have an indirect result of these
discussions: following the statements made in the Committee on 31 January by
Ambassador Morel of France, Ambassador Nazarkin of the USSR and the
representatives of the Federal Republic of Germany, Mongolia and China,
appendix III as contained in CD/874 has been removed in its entirety from our
report. In addition, several footnotes relating to the concept of
undiminished security were either deleted or redrafted. I would like to
underline that this is an important step forward on this politically,
militarily and technically intricate question.

As concerns article X, the title of which now reads "Assistance and
protection against chemical weapons”, the new text as developed and agreed to
in Group B is reflected in appendix II as a basis for future work.
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Group C, under the chairmanship of Mr. Sadaaki Numata of Japan, invested
a good deal of practical work in elaborating how challenge inspections may be
conducted in practice in the context of the guidelines on the international
inspectorate. The result of very active and intense discussions is the
addition of section IV to the guidelines in the addendum to appendix I.
However, to the extent that the work has been carried out using as a basis the
principles governing on-site inspection on challenge contained in appendix II
of the "rolling text"”, which require further consideration and elaboration,
there are still important issues to be resolved.

There has been valuable progress in this Group in clarifying the
interrelationship between the highest organ of the Organization, which we will
now call the Conference of the States Parties, the Executive Council and the
technical secretariat under article VIII. As a consequence the numerous
references in the earlier "rolling text" to the International Authority,
Consultative Committee or General Conference have been clarified and made more
precise.

The results of the work during the resumed session are embodied in the
report I am submitting today. I should like to take this opportunity to add a
few personal comments.

In 1982 as well as in 1988, I was privileged to preside over the work of
the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, and in both of these cases I was
faced with the exceptional requirement of three reports. I do hope that this
report will bring us nearer to our common goal of completing the negotiations
on a global ban on chemical weapons. Valuable progress has been made in many
important areas. I would also like to underline that this text does not fully
reflect what was done during the entire 1988 session. I have in mind very
useful and important events like the preparations for multilateral trial
inspections in the chemical industry, and a meeting of experts from chemical
industry in many countries which took place last July.

I wish to stress, however, that despite hard and intensive work by all of
us during the whole session, the results achieved, though important, are, at
least in my opinion, not fully satisfactory. We must all ask ourselves
whe ther we have done everything possible to achieve results matching our
expectations. This is particularly important bearing in mind that we are now
entering into a new phase in our negotiations. The world community expects us
to conclude our work urgently and responsibly. This request was made
explicitly during the last session of the General Assembly of the
United Nations in its consensus resolutions on chemical weapons, as well as in
the Final Act of the Paris Conference on the prohibition of chemical weapons.
We must not lose our impetus and the strong political will demonstrated by
some 150 countries. We have a special opportunity for a real redoubling of
our efforts to resolve expeditiously the remaining issues and to conclude the
convention at the earliest date, as stated in the Final Declaration of the
Paris Conference.

I believe that the present report constitutes a good starting-point on
this path. This being said, I wish to pay a warm and special tribute to my
immediate collaborators in this endeavour - the chairmen of the three working
groups. I am sure that all delegations will join me in extending to them our
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sincere appreciation and thanks for their competence, dedication and hard
work. I also wish to thank all delegations for the co-operation they have
never failed to extend to me, especially at difficult times, and for their
contr ibutions to our work.

I would like to express my special gratitude to the Secretary of the
Committee, Mr. Abdelkader Bensmail. His competence and highest professional
skill, which I already had the opportunity to appreciate during my first
chairmanship of the Committee in 1982, greatly contributed to our
negotiations. My thanks go also to Ms. Darby and other members of the
secretariat for their indispensable and effective support. I also wish to
express my thanks to the interpreters, translators and all technical staff who
have helped to make our work smooth and effective.

My last words will be addressed to my sSuccessor. We are all familiar
with Ambassador Pierre Morel's qualities. I am sure that besides his
compe tence, dedication and charm, he will bring to this Committee all the
mmmmthtmn&«dmtueualmqﬂﬂ“ahmtm:mdmsmu%.
In handing over the task of carrying the work further, I wish to pledge to him
my full support and that of my delegation.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical
Weapons for introducing the report of the Ad hoc Committee, and also for the
kind words he addressed to the Chair. I should like to convey to
Ambassador Sujka the appreciation of the Conference for the effective manner
in which he conducted the work of the Ad hoc Committee. I also wish to
congratulate him on the successful conclusion of the work of the
Ad hoc Committee. In this connection, I should like to inform members that I
intend to put before the Conference for adoption the report of the
Ad hoc Committee at our next plenary meeting on Tuesday 14 February. I do
hope that, on that occasion, we shall be able to re-establish the Ad Ad hoc
Commi ttee and appoint its Chairman, so that we may resume work 1mmedlately on
this important agenda item. If so, we shall also take up for decision all
requests by non-members to participate in the work of the Conference on
Chemical Weapons.
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Let me now turn to a somewhat more positive aspect of the work of the CD,
where considerable progress has been made during the last year. I refer to
the negotiations relating to a chemical weapons convention. A comprehensive,
universal and effective prohibition on chemical weapons would lead to an
enhancement of security for all nations by removing an entire class of weapons
of mass destruction.

The Final Declaration of the recently concluded Paris Conference, in
which I participated, r