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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)

be entirely satisfied with the results reached so far in
in the multilateral neqotiations on disarmament issues 

also have good reasons for an encouraging assessment of future
we should take stock of the progress achieved in

We may not
multilateral forums or
but we
prospects. _
past months on certain important issues, in particular in the field of
negotiations on a chemical weapons ban.

First of all,

CD/PV.484
4

(The President)

the recent Paris Conference onFinally, as I have already pointed out, 
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, 
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, 
believe that it falls to all of us to provide the opportunity for imparting 

momentum to the process of disarmament, by pursuing its objectives with

The

I therefore

new
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.
negotiations on the complete prohibition of chemical weapons. 
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

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.

In this respect allow me to make a particular reference to the
I have already

the Paris Conference.
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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 
Conference.
• • «

to the

"In this context, 1989 has begun with an auspicous development, 
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 
commitment not to use chemical weapons and unequivocally condemned their 
use.
United Nations with respect to the prohibition of the use of chemical 

In that connection, I have noted the wish of the participant 
States for early completion of the work undertaken to strengthen the

e • • The

It addressed a number of subjects relating to the role of the

weapons.

6

(Mr. Komatina, Secretary—General of the Conference and_____
Representative of the Secretary-General of the United Nations)

Personal

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

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

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, 
earliest date,

support.

at the
a convention on the prohibition of the development, 

production, stockpiling and use of all chemical weapons, 
destruction. and on their

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, 1 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

The Special NGO Committee has alsosession at the Palais des Nations, 
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 

and providing for their destruction.weapons

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

On this matter emphasis should be placed on theactively participated, 
importance of the Conference of States Parties to the 1925 Geneva Protocol and 
Other Interested States, which met in Paris from 7 to 11 January last under 
the chairmanship of Mr. Roland Dumas, Minister for Foreign Affairs of the

At the opening session of that conference the President ofFrench Republic.
France, Mr. François 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 conraitment 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, 
interrelated. 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, stockpiling and transfer have become 
impossible."

They are

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, 
the provisions of the Final Declaration of the Paris Conference, which by 
consensus adopted provisions such as the following :

We welcomed

"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:



1
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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. 
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, 
wor k:
State:

The

This is a fundamental premise which we should not lose sight of in our 
the convention will not represent any threat to the security of any 
on the contrary, it will strengthen the security of one and all.

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 
international convention that will bring about the elimination of all chemical 

there is also agreement that a treaty should be concluded on the

on an

weapons»
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. 
disarmament beqan. 1988 was the year of hope.

1988 was the year when nuclear 
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.

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)

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? 
issue of the Paris Conference: How could two States 
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? 
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.

• « •

Or to mention the burning 
no matter how

The international community has

CD/PV.484
17

(Mrs. Theorin, Sweden)

My delegation will listen with great interest to the statement by the 
roreign 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

The international community was able to concentrate on one 
priority issue - that of chemical disarmament.
barrier against using chemical weapons by unanimously condemning such use. 
reaffirmed the commitment to the Geneva Protocol and the urgent necessity of
concluding a comprehensive convention banning chemical weapons at the earliest 
date.

• • •

entrusted to it.
The Conference raised the

It



1
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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.
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.
to draw practical conclusions from these forceful declarations.

The General Assembly has urged the CD to intensify its

It is up to us, here and now,

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 

Sweden does not favour lengthy mandate discussions. We havedrafting.
criticized the waste of time in procedural controversies on other agenda

It would, however, seem natural that the CD in 1989 should demonstrateitems.
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
Manyhard-core issues are continuously identified, pursued and resolved, 

difficult problems transcend individual articles and will have to be dealt 
with concretely and systematically throughout the draft convention, 
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.

This

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



CD/PV. 484
19

(Mrs. Theorin, Sweden)

one of his highest priorities, 
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, 
announcement by France on this latter issue opens the door to the rapid 
conclusion of the negotiations regarding articles IV and v. 
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 welcomes the fact that there now exists

The

The Soviet Union

Sweden is encouraged by the fact that 16 countries have so far engaged in 
trial inspections of the chemical industry.
even more countries, in all groups, performed such inspections, 
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. 
proposals made by the Soviet Union on article VI and by the United Kingdom on 
article X.

We vrould, however, prefer that
The lessons

Sweden also welcomes the recent

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 forthcoming at a 
rapid pace, and that such efforts to find compromise language will be 
recognized by other delegations.
Opportunities for agreement must be seized.

Our work must become more results-oriented.

The importance of the successful conclusion of a chemical weapons 
convention cannot be overstated, 
all States.
weapons of mass destruction.

It would radically improve the security of 
It would once and for all eliminate a whole class of existing

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, 
further refinement, development and spread of chemical weapons seriously 
undermine our efforts.
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.

The

But the solution is within reach. If there is
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... Our delegation also welcomes hopefully the appearance before the 
Conference of the Minister for Foreign Affairs of France, Mr. 
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.
hospitality extended by the French Government during the Paris Conference to 
all delegations, and the outstanding preparatory work performed by our friend 
and esteemed colleague, Ambassador Pierre Morel, 
weeks now since representatives of 149 nations concluded on 11 January their

In the Declaration issued

Roland Dumas. I

I would be remiss today if I did not mention the warm

It has been less than four

work at the Paris Conference on chemical weapons, 
by that Conference, those 149 nations stated their determination "to prevent 

to chemical weapons by completely eliminating them".any recourse
Consequently, the Declaration addresses prominently the ongoing negotiations 
here in the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons.

The Paris Conference has provided a real inpetus - the force of the
It is our challenge nowconsensus view of 149 nations - for our negotiations, 

to seize this moment and to search for practical solutions to the problems 
As anyone who has followed our work over the past years canthat remain.

attest, there is anple room for the contributions of all members of this body, 
as well as those of non-member participants, to this search, 
participation would constitute a real redoubling of our efforts in the 
chemical weapons negotiations.

Such broadened

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 reauested 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 
vote 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', 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 destruction1.

"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 session1. 
would like to recall that both these resolutions were adopted by 
consensus exactly two months ago.

The Group of 21

"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: 1 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, 
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, 
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 
drafting1 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."

Never

This commitment, this

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, 
President of the recent Paris Conference on the prohibition of chemical

who was
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event which will have a profound influence on our futureweapons, an
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 accomplished 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.
"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?

They have made significant contributions to the drawing up of the

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 inpetus 
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, 
there are more appropriate means, places and circumstances, 
you 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.

For that purpose 
What I can assure
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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. In the first half of the 
1980s, the CD repeatedly considered this issue. The views of various parties

It is generally believed that the future convention
In 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.

have gradually converged, 
should include elements on the prohibition of use.

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

At the same time, we hope 
We should start the

consider in earnest the views of other delegations. 
that the mandate will not take up too much time, 
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. ROSTOV (Bulgaria)s

... 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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the declaration of the Paris Conference concerning theconsider that
redoubling of the efforts of the Conference on Disarmament should find 
adequate expression in the mandate of the Committee on Chemical Weapons, 
the other hand, we wish to express our opinion that your efforts,

President, should make it possible to resolve the question of procedure

On

Mr.speedily in order not to take up much time on this point and to begin
In that sense we support the statement ofsubstantive work in the Conference, 

the Group of 21 and we hope that speedy consultations will be taken up in
We also think that the mandate oforder to find a solution to this problem, 

the Committee on outer space should be improved, and we are looking forward to
President.discussing this question with you, Mr.
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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 it, in 
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; 
circumstances could justify their acquisition, 
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

others asserted that certain regional 
The wager that we made in
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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? 
speakinq about translate into practical terms? 
these two questions.

How does this "reference" I was
I will do my best to answer

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: 
of the use of chemical weapons.

the universal condemnation

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 invited 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 

we will be accountable in the coming weeks for the way in which we 
translate this political impetus into action.
reference:

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 worryinq trend, the only treatment for which is a complete and verified 

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.

ban.

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.

of experts here today who are meeting for the second time, and whose
I welcome the

presence
task it is - as the Paris Declaration states - to "strengthen the efficiency

These procedures, as we know, give some latitude toof existing procedures", 
the Secretary-General.
them, they should be promptly applied, 
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.

It is important that, when he decides to implement 
Here again, the Paris Declaration,

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

some have deemed that the Declaration is not 
It is clear, however, that such an

the use of chemical weapons: 
sufficiently precise on this point, 
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 

But at the same time it gives new impetus, on behalf of thework.
international community it expresses a fervent obligation: 
early date a convention on the prohibition of the develooment, production, 
stockoiling and use of all chemical weapons and on their destruction, 
feeling of urgency cannot be modified by anything except for the conviction

It is the existence of these

to conclude at an

This

that problems still remain to be solved, 
problems which deterred us from setting a orecise deadline. What we want is
not a convention on the cheap but one that is effective and effectively 

These problems must be solved rapidly.verifiable.

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.

this is much more difficult in the chemical 
It must enable us to ensure not only that

Verification, first of all: 
domain than in the nuclear domain, 
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 orotection of industrial 
and trade secrets.
qreat deal of hope to the results of the trial inspections that several 
countries, including France, are carryinq out at present, or have just 
completed, in their domestic chemical industry.

In this connection, I should like to say that I attach a

Second area still to be worked on: legal aspects.
I would just like to recall the need to provide for the best

I will not dwell on
this here.
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 violations 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 progress. 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 destroyed.
It concerns more particularly two problems: maintaining the security 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 
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

either
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it must address simultaneously the order ofto me to be crucial;seems
destruction of stocks, non-use as lonq 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 regime 
that I referred to earlier on. Our task - your task - on all these points is

drawing the logical conclusions from France's decision to give upimmense:
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 regime that will ensure the security of all when some still have stocks

We see clearly what should be the essentialwhile others no longer have any. 
elements of this future regime: the solution lies in particular in the

in the asymmetricalrejection of any monopoly, even a temporary one;
destruction of stocks by those who have the most and the others ; 
placing of production and stockpiling facilities under control, 
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, 
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.

and in the
If we can

It is in this

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 : 
here today, and the meaning of my message to you; 
the effort that we made in convening the Paris Conference ; 
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.

this is the purpose of my coming 
it is also the purpose of 

and it is the

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 11 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
the East-West rapprochement and the replacement of confrontation andowing to

distrust by dialogue, the Conference must ensure that large-scale mobilization 
hand in hand with this evolution. The cosmogony of rigid positions that 
always presided over our debates and our negotiations is in the process of

goes
has
becoming obsolete, thereby aggravating the risk that our Conference will be 
sidelined by standing aside from this great epic of disarmament.
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 

That is why at the beginning of this new period we must strive to

The

mandate.
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. 
change is blowing throughout the world.
Disarmament to move into its slipstream.

The wind of
And it is time for the Conference on
In fact, this session could not 

The success of the Paris Conference on thebegin under better auspices, 
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. 
recent developments, which are a source of great satisfaction for us all, must

It must find in them the political impetus, as well

Indeed, these

inspire our Conference. 
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
Besideslast month is indisputably an event of great historical significance, 

the new lease of life that it gave to the Geneva Protocol of 1925, it was the
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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
12

(Mr. Dietze, German Democratic Republic)

The day before yesterday the distinguished French Foreign Minister quite 
impressively summed up the results of the Paris Conference on the prohibition 
of chemical weapons, and submitted proposals on future action. In fact, the 
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, 
action, from all points of view.

In this endeavour, the Paris Declaration is a programme of

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 regimes 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 such 
essential problems. We are prepared to chair one of the working groups.

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
15

Mr. SUJKA (Poland): Mr. President, allow me first of all to express ray 
satisfaction at the fact that the Conference on Disarmament has started its 
work 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 Committee1s 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". In 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, 
reached enabled us to include in appendix II two new texts: 
guidelines to be used in the elaboration of a regime 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.

Agreements 
a set of

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 quantities 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. 
Although 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 

The result of very active and intense discussions is theinspectorate.
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 
whether 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 
wor k.
never failed to extend to me, especially at difficult times, and for their 
contributions to our work.

I also wish to thank all delegations for the co-operation they have

I would like to express my special gratitude to the Secretary of the
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 
negotiations.
secretariat for their indispensable and effective support, 
express my thanks to the interpreters, translators and all technical staff who 
have helped to make our work smooth and effective.

Committee, Mr. Abdelkader Bensmail.

our
My thanks go also to Ms. Darby and other members of the

I also wish to

My last words will be addressed to my successor. 
with Ambassador Pierre Morel's qualities.
competence, dedication and charm, he will bring to this Committee all the 
enthusiasm that is needed to take us a long stride along the road to 
In handing over the task of carrying the work further, I wish to pledge to him 
my full support and that of my delegation.

We are all familiar 
I am sure that besides his

success.

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 
in which he conducted the work of the Ad hoc Committee.

manner
I also wish to

congratulate him on the successful conclusion of the work of the 
Ad hoc Coramittee. 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, 
hope that, on that occasion, we shall be able to re-establish the Ad hoc 
Committee and appoint its Chairman, so that we may resume work immediately on 
this important agenda item.

I do

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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somewhat more positive aspect of the work of the CD,
I refer to 

A comprehensive,

Let me now turn to a
where considerable progress has been made during the last year, 
the negotiations relating to a chemical weapons convention, 
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, reflects clearly the urgency of concluding "at an early 
da te,
stockpiling and use of all chemical weapons, and on their destruction", 
share the sense of urgency reflected in the Final Declaration, and would urge 
the Conference on Disarmament to set itself a time frame within which to 
conclude its negotiations on a chemical weapons convention, 
close enough to see the light at the end of the tunnel.
critical stage would be a serious setback to our efforts, as has happened in 
other areas of disarmament negotiations in the past, 
need to refrain from actions which may complicate or frustrate the momentum of 
the negotiations.

a convention on the prohibition of the development, production,
We

We are happily
Any slow-down at this

At the same time we also

The time has come for us to reflect on how the convention will enter into
In our view, an open-ended preparatoryforce with the least possible delay, 

commission would need to be set up once the convention is opened for
In this interim period till the convention enters into force aftersignature.

the requisite number of instruments of ratification are received, the 
preparatory commission will have to prepare for the first general conference 
of the States parties, and also enter into procedural and technical details 
with the host country and States parties, 
much time in the Ad hoc Committee is devoted to technical details which divert 
attention from the political issues that still remain to be resolved, 
details could be identified and resolved by the preparatory commission, 
time has come for us to look forward and move with vigour and decisiveness. A 
clear approach would in itself provide a positive thrust to negotiations in

At present, we observe that far too

Such
The

the CD.



CD/PV.486
8

Mr. A2AMBUJR (Brazil):

... This spring session of 1989 begins under very good auspices.
11 January the Paris Conference of States Parties to the 1925 Geneva Protocol 
and other interested States adopted an important Pinal Declaration, which 
my delegation expects will give further impetus to the work of the 
Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons and take us nearer a universal and 
non-discriminatory convention banning forever those terrible means of warfare.

On

I cannot let pass this opportunity to thank the French Government warmly 
for the kind hospitality and excellent conference services they provided, 
which undoubtedly were instrumental in facilitating the outcome of our 
collective endeavour.
his untiring efforts in the preparations for the Paris Conference. 
augurs well for his chairmanship of the Ad hoc Committee, a nomination that 
has pleased my delegation not only for very personal reasons, but also for the 
hopes it brings of a renewed impulse to the chemical negotiations during his 
tenure.

Ambassador Pierre Morel must be specially thanked for
This

The Paris Conference helped to heal some of the wounds recent experience 
in multilateral conferences on matters of disarmament had inflicted on the 
international community. Consensus was reached, and this is surely something 
to be hailed. My delegation, however, regrets that consensus seems now 
possible only in certain specific areas of the disarmament agenda, those that

(continued)
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appear to have been designated jointly by the two major Powers as being ready 
for universal negotiations. In other equally vital areas, things proceed as

to be heavily armed as a preliminary step to be able toif it were necessary 
have a word to say on subsequent disarmament negotiations.

The Final Declaration adopted in Paris has six paragraphs, which very 
clearly spell out the concerns and expectations of the 149 nations that 
endorsed it. The first one states unequivocally their commitment not to use 
chemical weapons. In this light, Brazil hopes sincerely that those States

reservations to the Geneva Protocol will seriously examine the
This would be a positive stepwhich have made

possibility of withdrawing such reservations, 
towards bringing the international regulations in force prior to the adoption 
of the new convention into line with the situation which will come into being 

goal of the complete and universal prohibition of the development,
of all chemical weapons is reached.

after the 
production, stockpiling and use

second paragraph reaffirms the validity of the Geneva Protocol 
of 1925, which was indeed one of the main objectives of the convening of the 
Paris Conference. Let me also welcome another development directly related to 
that gathering, the important number of new accessions to the Protocol.

The

The third paragraph - for my delegation the real hub of the entire text 
is the emphatic appeal to the Conference on Disarmament "to redouble its 
efforts, as a matter of urgency, to resolve expeditiously the remaining issues

My delegation, as welland to conclude the convention at the earliest date".
as the other members of the Group of 21, considered that this very clear 
language, adopted by all participating States, meant the same to all of us.
As we have seen in the negotiations on the question of the mandate to be 
adopted for the re-established Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons,

mandate could not be brought entirely into line with the letter
we were

wrong, and the
and the spirit of the Final Declaration of the Paris meeting.

The fourth paragraph gives the Geneva negotiations a very well-defined 
framework, as it emphasizes that the only answer to the vertical and 
horizontal dimensions of the spread of chemical weapons is the conclusion 
and entry into force of a universal and non—discriminatory convention.

The fifth paragraph, regarding the role of the United Nations, reiterates 
language already widely accepted and gives further impetus to the work of the 
Group of Experts established under resolution 43/74 A, now meeting in this 
very building.

The sixth and last paragraph takes up the subject with which I began my
The consensusappreciation of the successful outcome of the Paris Conference, 

around chemical disarmament and the hopes that our work here at the Conference
around the world should not let us forget the prioritieson Disarmament arouse 

enshrined in the Final Document of the first special session of the
In spite of the real progress made with the 

we are still a far cry from
United Nations General Assembly.
Washington Treaty, the so-called INF agreement, 
approaching in nuclear disarmament the levels that would quiet and comfort 
mankind's deep and well-founded anxieties.
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In this regard, I would 1ike to recall the words pronounced by 
Mr. Roberto de Abreu Sodré, Minister of External Relations of Brazil, 
Paris Conference :

at the

"Concern regarding recourse to chemical weapons must be inscribed in 
the wider frame of the interdiction of use and threat of use of any 
weapon, be it conventional or nuclear, for the solution of conflicts 
rule of international law incorporated in the Charter of the 
United Nations. The engagement through which we try to realize the goal 
of disarmament in the field of chemical weapons must have its counterpart 
in other realms, specifically in the nuclear one."

- a

As I said before, 1989 begins with good winds filling our sails, 
the Paris Conference, we are all solemnly committed to conclude at the 
earliest date the convention on the comprehensive prohibition of chemical 
weapons.
delegation hopes to see this new engagement of the international community 
reflected in the work of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons.

After

We know there is no other way, no parallel track. The Brazilian

The work carried out during the inter-sessional period already furnished 
proof that things are moving. Under the chairmanship of Ambassador Sujka of 
Poland, the three working group chairmen made us advance in some relevant 
points of our agenda, 
under the co-ordination of Mr. Numata of the Japanese delegation, especially 
taking into account the sensitivity of the main item tackled therein - 
"Guidelines for the conduct of challenge inspections", 
agrees that these guidelines should be seen in the light of the principles of 
on-site inspection on challenge still contained in appendix II, it should be 
recognized that the discussions were enriching and that the different and 
diverging points of view expressed were very even-handedly reflected in the 
text finally included in appendix I.

We would like to single out the work done in Group C,

While my delegation

Many important parts of our "rolling text" could not be addressed, for 
obvious reasons, in the short period between sessions, 
with in the coming weeks.

They should be dealt
At this juncture, I would like to underline that my 

delegation considers that the time has come to address more forcefully the 
issue of economic and technological development, which is the core of 
article XI of our draft, still in appendix II. 
concept of the article seems to be withering away, 
welcome development, for this article, as well as article X, constitutes a key 
to the universality of our future convention.

Some resistance to the basic
This would be a most

We think that economic and 
technological co-operation, besides its intrinsic merits, can serve also as a 
significant confidence-building measure.
confidence-building measures" adopted by the United Nations Disarmament 
Commission at its 1988 session, and endorsed in resolution 43/78 H, 
confidence relates to a wide spectrum of activities in the interaction 
States, a comprehensive approach is indispensable and confidence—building is 
necessary in the political, military, economic, social, humanitarian and 
cultural fields" (paragraph 1.3. 2. 2).

As stated in the "Guidelines for

"since 
among

The document goes on to state 
(paragraph 2.3.1) that "confidence in international relations is based on the 
belief in the co-operative disposition of other States. Confidence will
increase to the extent that the conduct of States, over time, indicates their 
willingness to practise non-aggressive and co-operative behaviour".



CD/PV.486
11

(Mr. Azambuja, Brazil)

What better settinq and what better model for co-operation than a 
disarmament agreement such as the one we are in the process of negotiating? 
What better reason to have confidence and engage in a free flow of scientific 
knowledge in chemistry than the formal and verifiable obligation of other 
States parties not to develop, produce, stockpile or use chemical weapons?
And in return, what better way to be confident that the activities of other 
parties are really geared to purposes not forbidden by the convention than to 
share with them information, knowledge and a general co-operative approach?

By the same token, we hold in great esteem the idea and the 
implementation of national trial inspections. I can announce today to this 
Conference that Brazil conducted such an inspection on 6 December 1988, at a 
facility in Camaçari, Bahia. My delegation will circulate the report of this 
inspection later in the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons and present its 
conclusions in the presence of one of the experts that participated in it. 
This trial inspection is one more proof of the readiness of my Government to 
successfully complete our negotiations on a chemical weapons ban. We hope 
more delegations will conclude trial inspections and report their findings to 
the Conference.

I have concentrated my attention today on the Paris Conference, on the 
future work of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, under the able and 
stimulating new chairmanship of Ambassador Morel, and finally on the national 
trial inspection conducted by Brazilian experts. 
occasion my observations on other relevant points of our agenda.

I reserve for another
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International tension has diminished, and the world has become a quieter
The "cold war" is on the way out and real prerequisites are

The
and safer place.
beinq created for humanity to enter a peaceful era in its history. 
Soviet-American Treaty on the Elimination of Intermediate-Ranqe an»-.
Shorter-Range Missiles is beinq implemented. Prospects are fair for reaching 
agreement between the Soviet Union and the United States on the reduction 
of strategic offensive arms. The agreement in Vienna on a significant 
Final Document, along with the mandate for negotiations on conventional armed 
forces in Europe, are indicators of the effectiveness of the new, realistic 
approaches to international affairs. There are grounds to expect a successful 
outcome at the negotiations on the complete prohibition of chemical weapons 
(I shall be referring to this issue in greater detail later on). There is a 
shift towards putting an end to regional conflicts. These first real steps in 
improving the international situation in the field of disarmament have become 
possible because understanding of the need for a period of peace is gaining 
momentum and is becoming the dominant trend. To consolidate this sound trend 
it is necessary to promote all the positive achievements of the past few 
years, to develop and intensify political dialogue, aiming at the search for 
solutions to problems rather than confrontation, the exchange of constructive 
ideas rather than recriminations.

Today's realities are such that this dialogue requires continuing and
Theactive participation by all countries and all regions of the world, 

internationalization of the dialogue and the negotiating process is necessary 
to bring harmony to international relations and put them on a more stable 
basis.
Soviet delegation to the Conference on Disarmament draws its inspiration from 
these ideas and will continue to do so, both at the negotiations on a chemical 
weapons ban and in discussing other agenda items.

To us the above-mentioned ideas are not just abstract notions. The

CD/PV.486
13

(Mr. Nazarkin, USSR)

Before I turn to the state of affairs at the negotiations on a chemical• • •
weapons ban, I would like to dwell upon the importance the Paris Conference 
on the prohibition of chemical weapons has for these negotiations.
Paris Conference occupies a prominent place in the 1989 chronicle, which 
has just begun to be written, 
participants - 149 - by the record time by world standards required for its 
organization, and by the preparedness of the world community manifested at the 
Conference to reach agreement on complex military/political issues, 
the Conference became a world assembly on the prohibition of chemical weapons.

The

This is demonstrated by the number of its

In fact

Without belittling the importance of the other provisions of the Paris 
Final Act, I would especially point out the call for the early conclusion of 
a comprehensive convention on the complete prohibition and destruction of



Soviet Union has done everything in its power to eliminate
In particular, during the last

The
difficulties with the future convention, 
inter-sessional period we developed our position as regards permitted

The Soviet side has agreed to 
of such chemicals (up to 100 grams) for

production of schedule [1] chemicals. 
laboratory synthesis of small amounts
research and medical purposes provided the convention ensures the strict 
prohibition of the development of chemical weapons everywhere. We have also

provisions in the con ention under which it
to productiontoexpressed our 

would be possof schedule [1] chemicals outside a small-scale facility in amounts exceeding 
100 grams for pharmaceutical purposes, with a specific amount laid down for 
each chemical depending on its characteristics and specific uses, naturally

As you know, these steps of ours have
According

case to givein each

under effective international controls.
already made it possible to move towards agreement on article VI. 
to the assessment made by the distinguished representative of Sweden,
Mrs. M.-B. Theorin, in her statement here in the Conference on
7 February 1989, they "demonstrate a constructive and flexible approach to the 
negotiations and could serve as a basis for agreement". Yet, the solution of 
the remaining problems does not depend only on us. The elaboration of the

multilateral process in which forward movement can be assuredconvention is a
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(Mr. Nazar kin, USSR)

In essence, the States participating in the Conference in 
intention of working towards the complete prohibition andchemical weapons.

Paris declared their 
elimination of chemical weapons.

interest to the statement made at the meeting on
R. Dumas, whoWe listened with keen

7 February by the Minister for Foreign Affairs of France, Mr. 
officially introduced the Paris Final Act and set out interesting ideas about 
ways to step up negotiations on the convention. Whilst giving due credit to 
the considerable contribution made by the initiators and organizers of the 
Paris Conference, I would nevertheless venture to express the view that the

impossible without the progress achieved in
It was not

in Paris would have beensuccess
the Geneva negotiations on chemical weapons.the past few years at only a refusal to accept chemical weapons, but also the understanding that the

issue of their complete prohibition was ripe for a final solution, and that 
nearly all the basic elements of the future convention have already been 
worked out, which made it possible to draft the provisions on the early

convention that appeared in the Paris Declaration.
already achieved and giving a power impetus to

Thus, byconclusion of the 
building upon the progress 
further efforts, the Paris Conference became a major event marking the entry
of the negotiations into their decisive stage.

it is extremely important, without losing momentum, 
Paris Declaration into the language of the Geneva 
transform the political provisions agreed therein into

a direct instruction to

We believe that now 
to translate the
negotiations, to
concrete positions. We regard this document as 
urgently redouble our efforts to resolve expeditiously the remaining issues 
and to conclude the convention at the earliest date. This objective is based 

realistic assessment of the situation. In actual fact relatively few
Furthermore, work on these issues is now well

having been made on each in the form
on a
unresolved issues remain.
advanced, with greater or lesser progress

lesser degree of agreement on political or technical problems.of a greater or

(T
> <

C 
fl
>ui 

-Q



CD/PV.486
15
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only through joint efforts. Specifically, there is another State possessing a 
chemical weapons stockpile which is as considerable as ours, and we cannot 
expect a successful outcome without its positive contribution to the 
negotiations. We have, of course, duly noted the statements in favour of a 
chemical weapons ban made during the election campaign by the newly elected 
President of the United States, G. Bush. We hope that it will not be too long 
before we see these statements materialize into specific positions on the part 
of the United States delegation at the negotiations. We also welcome the 
positive changes in the French position which were announced by 
President Mitterrand at the United Nations and which were referred to here in 
Geneva by Minister Dumas.

Now a few words about our approach to the main tasks facing the 
negotiations. They include in the first place the issue of undiminished 
security of participants in the convention during the first 10-year period 
after entry into force. The solution to this issue should be based on a 
complete cessation of development and production of chemical weapons, strict 
verification of stockpiles of these weapons and facilities for their 
production, assymetric reductions leading to a levelling out at a certain 
point after the entry of the convention into force, and the creation of 
machinery for co-operation in the field of protection from chemical weapons. 
Another important factor that should not be ignored, in our view, is 
confidence-building not only during the initial period after the convention 
enters into force but also prior to its entry into force, as well as the need 
to ensure universal accession to the future convention as soon as possible.
The Paris Conference provides an impetus to solving this problem as well, by 
calling upon all States to become parties to the convention as soon as it is 
concluded. In fact the preparations for the convention's entry into force 
have already begun. This is being facilitated in particular by the national 
verification experiments being conducted in a number of States. Judging from 
our experience, they may prove useful not only from the standpoint of 
elaborating inspection procedures, but also in enabling States to gain initial 
experience in their practical application.

Soviet specialists are getting ready for the entry into operation of the 
chemical weapons destruction facility in Chapaevsk, so as to proceed 
immediately to the destruction of the chemical weapon stockpile as soon as the 
facility is ready, even before the convention enters into force, 
connection, special attention is being paid to security and ecological aspects 
of the problem of destruction.

In this

It is important to finalize agreement on the issue of verification.
First and foremost, I am thinking of challenge inspections. Work carried out 
during the past two years provides a sound basis for that. Agreement also has 
yet to be reached on verification under article VI of the draft convention, 
including verification in respect of laboratory synthesis of 
schedule [1] chemicals and the production of super-toxic lethal chemicals 
which are not chemical warfare agents. We believe that in order to finalize 
the verification system we can use the existing potential in the form of 
ideas which have been advanced. What I mean is the possibility for the 
international inspectorate to conduct on-site inspections on its own
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initiative if, in carryinq out its verification activities of a systematic
Last year, ideasnature, the need arises to clarify any ambiquous situations.

advanced by the Federal Republic of Germany and the
We hope that the authors of the

tj this effect were
United Kinqdom and before that by Australia, 
idea of ad hoc inspections will make their proposals more specific.

National trial inspections can play a significant role in the elaboration
We concluded such an experiment lastof the verification system as a whole.

December at the chemical plant in Dzerzhinsk, at the facility producing 
N,N-dialkylaminoethanols, i.e., a key precursor considered in the context of 

Both an initial visit involving the preparation of a facility 
attachment, and a routine inspection, were carried out. 
conducting the experiment considerable use was made of the recommendations 
deawn up in September 1988 at the multilateral consultations under the

In our opinion, as early as tnis spring

schedule [2].
In preparing for and

guidance of the Swedish delegation.
session it is necessary to analyse thoroughly the results of national 
experiments and map out the programme for future work in this field, 
also evident that the problem of verification of non-production of chemical

cannot be adequately solved without parallel progress on other aspects 
Therefore, we deem it important to continue efforts to secure

It is

weapons 
of article VI.
agreement on the provisions relating to the schedules of chemicals and a 
procedure for including in the schedules, when necessary, new chemicals posing 
a risk for the convention.

In this context, it is very important to block off all possible avenues
In this connection, I thinkfor developing new types of chemical weapons. 

we should give more substantive consideration to the proposal to set up a 
scientific council within the framework of the organs of the convention.
We are looking forward to receiving the document on that subject which 
Minister R. Dumas of France promised to submit to the Conference in the near 

Other aspects of the machinery of the future convention also remainfuture.
to be finalized, including the issue of the composition of the Executive
Council.

Finally, efforts should be continued to draft the final clauses of the
The new stage the negotiationsconvention and to resolve other legal issues, 

have entered requires a new approach to the organizational aspect as well. It 
is clear that we currently face a situation in which many outstanding issues 
run through all our work, and that their solution requires an integrated 
approach to various articles of the convention, annexes and other parts of 
the "rolling text". We therefore lend our support to the efforts of the 
representative of France, Ambassador P. Morel, to change the structure of work 
of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons in order to create additional
"administrative opportunities" for redoubling our efforts at the 
negotiations.
be directed towards reaching agreement on the text of the convention. 
results of the Paris Conference impose a great responsibility on the 
Conference on Disarmament. We believe that the first response should be the 
adoption of an improved mandate for the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons 
taking those results into account and guiding the participants in the 
negotiations towards their early successful conclusion.

Naturally, in so doing our main attention should continue to
The
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We note with satisfaction, that respondinq to the call by the Paris 
Conference, a number of countries have for the first time submitted 
to participate in the chemical weapons negotiations as observers, 
new participants into the negotiations, in our opinion, proves on the one hand 
that the negotiations have entered a decisive phase, and on the other should 
contribute to the elaboration of a truly global convention.

requests
Bringing

We agree with
those who believe that it is necessary to concentrate the efforts of the 
Conference now on finalizing the elaboration of the convention on chemical 
weapons. This, however, should not justify marking time in other areas of the 
Conference's work. The fact that the Conference on Disarmament has so far 
been unable to begin practical work on banning nuclear tests is absolutely 
inadmissible. I would like to recall that the United Nations General Assembly 
has called upon the Conference on Disarmament to begin substantive work on all 
aspects of such a treaty at this year's session, 
such work is contained in the "Basic provisions of a treaty on the complete 
and general prohibition of nuclear weapon tests", advanced jointly by the USSR 
and other socialist countries in June 1987.

In our opinion the basis for

The Soviet delegation believes 
that it would be possible at the present stage to focus on verification issues 
and put into practice the proposal made by the USSR Minister for Foreign 
Affairs, E.A. Shevardnadze, for the establishment of a special group of 
scientific experts to prepare as soon as possible practical proposals 
system of monitoring the non-conduct of nuclear tests.

on a
We favour the early

drawing up of a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of tests, and 
believe that under the present circumstances, a step-by-step approach to 
resolving this problem is justifiable as well.
Soviet-Aroerican talks on nuclear testing, which are based on such a 
step-by-step approach, do not replace multilateral efforts in this field. 
These two processes should be mutually complementary and lead to a single 
final result.

In our opinion, the
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I had hoped today to be able also to re-establish the ad hoc committees 
on chemical weapons and on the prevention of an arms race in outer space, but 
unfortunately consultations have not yet produced results.
that members are consulting actively, and it is my hope that we will succeed 
soon, so that the Conference might adopt the relevant decision at the 
plenary meeting next Thursday, 
as the secretariat is processing draft decisions on the participation of 
non-members in both ad hoc committees, under items 4 and 5, and I am sure that 
you will all agree with me that invitations to them to participate in our work 
should be extended at the earliest possible date.

However, I know

I shall be happy if we are able to do so,



485th plenary meeting, when we reach the end of the
, theAs announced at our

speakers, I intend to put before the Conference, for 
of the Ad hoc Comnittee on Chemical Weapons contained

~am also glad to inform you that agreement has been reached 
the mandate and chairmanship of the Ad hoc 

We shall also deal with requests from 
non-members to participate in the work of the Ad hoc Comnittee. 
those questions before the Conference at an informal meeting once our list o 
speakers is exhausted. Imnediately afterwards we shall resume the plenary to 
formalize those decisions.

* 14
list

document CD/881.
at informal consultations on 
Committee on Chemical Weapons. I shall put
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I declare open the 487th plenary meeting of theThe PKESIDENT: 
Conference on Disarmament.
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(Mr. von Stülpnagel, Federal Republic of Germany)

This situation is growing increasingly untenable. Consequently, my 
delegation suggest that the Conference may wish to reassess, in a pragmatic 
manner, the priorities for its deliberations in this year's session. We might 
ponder the possibility of developing consensus on what I would call a 
tenporarily selected concentration on those subjects of the agenda the urgency 
of which is undisputed, and for which the prospect for consensus solutions is 
well founded.

Nobody would belittle the terrible consequences of a nuclear exchange or 
of an intensive conventional conflict. Nobody will deny the Conference the 
right to study in depth the issues which relate to such events, including 
possible security guarantees for non-nuclear-weapon countries or the eventual 
insertion of efforts in this direction into a conprehensive disarmament

It may be, however, that such issues are not imnediately amenable
Indeed, dissenting views in these 

areas appear to be at the forefront. Moreover, there are other urgent 
subjects on our agenda with a higher degree of commonality, and which seem 
closer to a consensus solution. Oie of the subjects which come immediately 
into mind is chemical weapons.

programme.
to constructive resolution here in the CD.
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I think that the recent activities which have resulted in a notable 
alleviation of East-West tensions could now permit the Conference to 
concentrate its work on the negotiations to ban chemical weapons, even if this 
results in somewhat lesser attentiveness to some other points of our agenda. 
The unexpected and unhappy spread of the idea of the possible usefulness of 
chemical weapons, and the recent use of those weapons, making no distinction 
between combatants and non-combatants, has sharpened our eagerness to secure a

We have seen that as long as the development,global chemical weapons ban.
production, storage and transfer of chemical weapons is not prohibited, the 
danger of their use continues too. The States which attended the recent Paris 
Conference declared that only a ccmprehensive and global interdiction of 
chemical weapons can solve this problem.

A total of 149 States have confirmed the urgency of this task and vowed 
to redouble their efforts at the negotations on the subject here in Geneva. 
Redoubling our already solid and conscientious work can only mean more time, 
more manpower and more focused and success-oriented work, 
programme
Conmittee for 1989 reflects this view.
Conference should utilize all possibilities to put at the disposal of this 
programne the necessary time and resources.

The new work
and method proposed by the Chairman-designate of the Ad hoc

I plead, therefore, that the

I would like to close my remarks with a thought that goes beyond the
A convention banning chemical weapons is an

But there
inmediate necessities before us.
urgent task, in itself, and does not need elaborate justification, 
is an aspect of our efforts which goes beyond this imnediate aim of the 
conclusion of a multilateral CW convention, and which will have an inpact on 
future chances for all multilateral disarmament efforts, 
the subject of a CW ban, and the inportance of our being able to negotiate an 
acceptable agreement on a multilateral basis, combine to constitute a litmus 
test of whether it is possible for the world community to conduct meaningful 
multilateral negotiations at all and to ccme up with consensus final products 

Since Paris, we know that there is a

The importance of

fundamental consensus in thisor not.
world that chemical weapons should be banned. 
acknowledge that consensus, but execute it in

Our Conference should not only
the appropriate way.
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(Mr. Dolgu, Romania)

I would now like to share a few ideas of a general nature with you on the
on somestate of disarmament negotiations and the problems therein, as well as 

avenues the Conference might pursue. Present-day international life, in our 
view, continues to be marked by the existence throughout the world of enormous 
quantities of nuclear weapons. Their destructive capacity has been only 
slightly affected by the Soviet-American Treaty on the prohibition of 
intermediate-range and shorter-range nuclear missiles, and may indeed be

of the modernization of tactical nuclear forces being 
At the same time, there are substantial stocks of

enhanced as a result 
contenplated by NATO, 
chemical weapons, which are to be supplemented by the production of binary

and chemical weapons are an integral part of
All this, together

Nuclear weapons
plans and combat tactics in certain countries.

of the nuclear deterrent as the basis for military
and strengthen security, and

weapons.
armament
with the maintenance
doctrines, is hardly likely to ensure peace

and maintains the risk of war.stimulates the arms race

We would also like to recall that a few years ago, when the idea of a new 
start in disarmament efforts was being mooted, Romania suggested the idea of a 
global integrated approach to disarmament. It spoke in favour of a 
canprehens ive prog ranine of disarmament, based on nuclear disarmament and also 
including measures to eliminate chemical weapons and other weapons of mass 
destruction, as well as substantial reductions in conventional weapons, troops 
and military expenditure. We had in mind that in the way people think, as in 
every day life - in doctrines, in the very conception of defence and armed 
forces, there was an indissoluble link between the various types of weapons.

But although a step is going to
Because

• • »

It took seme time for this to be recognized.
be taken in that direction soon in Vienna, much remains to be done, 
the individual, separate, piecemeal approach to various types of weapons still 
prevails. It is high time to ask a question: is it possible to guarantee

and independence for peoples and at the same time forge real and equalpeace
security for all if we continue to act in isolation to eliminate one or two 
types of weapons of mass destruction - nuclear weapons and chemical weapons ?

(continued)
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This approach, by its very nature andWe do not consider that it is possible, 
by the nature of the results that could be achieved does not protect us 
against attempts to use force or the threat of force, against the 
possibilities that certain States might blackmail others by threatening to use
one or other of these weapons.

An effective and equitable nuclear and chemical weapon disarmament 
process should be so designed that it does not lead to new imbalances in 
international life and does not open the way to the appearance of power 
centres which might impose their own domination on the world. Such a process 
would have to be based on the principle of equal security for all States. All 
this leads us to consider that nuclear and chemical disarmament should be 
dealt with in a unitary manner and that the simultaneous elimination of these 
weapons, and the shift to general disarmament, constitute the major objective 
at the present stage. Romania, which possesses neither nuclear weapons nor 
chemical weapons and has no intention of producing them, believes that firm 
action is required to achieve the stage-by-stage elimination of these weapons 
as soon as possible, which would pre-suppose the cessation of production and 
testing as well as the destruction of all nuclear and chemical weapon stocks 
and the outlawing of these weapons.

On this basis it would seem necessary for this new session of the 
Conference on Disarmament to make its contribution to establishing the 
foundations for an effective negotiating process in nuclear and chemical 
disarmament taking place simultaneously. Specific measures must be adopted 
which could lead to the complete elimination of nuclear and chemical weapons 
and other weapons of mass destruction, the prohibition of such weapons and the 
destruction of existing stockpiles. These measures should be designed in a 
unitary way as components of a set of actions intended to contribute to 
international stability, to place relations between States on new foundations, 
on equality and respect for independence and sovereignty, non-interference in 
internal affairs and the elimination of force and the threat of force.
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Romania subnitsOn the prohibition and destruction of chemical weapons, 
the following proposals:

In the light of the interdependence between chemical weapons and nuclear 
weapons, the development and implementation of the convention on the 
elimination of chemical weapons should be carried out at the same time as the 
development and implementation of a universal treaty on the prohibition and 
the complete stage-by-stage elimination of nuclear weapons*,

The future convention on the prohibition and elimination of chemical 
weapons and the agreed verification measures should in no way affect the 
development of the chemical industry or the technical and scientific potential 
of each and every country, or their use for economic and social progress;

The guaranteeing of the broadest possible access by all countries to the 
achievements of modern science and technology, and the promotion of peaceful 
co-operation in the chemical field ;

Pending the destruction of all chemical weapons, chemical-weapon States 
should undertake not to make any use of these arms in any circumstances.

CD/PV. 487
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(Ms. Sinegiorgis, Ethiopia)

, the Paris Conference on the prohibition of chemical weapons
reaffirmation of the

The Final Declaration, 
clarion call for the speedy

... Moreover 
which took place from 7 to 11 January 1989 was a 
universal political will to ban chemical weapons, 
which was unanimously adopted, should serve 
conclusion of the long-awaited convention.

as a
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... It is gratifying to note that much progress has been made in the 
elaboration of the convention on chemical weapons during the past year. In 
this regard, I hasten to add that the Paris Conference has been a resounding 
success. We note with satisfaction that the Conference not only made the 
reaffirmation of the 1925 Geneva Protocol possible, but also called upon the 
Conference on Disarmament "to redouble its efforts, as a matter of urgency, to 
resolve expeditiously the remaining issues and to conclude the convention at 
the earliest date".

In this connection, I would like to seize this opportunity to convey the 
profound appreciation of my Government to the Government of France for 
convening the Conference and for its generous hospitality. I would also like 
to proffer our sincere thanks to His Excellency Mr. Boland Dumas, Minister for 
Foreign Affairs, for having taken his precious time to officially introduce to 
us the Final Declaration of the Conference. Let me also pay a particular 
tribute to the distinguished representative of France, Ambassador Pierre ftorel, 
for his indefatigable efforts in the preparations for the Conference.

It is evident from the Final Declaration of the Paris Conference that 
there is an expressed general will to ban chemical weapons once and for all. 
Moreover, the Final Declaration states, inter alia: "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".

Ethiopia was among the first States to accede to the 1925 Geneva Protocol. 
It is one of the paradoxes of history that Ethiopia was also one of the first 
countries to fall victim to the use of chemical weapons.
considers these weapons and their complete destruction a matter of the utmost 
priority. Furthermore, it is my duty to inform this Conference that my 
country does not produce or stockpile chemical weapons.

Ethiopia therefore

At this juncture, we would like to note with satisfaction the 
considerable progress made during the inter-sessional work of the

hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons. We welcome the deletion of appendix ill 
on security stocks. My delegation also coimiends the work done in the areas of 
confidentiality, assistance and protection, as well as the conduct of 
challenge inspections. In this regard, I would like on behalf of my 
delegation to express my sincere gratitude to the Chairman of the 
Ad hoc Conmittee, His Excellency Ambassador Sujka of Poland, for his timeless 
efforts in successfully guiding the deliberations of the Ad hoc Committee.
Our appreciation also goes to the chairmen of the three working groups, namely 
Mr. Andrej Cima of Czechoslovakia, Mr. Pablo Macedo of Mexico and 
Mr. Sadaaki Numata of Japan.
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The PRESIDENT:

1 £*£ it that the Conference adopts the report
If

of the _______
there is no objection, I shall take
of the Ad hoc Conmittee.

It was so decided.

As agreed at the outset, I shall now suspend the plenary 
meeting and convene an informal meeting to take up the re-establishment of the 
Ad hoc Conmittee on Chemical We at» ns, the appointment of its Chairman and

States to participate in our work.

The PRESIDEOT:

requests from non-member
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(The President)

I now turn to working paper CD/WP. 360, dealing with the re-establishment 
of the Ad hoc Conmittee on Chemical Weapons. In connection with the process 
leading to the adoption of that working paper, I would like to make the 
following remarks.

I had consultations in connection with some proposals advanced about the 
mandate of the Conmittee on CW at the plenary session on 7 February. From my 
consultations with all the groups , a consensus did not emerge, but there was a 
general will to start the work of the Conmittee without delay. In 
consideration of these facts and in order to start the work, I propose that we 
re-establish the Conmittee on the basis of the existing mandate. Therefore, I 
shall now proceed to put before the Conference for adoption working 
paper Œ/VJP. 360. If I see no objection, I shall take it that the Conference 
adopts the draft decision.

It was so decided.

I would like to add some other words after the adoptionThe PRES ID EOT :
I hope that the Ad hoc Conmittee onof the decision on the mandate.

Chemical Weapons, which has just been re-established, will work in the spirit 
of the Final Declaration of the Paris Conference.

I now turn to the appointment of the Chairman of the Ad hoc Conmittee on 
Chemical Weapons. I understand that there is consensus on the appointment of 
Ambassador Pierre Morel of France as Chairman of the Ad hoc Conmittee, as 
reconmended in the report of the Ad hoc Conmittee adopted today. 
it that the Conference so agrees?

May I take

It was so decided.

I extend our congratulations to Ambassador Morel on this
I also wish

The PRES ID EOT;
We are glad to have him in that position.important assignment. 

him every success in discharging his inportant responsibilities as Chairman of 
the Ad hoc Conmittee. Is there any other delegation wishing to take the 

I give the floor to the representative of Sweden.floor?
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Mr. MOLANDER (Sweden) :_________ As item co-ordinator for chemical weapons of the
Group of 21, I have been enpowered to make the following statement.

The Group of 21 expresses its satisfaction that the Ad hoc Conmittee on 
Chemical Weapons has been re-established. The Group would also like to take 
this opportunity to extend its sincere congratulations to Ambassador Morel of 
France as the new Chairman of the Conmittee. Ambassador Morel embodies the
very spirit of the Paris Conference, to which he made such decisive 
contributions with his dynamism, enthusiasm and intellectual discipline. 
Group of 21 pledges to work with him in that very spirit.

The

At the opening meeting of the Conference, on 7 February, as you have just 
recalled, Mr. President, the Group of 21 proposed that the mandate for the 
M hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons should be inproved, firstly by including 
a reference to the prohibition of use of chemical weapons, and secondly, by 
deleting the phrase "except for its final drafting ".
States and China supported these proposals.

The Group of Socialist

14

(Mr. Mo lander, Sweden)

The proposals were not intended to be controversial. In fact, the Group
could not foresee that the proposed amendments could cause difficulties to any 
group or any country which participated in the General Assembly and the 
Paris Conference, where such language was agreed to by consensus, 
therefore with a considerable degree of disappointment that the Group of 21 
has taken note of the fact that the Conference as a whole is not in a position 
to join consensus on the two proposals.

It is

The Group of 21, hovever, considers that it is of paramount interest that 
work in the Ad hoc Conmittee on Chemical weapons should be pursued 
immediately. It has therefore agreed not to press further its proposals for 
an improved mandate, thus enabling the Conmittee to start its substantive work 
as of this week. The position of the Group is clear, however, and it hopes 
that the Conference will wish to review the mandate at an appropriate time 
during the 1989 session.

Whatever the mandate, the Group of 21 is ready, in the words of the Paris 
Declaration, "to redouble its efforts, as a matter of urgency, to resolve 
expeditiously the remaining issues and to conclude the convention at the 
earliest date".
very beginning will show that our resolve is shared by all.

This concludes the statement of the Group of 21.

It is our hope that the future work of the Conmittee from its
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It is a pleasure for me to congratulate
his election as Chairman of the 

I would like to assure him of my
Mr. ROSTOV (Bulgaria) :

Ambassador More 1 on behalf of my Group on 
Ad hoc Comnittee on Chemical Weapons.

readiness to co-operate in the course of the negotiations which lieGroup 's 
ahead during this year.

We have just adopted the mandate for the £d hoc Committee on
the following statement for the recordI would like to makeChemical Weapons, 

on behalf of the Group of Socialist States.

First, the Group of Socialist States believes that the final elaboration 
at the earliest date of a tru ltilateral convention on the complete and 
effective prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling and use of 
all chemical weapons, and on their destruction, is a matter of highest 
priority for the Conference on Disarmament.

Second, the world conmunity expects us to conclude our work urgently and _
explicitly made in resolutions 43/74 A and C of 

United Nations and in the Final Declaration of the
We consider these

This request wasresponsibly.
the General Assembly of the
Paris Conference on the prohibition of chemical weapons.

manifestations of the strong political will of all participatingdocuments ascountries to do everything possible to rid the world of chemical weapons.

Thirdly, the year 1989 will be crucial on our way to a
obliged by the world conmunity to markchemical-weapon-free world. we are

15

(Mr. Rostov, Bulgaria)

From this point of viewthat we are entering a new phase in our negotiations. 
last year's mandate is outdated and does not duly reflect the present 
situation and the tasks before us. We have in mind, first of all, the need to 
delete the restrictive provision "except for its final drafting ", as well as

clear mandate from the Paris Conference to achieve
"as soon as possible", but 

It was also suggested that we should reproduce

to indicate that we have a 
a convention not "at the earliest possible date" or
simply "at the earliest date", 
the full title of the convention, which includes the prohibition of use, as in 
the General Assembly resolution and as in the Final Declaration of the

Changing the mandate would be a clear signal that we are 
seriously addressing our conmitments expressed in the Paris Declaration.
Paris Conference.

Fourthly, our group made specific proposals to this effect during the
We also supported the amendments to the oldconsultations on the mandate, 

mandate proposed by the Group of 21 at the plenary meeting on 7 February.

Fifthly, we are disappointed that it has not been possible so far to
We still do not understand theimprove the ma ndate of the Ad hoc Committee, 

rationale of the Western Group, which opposed any change in the mandate. 
However, bearing in mind that lengthy discussions on the mandate would be 
detrimental to the. substantive work of the Conmittee, we decided not to stand

But we do not consider this issuein the way of the decision just taken, 
closed, and believe that it should be possible to continue the consultations 
on the mandate with the aim of coming to an agreement during the current
session of the Conference.
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Miss SOLESBY (United Kingdom): I look forward to congratulating you, 
Mr. President, and to welcoming our new colleagues when I take the floor to 
speak on behalf of the United Kingdom. This morning I am speaking on behalf 
of the Western Group.

As Co-ordinator of the Western Group, I warmly welcome the establishment
The speed with which this has 

It has followed
of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, 
been accomplished is a good augury for our future work, 
detailed, informal consultations held by yourself. I thank you,
Mr. President, and colleagues from all groups who have helped to make this
possible.

The Committee has a task of great inportance before it. 
to resuming the substantive negotiations without delay. 
is that each of us here should contribute to our utmost to resolving the

We will all have in mind the call of
Indeed

We look forward 
The important thing

remaining problems in our negotiations.
the Final Document of the Paris Conference to redouble our efforts, 
the report of the Ad hoc Committee in CD/881, which we have just adopted, 
contains the consensus recommendation that "the results of the 
Paris Conference on the prohibition of chemical weapons be taken into account 
in the future work on the convention".

16

(Miss Solesby, United Kingdom)

Western Group countries have made major contributions in the past, and
We want aintend to maintain their efforts intensively in the months ahead.

As the distinguished Ambassador ofgood convention as soon as possible.
Belgium, speaking as the Western Co-ordinator, said on 7 February, "What I can 

of is that the Western Group, together with all the otherassure you
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".

While I have the floor, I would like to refer to one particular passage 
in the Paris Declaration, namely that which establishes that "any State 
wishing to contribute to these negotiations should be able to do so".
Western Group of countries is pleased that a larger number of Governments, not 
members of the Conference on Disarmament, have applied to participate in the 
work of the Pd hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons than ever before, 
the work of the Ad hoc Committee will much benefit from the presence of all 
these countries, and look forward to co-operating with them.

Lastly, I should like to join others in expressing the pleasure of the 
Western Group of countries at the accession of Ambassador Pierre Morel as 
Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee. His well-known personal qualities, and 
above all his eminent contribution to the successful outcome of the 
Paris Conference, give us every confidence in his leadership of our work 
during the coming months.

The

We believe
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At the outset, I am mostMr. FAN (China) (translated from Chinese): 
pleased to Express my warm congratulations to Ambassador Morel of France on 
his assumption of this year's chairmanship of the Ad hoc Committee on CW. I 
am confident that, under his able guidance, the work of the Committee will be 
crowned with new successes. I also wish to avail myself of the opportunity to 
express my appreciation to Ambassador Sujka of Poland for his positive
contributions.

the mandate of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons is 
conducted serious discussions under your guidance,

the position of the Chinese delegation,
today I would

As far as 
concerned, we have 
Mr. President. I have made known

the statement made by the Group of 21.
Chinese delegation hopes that this year's mandate 

Chemical Weapons will see some improvement in
resolutions of the forty-third session of the

At the

including its views on 
simply reiterate that the 
for the Ad hoc Committee on 
accordance with the relevant

Final Declaration of the Paris Conference.

ïüîs
substantive work as soon as possible.

CD/PV.487
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(The President)

turn to requests from non-members to participate in the work of the 
In that connection, I should like to note that for

I now
Ad hoc Committee.
technical reasons relating to a process of consultations, the secretariat had 
to prepare the working papers relating to invitations to non-members with a 
reference to a subsidiary body on agenda item 5. This should be disregarded, 
as we have not been able yet to re-establish that Ad hoc Committee. We shall 
consider the references to a subsidiary body on agenda item 5 as deleted from 
working paper CD/WP.359 and Add.l to 19.
Committee on the Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space, we shall then take 
the working papers up again to deal with agenda item 5. I shall list those 
countries requesting participation under agenda item 4,
Norway, Spain, Finland, Switzerland, Austria, Ireland, New Zealand, Democratic 
People's Republic of Korea, Portugal, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Denmark, Turkey, 
Republic of Korea, Senegal, Bangladesh, Syrian Arab Republic, Greece, Tunisia, 
Zimbabwe (which has also requested participation under items 6, 7 and 8 on the

When we re-establish the Ad hoc

"Chemical weapons":

agenda) and Iraq.
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(Mr. Ardekani, Islamic Republic of Iran)

Unfortunately, there are a few who do not discern this change. Those who 
do not appreciate that the world is changing or do not want to believe that. 
Let us hope that global negotiations on effective disarmament, with their 
collective nature, will be the instrument which expedites and paves the way 
for increasing understanding about this changing world. When we say the move 
toward disarmament is being expedited, it is because we observe that the draft 
of the convention banning chemical weapons is in the process of being 
finalized.
sole international body for disarmament negotiations.
Paris Conference reaffirmed the role of the Conference on Disarmament in 
finalizing a convention on all aspects of chemical weapons.

This is an achievement for the Conference on Disarmament as the
We have noted that the

Adherence to an absolute prohibition of chemical weapons should be 
globally verifiable, unconditional, and subject to no divergent 
interpretation. It should be unlimited in its application and duration. It 
should also have horizontal and vertical scope within and between countries. 
Under this convention, no justification should ever permit the use or threat 
of use of chemical weapons, nor should any one even seek to invoke Article 51 
of the Charter of the United Nations to justify the production, stockpiling or 
transfer of chemical weapons within the territory of a country or against any 
other nation. The verification and investigation procedures should be 
effective and leave no room for any violation.
with in accordance with Chapter VII of the Charter of the United Nations.

Any violation should be dealt

As the Conference on Disarmament is reaching the final stages of its 
deliberations on the draft of the new convention, it is our duty to involve 
non-member States and seek their adherence to this convention, 
regard, in particular, the adherence of those States which have used chemical 

those which assisted the violators in obtaining the technology to

In this

weapons,
produce and use chemical weapons, those which provided them with delivery 
systems, and those which violated their conmitments under the Geneva Protocol 
of 1925, is of the paramount inportance. It is also essential to secure the 
adherence of those States which have or can acquire the capability to produce,
stockpile or use chemical weapons.

Obviously, the dynamics of change in the world dictate that if a 
Government considers itself free of obligations with regard to the prohibition 
of chemical weapons, the determination of the world community should prevent 
such behaviour and should not allow a fiasco to take place.

It is in this sense that we believe the presence of observers in this 
august body should not be utilized for old polemics and politics of 
chicanery. This Conference has heard declarations in recent times by members 
which announced unilateral and bilateral reductions of weapons of mass 
destruction and the adoption of confidence-building measures, 
therefore cannot make its podium available to 
direction.

The Conference
those who do not move in this

This is not a podium for those who do not move toward peace and
The Conference should allowcollective security and relaxation of tension, 

those observers which would like to work genuinely for the cause of 
disarmament in general, and the complete prohibition of chemical weapons and 
the removal of the nuclear threat in particular, to render their sincere

It is in this spirit that their performance at the Conferencecontribution.
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(Mr. Ardekani, Islamic Republic of Iran)

their future co-operation and participation in the 
Their performance in other areas in easing

will also be under advisement and evaluation.

will be judged - on 
Conference on Disarmament.
tensions and moving toward peace

CD/PV. 487
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Mr. President, allow me toMr. MOREL (France) (translated from French): 
thank you for your very kind words and to thank all the delegations here for 
the trust that they have just shown, first of all in my country, in my 
delegation and finally in me personally.

Ztoland Dumas, Minister of State and Minister for Foreign Affairs 
of the French Republic, who said a few days ago, in this very roan, that we 

appreciative of the honour and responsibility conferred on us in 
this way with the chairmanship of the Ad hoc Conmi ttee on Chemical Weapons.
For my part I would add that we will do everything within our power to live up 
to this honour and responsibility. Allow me also on this occasion to thank 
all my colleagues here for the gestures of friendship, encouragement and good 
wishes that have been extended to us. I can say very sincerely that they will 
enable us to cope together and to deal with very demanding tasks in our work. 
These signs of friendship, this encouragement,
beyond political will, above and beyond the facilities that are made 
available, there is a human and personal element without which no major

I would like to take up the very
words of Mr.

were very

these wishes also show that,

endeavour is possible.

Next I would like to pay tribute to my predecessor, Ambassador Sujka, who 
in an exceptional way represents in the Conference, and in particular with 
regard to chemical weapons, continuity and also, in a certain way, the history 
of these negotiations, because he was Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee on 
Chemical Weapons twice.
accomplished with his three group chairmen, and with contributions from all 
delegations, during the year 1988, was a remarkable effort on the substance, 
which is reflected in the "rolling text", but which goes beyond what is

I am stressing this because I think that

And I would like to enphasize that what he

recorded in the "rolling text", 
without that effort, what was achieved at the Paris Conference would have 
remained slightly insubstantial, and that as a result of the work accomplished

take on its true dimensions.in 1988 that achievement, on the contrary, can now

The impetus has been building up for a 
The best way of responding to

And this will be ray last point, 
long time. We must pursue it and build on it.
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(Mr. Morel, France)

the confidence which has been shown in me - and for which I would like to 
thank all the delegations again - the best way of applying our collective 
determination, as manifested in the United Nations resolutions adopted by 

manifested in the Pelt is Declaration and, of course, in theconsensus, as
mandate itself, is quite s imply to announce that the Ad hoc Conmittee on 
Chemical Weapons will meet tomorrow morning at 10 a.m

and that during next week each of the five working groups will have
In this way, at the end of

then again on Monday,• /

at 3 p.m
its opening meeting with full conference services, 
next week the actual substantive work will have begun in all the areas where

• f

serious problems remain for us to solve.

CD/PV.488
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(Cardinal Casaroli, Holy See)

"Decalogue" presented you with an ambitious picture of
Notable among them, because of the seriousness

In 1979 your
sectors where you could work, 
of the problem and the emphasis placed on it by the United Nations 
General Assembly and the international community, is the oroblem of chemical 

Last year the Conference on Disarmament, which has long been active 
"its responsibility to conduct as a priority task 

multilateral convention on the complete and effective
weapons, 
in this area, and aware of 
the negotiations on a

(continued)
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prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons 
and on their destruction, and to ensure the preparation of the convention", 
re-established the Ad hoc Committee entrusted with pushing that process 

It is the wish of the Holy See that your work, backed up by the 
results of the recent Paris Conference that brought together the signatory 
States of the Geneva Protocol of 1925 and other States, and stimulated by the 
request made to you to redouble your efforts as a matter of urgency, will be

the world is awaiting as fast as possible. This 
those that humanity also expects in the domain of

ahead.

crowned with the success 
result will be parallel to 
nuclear weapons, remembering always the horrors for which chemical weapons

still be responsible, and the durability of their
On this point Ihave already been or can

decades after they have been used.
be reasonably put forward against the aimharmful effects, even 

think that no security argument can 
of complete and unreserved disarmament, while acknowledging the existence of 
many technical or legal problems in its execution. 
involvement of the civilian population are characteristic to some extent of 
any type of modern weaponry, as far as chemical weapons are concerned, or 

the cruelty factor, one might say, is there in the pure

If cruelty and the

those like them,
that is without any of the corresponding advantages of a military 
- advantages which are debatable and in some cases unjustifiable - 

are inherent in other types of weapon used for "deterrence".

state
nature that

There remains the question of an effective system of verification and
control, a question which is just as important in all the other schemes for 
the complete elimination or the "progressive and balanced" reduction of

to maintain an equal balance, particularly in the strategic area, 
which is still regarded as essential for safeguarding peace.

Conference is certainly able to provide a focus and a contribution that I
weapons, On this problem
your
think are particularly valuable.
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(Mr. Va^nac, Czechoslovakia)

Of course, the Conference on Disarmament today is wot (cinq in 
substantially different international circumstances from those of its 
oredecessors.

• » •

Moreover, the international climate has been changing rapidly 
Constructive dialogue, replacing confrontation, has alreadyin recent years.

orought tangible results in the negotiations on disarmament, the easing of 
tensions and the solution of regional conflicts, as well as co-operation in

The end of last year and the first weeks of this yearthe humanitarian field.
were particularly promising in this regard, 
the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe concluded its work,

A number of member States of the Warsaw Treaty

The Vienna follow-up meeting of

adopting important decisions.
Organization announced their decision to reduce their armed forces and 
armaments unilaterally and significantly. 
unprecedented call for the prohibition and elimination of all chemical weapons

The Paris Conference issued an

at the earliest date.

The Czechoslovak delegation considers the Conference on Disarmament 
sufficiently representative to address successfully the priority questions 
related to nuclear disarmament and the finalization of the chemical weapons 

Naturally, while specific measures are being discussed andconvention.
negotiated in this direction, arms must not be moved into outer space. 
Czechoslovakia does not see the tasks I have just mentioned as noble but

We are ready to contribute to their achievement throughdistant goals.
specific steps, including unilateral steps when there is a hope that they will
lead to positive developments.

(continued)



of prevention of the further proliferation of chemical 
ready to contribute to this goal as far as we are able, 

in mind the Czechoslovak Government has adopted legislative 
providing for controls on the export of dual-purpose chemicals.

this connection that the only purpose of this meas r
It is not

We are in favour 
We are With

weapons, 
this objective
measures
would like to stress in
is to contribute to the non-proliferation of chemical weapons, 
discriminatory against any country. We also consider that it will not hinder 

co-operation in the peaceful development of the chemical 
The full text of the said statement is contained in Conference

international 
industry, 
document CD/878.

and its Final Declaration have already been welcomed
floor since the beginning of this

The Paris Conference
here by practically all speakers taking the ...
session. We share the view that the Conference was an important political 
gathering confirming the validity of the Geneva Protocol while at the same 
time calling for the elaboration of a convention on the prohibition of the

of all chemical weapons and ondevelopment, production, stockpiling and use 
their destruction at the earliest date, as the most reliable guarantee agains

Czechoslovakia regards that as a highly urgent 
that fixing deadlines is arbitrary, and not

Perhaps this might be so if there is

the use of chemical weapons. 
It is argued by scxnetask.

acceptable for disarmament negotiations, 
a total absence of specific negotiations on a subject covered by a suggested

However, in the case of chemical weapons so much effort has already 
elaboration of the convention that the proposals for the time

deadline, 
gone into the
frames for its achievement advanced in Paris, as well as in this room 
recently, are not only quite realistic, but might also usefully remind us o 
the pledge we have all so solemnly subscribed to.

Paragraph 3 of the Final Declaration requests all States to make 
contributions to the negotiations in Geneva and to beccme parties to the 
convention as soon as it is concluded. As the Czechoslovak Government said in 
the statement mentioned above, we are prepared to be among the first States to 
accede to the chemical weapons convention. We regard the national inspection 

chemical industry facility we effected on 25 and 26 January 1989 in the 
town of Mnisek in central Bohemia as a contribution to the early finalization

The inspected facility is producing a schedule [3]
The report on this inspection will be submitted soon.

of a

of the convention, 
chemical.

We share the belief expressed by many representatives in our Conference, 
as well as at the third special session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament, that measures of a regional nature could also make a significant 
conrtribution to the negotiations on the chemical weapons convention. With 
this in view my country, together with the German Democratic Republic, 
proposed back in 1985 the creation of a chemical-weapon-free zone in

If established, in Europe as well as in other parts of theCentral Europe.

CD/PV. 488
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(Mr. Vajnar, Czechoslovakia)

the Government ofTwo days before the Paris Conference, on 5 January,
Czechoslovakia released a statement on issues concerning the prohibition and 
elimination of chemical weapons. This statement reaffirms that Czechoslovakia

manufacture or stockpile on its territory any chemical 
facilities for their development or production, 

this field is oriented exclusively towards protection 
and other peaceful goals.

does not possess, 
weapons.
scientific research in 
against the effects of chemical weapons

AllNor does it own

C
 M
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world, such zones could limit the proliferation of chemical weapons and lessen 
the threat of their use. 
the global ban on chemical weapons and would create more favourable conditions 
and a political atmosphere conducive to its early achievement.

In so doing they would strengthen efforts aimed at

Starting at the end of last November the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical 
Weapons met twice to continue work on the convention during the 
inter-sessional period. We consider the work done in the course of the six 
weeks useful. Under the chairmanship of Ambassadfor Sujka of Poland certain 
progress was registered on a number of issues, and some obstacles complicating 
the Committee's work in the past were removed. The Ad hoc Committee has just 
started its work for the 1989 session under the chairmanship of 
Ambassador Morel of France. The programme adopted is ambitious and should 

We welcome the fact that problems related tolead to intensive work.
article VI are going to be discussed actively. 
due attention will soon be accorded to the question of challenge inspections. 
Agreement on this issue would be a major step in the development of a general 
pattern of verification under a chemical weapons convention.

My delegation also hopes that
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'Mr. Aung Thant, Burma)

wish to let this opportunity pass without placing on record theI do not
sincere and profound thanks of my delegation to the French Government formost

hosting the historic Paris Conference on the prohibition of chemical weapons, 
and for the generous hospitality and most satisfactory services extended to 
the participants in the Conference, including my own delegation. This 
initiative of the French Government was a most timely and welcome step at the

My tribute also goes to the French Foreign Minister,right historical moment.
His Excellency Mr. to land Dumas, who addressed this august body and formally 
presented the Final Act of the Paris Conference on 7 February.

of inspiration and encouragement for all the delegations in the
His statement

was a source 
Conference on Disarmament.

As we survey the world political scene at the beginning of the 
1989 session of the Conference on Disarmament, we can see many encouraging 

The Paris Conference on the prohibition of chemical weapons hass igns.
generated a political momentum that will give added impetus to the 
negotiations on chemical weapons in the Conference on Disarmament.
Soviet Union has made a unilateral declaration that it will start destroying 
its chemical weapon stockpiles (the United States also announced earlier its 
plan to destroy its old stocks of chemical weapons).

declared by the Soviet Union and its allies was to reduce their
The United States-Soviet START negotiations

The

Another unilateral
measure
conventional forces in Europe, 
are well advanced on 50 per cent cuts in their strategic nuclear weapons. 
East-West negotiations on conventional arms reductions are due to start in 
Vienna next month with new vigour. All these develpments create an atmosphere 

It is incumbent on all of us to translate this optimism and hopeof optimism.
into reality by producing naxinum possible tangible results.

The taupe of negotiations on chemical weapons in the CD has sanewhat 
slowed down in the past two years, at a time when the threat of chemical 
weapons is looming ever larger and the need for the early conclusion of a 
convention on chemical weapons is becoming much more urgent, 
renewed political conmitment by all countries, large and small, at a high 
political level in order to move those negotiations out of the doldrums . 
Paris Conference on the prohibition of chemical weapons fulfilled this very 

The Final Declaration of the Paris Conference, inter alia,

We require a

The

requirement.
stressed the necessity of concluding a convention on chemical weapons at an 
early date and called on the Conference on Disarmament to redouble its 
efforts, as a matter of urgency, to resolve expeditiously the remaining issues 
and to conclude the convention at the earliest date.
solemn and strongly worded Final Declaration of the Paris Conference as a

We can consider this

(continued)
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mandate for the work of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons this year. 
Inspired by this solemn and serious political commitment in the Final 
Declaration, it is imperative that the CD move into high gear and press ahead 
with new verve and vigour this year in our task of elaborating the draft 
convention on chemical weapons.

Some doubts have been raised as to the assurance of undiminished security 
during the transitional period after entry into force of the convention on 
chemical weapons. This is a complex question, and I do not wish to get into 
the substance or the detailed discussion of this question at this point. 
However, my way of reaffirming the fundamental position of my delegation, I 
wish to stress the conviction of my delegation that the security of all 
countries can be strengthened only by the early conclusion and entry into 
force of the convention on chemical weapons, but not by postponing it. It is 
hardly necessary nowadays either to look back far into history or to go into 
deep research in order to realize the terrible reality of the use of chemical 
weapons. The risk of proliferation of chemical weapons is already running 
high. We must act before the situation gets out of control. The only 
long-term guarantee for security against chemical weapons is undoubtedly a 
global and comprehensive ban on chemical weapons through early conclusion of 
the convention. Even pending and prior to the achievement of that goal, there 
will surely be viable unilateral measures that could be helpful in 
confidence-building. The United States and the Soviet Union - the only 
chemical-weapon States which have declared their possession of these weapons - 
will unilaterally start destroying their stockpiles of chemical weapons before 
entry into force of the convention. Moreover, once the convention is signed, 
signatory States will have an obligation to refrain from actions that will 
jeopardize the objective of the convention, unless of course they have 
subsequently explicitly declared their intention not to ratify it. Thus, even 
prior to entry into force of the convention, there will be certain restraints, 
though short of binding legal obligations, that will preclude or lessen the 
risks of the use of chemical weapons by signatory States, since this kind of 
worst-case scenario violations will obviously jeopardize the fundamental 
objective of the convention.
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(Mr. Fan, China)

At the beginning of 1989, the Paris Conference on the prohibition of 
chemical weapons, a high-level political meeting, was held. Through the joint 
efforts of the participating countries, the Conference adopted a Final 
Declaration, with positive results which have received wide attention and 
welcome from the international community. In the Final Declaration the 
participating countries state clearly that they are determined to prevent any 

to chemical weapons by completely eliminating them. They solemnlyrecourse
affirm their commitment not to use chemical weapons and condemn such use. 
Declaration stresses the necessity of concluding at an early date a global, 
comprehensive and effectively verifiable convention on the prohibition of

The Declaration furthermore points out the growing danger

The

chemical weapons.
posed to international peace and security by the risk of the use of chemical 
weapons, as long as such weapons remain and are spread.

At the Paris Conference, the Chinese Foreign Minister clearly stated 
China's basic position on the prohibition of chemical weapons. He reiterated 
that China neither possesses nor produces chemical weapons. China has all 
along stood for the early conclusion of an international convention on the 
comprehensive prohibition of chemical weapons, and will continue to 
participate actively in the negotiations. The Chinese delegation wishes to 
reiterate the following position: while we continue to attach importance to 
nuclear and conventional disarmament, we also consider it imperative to pursue 
the comprehensive prohibition of chemical weapons as an urgent and important 
task and as an objective of our endeavour. The member States of the 
Conference on Disarmament should expedite negotiations to conclude at the

22
(Mr. Fan, China)

earliest date an international convention on the prohibition of the 
development, production, acquisition, stockpiling, possession and use of

The new convention should give priority to efforts to 
the total destruction of existing chemical weapons and of their

chemical weapons.
ensure
production facilities, guarantees against the production of new chemical

To ensureand prevention of the emergence of new chemical weapons.weapons,
compliance with the convention it is essential to provide for necessary and

The countries with the largest chemicaleffective verification measures, 
arsenals should take the lead in ensuring an immediate halt to the 
development, production and transfer of chemical weapons, undertaking never to 
use such weapons and to destroy them within the shortest time possible, 
countries capable of developing chemical weapons should stop the research, 
development and production of chemical weapons.
Conference on Disarmament on the comprehensive prohibition of chemical weapons

The CD should respond to the appeal

All

The negotiations within the

have now entered a crucial stage, 
contained in the Final Declaration of the Paris Conference on the prohibition 
of chemical weapons and redouble its efforts to resolve expeditiously the 
remaining issues and to conclude the convention at the earliest date.

CD/PV.489
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(Mr. Varga, Hungary)

The encouraging events in the domain of disarmament are not confined to 
the bilateral talks between the USSR and the United States, or to Europe. The
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Paris Conference of States Parties to the 1925 Geneva Protocol 
Interested States testified to the 
on a truly global, multilateral basis.

and other
success of efforts made towards disarmament 

The Conference accomplished its task 
It is of paramount importance 

"any recourse to chemical weapons by completely 
That is a timely and welcome development in the face of

by accepting its final document by consensus, 
that States renounced
eliminating them", 
recent events that have caused considerable concern among world public opinion.

It is in complete accordance with the aspirations of the disarmament 
policy of the Hungarian Government that the Paris Conference and the 150 or so 
States participating expressed a unanimous position as to the prohibition of 
the development, production, stockpiling and use of all chemical weapons, 
the destruction of existing stocks. The Conference urged the Conference'on 
Disarmament - thereby giving it a clear mandate - to "redouble its efforts, as 
a matter of urgency, to resolve expeditiously the remaining issues and to 
include the convention at the earliest date".

and

The Declaration appealed to all 
States "to make, in an appropriate way, a significant contribution to the 
negotiations in Geneva by undertaking efforts in the relevant fields". 
Hungarian Government is determined to contribute to the earliest 
conclusion of the negotiations and to sign the convention as soon as it is 
opened for signature.

The 
successful

My delegation is confident that the Paris Conference has created a 
momentum for the ongoing Geneva negotiations. This momentum is upheld in an 
appropriate way by the work of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons under 
the dynamic guidance of Ambassador Morel, Chairman of the Committee, 
matter of regret, however, that because of well-known circumstances the CD has 
been unable to come to an agreement on improving the mandate of the 
Ad hoc Committee.

It is a

My delegation is of the opinion that the mandate given to 
the Ad hoc Committee lags far behind both the actual possibilities created by 
the Paris Conference and the pressing political necessities of the 
international situation. It is not always possible to do everything that is 
necessary, but what is possible should always be done. The consensus reached
in the First Committee of the General Assembly last fall and during 
Paris Conference this year demands and makes possible more than is contained 
in the present mandate.

the

I hope we will be able to rectify this during this
session.

In recent years it has become habitual for delegates speaking about 
negotiations on chemical weapons to state that the most promising and most 
ripe item on the Conference's agenda is the prohibition of chemical weapons. 
Statements from time to time have gone even further, predicting or demanding 
the immediate solution of all the outstanding problems, and the conclusion of 
the convention before the end of the given year.

our

Only a few weeks after the 
Paris Conference, we must all realize that the fruit is far from being ripe 
for harvest. The problem of chemical weapons demands untiring efforts and 
purposeful negotiations - with that we agree most readily, and are partners in 
them.
the pending questions, a sincere will and determination to solve them, and the 
concerted action of all interested States in one and the same direction.

However, the problem also demands an objective and sober evaluation of

The Paris Conference has created favourable conditions;
First, we must do everything to avoid a situation where

now it is for us
to live with them.
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the solution of this problem is held hostage to other problems, no matter how 
urgent and important they are. The convention on the prohibition of chemical 
weapons must not fall hostage to certain aspirations.

There are many pending questions, but we must select the ones that are 
vital to the solution of the problem as a whole. Verification, we all agree, 
is one of them, maybe the one. The satisfactory solution of all issues in 
this context must, therefore, figure first on the list of priorities of the 
Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons.

strict and most effectiveOur delegation has always asked for a
Hungary does not possess and does not intend toASverification system. .

possess chemical weapons, and as the chemical or engineering industry in our
country is in no way geared to chemical warfare, we are in favour of creating 
a foolproof verification system. That applies, I must add, not only to the 
prohibition of chemical weapons, but also to all other agreements relating to 
international security and disarmament.

Verification of a CW convention would require various forms and methods
For obvious reasons, Hungary is mainlyof international verification, 

interested in the verification of the non-production of chemical weapons in 
civilian or commercial industry, that is, in devising and negotiating the

That is why last year werelevant provisions of the draft convention.
initiative of the Soviet Union aimed at testing verificationwe loomed the 

procedures to that effect.

The idea, as usual, started developing only at a slow pace but then,
Followingtowards the end of the session, the process gained momentum, 

open-ended consultations, a useful working paper was put on our table, 
containing guidelines and check-lists for trial inspections. In Hungary, as 
in several other countries around the world, preparations started without any 
further delay to organize and conduct national trial inspections, 
informal meeting of the CW Committee on 7 December, over a dozen delegations 
were already in a position to provide information about the status of the

and was able even to

At an

The Hungarian delegation was among them,preparations.
go a step further, giving a preliminary report on our first trial inspection.

official document containing a detailedToday I am glad to present an 
report on that experiment (CD/890), which will also be presented in due course 
to the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons. The paper was prepared by 
Hungarian experts who participated in both the preparations for and the 
conduct of the trial inspection. I believe it speaks for itself, and I will 
therefore refrain from any further introduction. I only wish to add that our 
team of experts is already engaged in the drafting of new undertakings in the 
fairly unknown land of on-site inspections in the chemical industry.

The Hungarian delegation feels convinced that the initiative to conduct
We are looking forward tofull-scale experiments was most proper and timely, 

a series of meetings in the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons that will 
convened before the end of the spring session for the purpose ofhave to be

formal presentations of reports on the first series of national trial
That series of meetings should be organized well in advance soinspections.

that experts may come and participate actively in presenting, discussing and
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Sufficient time should be allocated to the meetings 
properly analysed, and useful, practical conclusions 

number of trial inspections will be held only
evaluating the reports, 
so that experience can be 
drawn. We are aware that a 
later, but we still prefer to organize the first exchange of experience now, 
before quantity might be detrimental to quality. A similar exchange will, of 
course, have to be held some time during the summer session to continue the
exercise.

When all the trial inspections have been conducted, reported and 
evaluated, a new set of guidelines, check-lists and other practical aids will

a series of trial inspections withhave to be developed for the third stage : 
multilateral participation. We can foresee that the exercise will take quite 
some time, but if it is spent well, it is worth spending. Only on the basis 
of such experience can we hope to devise the relevant provisions of the draft 
convention. However, if we accept that verification is the key to a 
disarmament agreement and we certainly have to agree on that, then there is 
hardly any shortcut to it. Objective and sober evaluation of the situation 
has obliged me to state what I have ventured to say.

CD/PV.489
8

(Mr. Kosin, Yugoslavia)

It is very encouraging that the right conclusions are beginning to be 
drawn from experience, confirming the vainness of the policy of overarmament 
and the failure of efforts to shape the world by military power,
policy has not only fallen short of its expected results, but has been
discarded as illegitimate by the international community. Indeed, the 
substantial improvement in East-West relations and co-ordination in resolving 
regional crises, as well as an unprecedented negotiating effort in the field 
of disarmament, primarily at the bilateral and regional levels, also open up 
new prospects for multilateral endeavours, including those in our Conference. 
In spite of the outcome of SSOD-III, the Paris Conference on the prohibition 
of chemical weapons proved that a number of critical disarmament and security 
issues cannot be solved without common efforts. This is the reason why I 
would like to comment on that gathering in a wider context, as evidence of the
validity and vitality of a multilateral approach to disarmament - the more so
as it reaffirmed the lasting value of the Final Document of SSOD-I.

Such a

Turning back again to the Paris Conference, whose outcome is of relevance 
to us here and now, I think that its significance transcends by far the 
declaration of political intentions. It contains a number of basic positions 
that deserve to be analysed at several levels: the consolidation of the 
lasting validity of the Geneva Protocol, condemnation of the use of chemical 
weapons and a pledge that they will never be used again, an appeal to our 
Conference to strive for the earliest possible conclusion of a convention 
imposing a complete and universal ban on the development, stockpiling and use 
of any chemical weapon, and of course destruction of the existing arsenals, as



CD/PV.489
9

(Mr. Kosin, Yugoslavia)

It is extremely
Thus, the

the only answer to the problems posed by chemical weapons, 
important that the role of the United Nations was duly recognized.
Paris Conference provided a major stimulus to disarmament negotiations on CW, 
but its reach is more universal, as it reflects the widest international 

attained on one concrete issue of disarmament in all itsconsensus ever 
dimensions.

In the new situation we cannot behave as if there were no Paris 
Conference, or, of course, as if it had resolved all the issues. For if, 
after Paris, there are fewer dilemmas, we still cannot ignore the profound 
differences on a number of tangible issues. The international community has 
endorsed the Paris Conference as an expression of a will to proceed with 
chemical disarmament at a faster pace, and to start dealing with the core of 
the problems, with the objective of finalizing the convention - in other 
words, to start genuine negotiations on drafting the convention. We can do so 
because the Paris Declaration contains highly specific understandings on where

To that end the proclamation of a moratorium onand how fast we should move, 
chemical weapons production would be most helpful for our negotiations.

The Paris consensus has undoubtedly deprived chemical weapons of any 
legitimacy by unconditionally condemning their use and recording agreement on 
their complete elimination. It is therefore a major step towards the 
universality of the future CW convention.

We are aware of the difficulties involved in negotiations - of the
problems arising, for instance, from the complexity of verification, 
undiminished security for all States, or protection of victims of chemical 
attack. Co-operation in the development of civil chemical industry is also 
one of the key questions. These difficulties are yet another reason to 
redouble our efforts, as required under the Paris Declaration. We therefore 

the renewed political will not only as an expression of adherence to the
Without any

see
ultimate goals, but as a readiness to settle unresolved issues, 
intention of disputing the achievements of the last year, it nevertheless 
seems to us that the rhythm of negotiations is not in conformity with often 
reiterated political commitments and growing coherence in the process of 
confidence-building. In our view the changed French position on security 
stocks, followed by the broad range of trial inspections and work done on 
assistance and protection, have strengthened the convergence of views, which
transcends what is contained in the text of the report.

Irrespective of the fact that we cannot be satisfied with what we have 
achieved so far, and I think that we could have done better, I wish to pay 
tribute to the Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, 
Ambassador Sujka, for his dedication and his initiatives in clarifying a 
number of sensitive issues and extending the negotiations to new chapters of 
the convention. My delegation agrees to the restructuring and reorganization 
of our work and the establishment of five groups to cover the main problems 
relevant to the entirety of the convention. I wish the incoming President, 
Ambassador Morel, every success. I am confident that, with his inherent 
dynamism, diplomatic skill and mastery of the subject, he will compel us, at 
least, to work harder, better and faster.

The future CW convention will be a sort of a model, not only for future 
disarmament agreements, but for a wider international co-operation,
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introducing new qualitative ingredients. To play such a role the convention 
must be acceptable to all, in other words, it must be based on the 
undiminished security of all its signatories and their full equality in rights 
and obligations. To become global, verifiable, universal and 
non-discriminatory, and in particular to be effective, it should not only 
prevent the production of chemical weapons and ensure destruction of the 
existing arsenals, but provide for adequate assistance to the victims of the 
use or threat of use of chemical weapons. It must also ensure co-operation in 
technological and economic development in the utilization of chemicals for 
peaceful purposes, and lay the foundations for an effective but rational 
international mechanism for control and verification, which would rely on the 
United Nations to the maximum possible extent. I want to repeat once more 
that adequate solutions regarding economic and technological co-operation will 
greatly enhance the universal acceptability of the convention and the equality 
of all members of the international community. May I recall the Yugoslav 
proposal at SSOD-III for a special United-Nations-sponsored conference for the 
signing of the convention?

CD/PV.489
13

(Mr. Rostov, Bulgaria)

An undeniable achievement of multilateral diplomacy was the Paris 
Conference on the prohibition of chemical weapons. One hundred and forty-nine 
countries reached a consensus on a problem both complex and important. After 
the detailed and eloquent presentation of the Final Act of the Paris 
Conference by Mr. Roland Dumas, Minister for Foreign Affairs of France, it 
would be redundant to dwell again on the merits of that document. All the 
elements of the Final Act have equal moral and political force. However, if 
we are to single out just one element of particular immediate importance for 
the work of the Conference on Disarmament, it should undoubtedly be the 
emphasis laid at the Paris Conference on "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", and
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"to redouble its efforts, as a matter of urgency,its explicit call to the CD 
to resolve expeditiously the remaining issues and to conclude the convention
at the earliest date".

It would be fair to note that the success of the Paris Conference would 
hardly have been possible without the years-long work of the Conference on

made in the elaboration of the draft convention.Disarmament and the progress 
It could be said, without exaggeration, that the core of the consensus 
achieved in Paris was gradually taking shape in the negotiations held in the

In this vein the Paris Final Document stands bothConference on Disarmament, 
to the credit and to the debit of the CD.

The last report of the Ad hoc Committee clearly shows both the 
achievements and the blanks in the elaboration of the draft convention.

in the negotiations is illustrated by the removal of appendix III,
The

progress
and by the texts dealing with chemical weapons production facilities and 
economic co-operation and the final clauses of the convention. It should also 
be noted that agreement was reached to hold an international experiment in the 
civil chemical industry and that "national trial inspections" have been or

The meeting of experts from the chemical industry also 
I would like to take this opportunity to express to the

will be carried out. 
played a useful role. 
former Chairman, Ambassador Sujka (Poland), the gratitude of my delegation for 
his tireless efforts aimed at ensuring progress in the negotiations, 
also like to thank the three chairmen of the working groups, whose 
contribution also deserves high appreciation.

I would

The common task of the Conference on agenda item 4 is a clear and 
indisputable one - to intensify efforts in order to conclude the elaboration

This goal is within reach provided the 
work of the Ad hoc Committee concentrates on the solving of the complex

Without trying to exhaust the question or to set

of a convention on chemical weapons.

problems still pending, 
priorities, we hold the view that the following problems are of key 
importance: the order of destruction of chemical weapons and their production 
facilities, i.e. the need to ensure the implementation of the principle of 
undiminished security in the first 10 years after the convention comes into 
effect; conclusion of the elaboration of provisions on all aspects of 
verification, and in particular those dealing with challenge inspections and 
verification of non-production of chemical weapons; and reaching an agreement 
at least in principle on the composition of the Executive Council, 
present stage a number of aspects of some pending problems require an 
integrated approach to take fully into account the existing relationship among 

For that reason we believed that it was justifiable to reorganize the

At the

them.
work of the Ad hoc Committee with the purpose of creating as many 
prerequisites as possible for holding intensive and fruitful negotiations. 
Having supported the efforts of Ambassador Morel (France) aimed at this goal, 
my delegation wishes to assure him of its readiness to co-operate with him in 
the future as well.
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My delegation is satisfied that the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons 
has got off to a good start this session under the able guidance of 
Ambassador Pierre Morel of Prance, whose constructive contribution towards the 
realization and successful outcome of the Paris Conference last January 
received commendations from most delegations. Nigeria's Government's 
appreciation to the Government of France for hosting the Conference of States 
Parties to the 1925 Geneva Protocol and Other Interested States was 
highlighted in our statement.

The prospects of concluding an effective and verifiable chemical weapons 
convention are now far more promising, and will eventually lead to a complete 
ban on the use of chemical weapons as well as their development, production 
and stockpiling, and the destruction of all existing chemical weapons, 
work has now been done on the draft, and its conclusion is now in sight, 
note with satisfaction that the convention will have a distinct advantage over 
the Geneva Protocol as it will ensure the non-use of chemical weapons through 
total elimination.

Much
We

There are still a number of outstanding issues under consideration.
Apart from the exact definition and elimination of production facilities, 
there are still activities not covered by the convention. Even though we all 

that the convention should provide an effective mechanism foragree
verification, how do we ensure that the chemical industry is not used in 
producing chemical weapons? I need not emphasize that some work still remains 
to be done on the question of challenge inspection or limited spot check

(continued)
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arrangements to ensure that the equal rights of all States can be guaranteed. 
We hope that the Ad hoc Committee will intensify its efforts to conclude the 
outstanding work on the convention at the earliest possible time. A spirit o 
mutual concession and mature compromise is required at this stage to overcome
the outstanding differences.

CD/PV.489
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Mr. LOEIS (Indonesia):

Despite being confronted with a serious situation and various obstacles 
last year, nevertheless the international community was able to pronounce 
again its willingness to get rid of chemical weapons once and for all from the

Through resolutions 43/74 A and C, the United Nationsarsenals of nations.
General Assembly unanimously urged the Conference on Disarmament to intensify 
its negotiations with a view to finalizing at the earliest possible date a 
convention on the prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling and

The Paris Conference on theof chemical weapons and on their destruction.use
prohibition of chemical weapons also called on the Conference on Disarmament 
to resolve expeditiously the remaining issues in the negotiations and to 
conclude such a convention at the earliest possible date.

In order to capture and put into practice the spirit contained in those 
resolutions, the Group of 21 tabled a proposal on 7 February 1989 for a slight 
change in the mandate of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons. 
urgency of finalizing the draft convention and its importance to the process 
of multilateral disarmament, the Group of 21 is also willing to assume greater 
responsibility this year by chairing three out of the five working groups. As 
is well known, it is within these working groups that the real negotiation 
will take place. I hope that the disagreement on the question of the mandate 
at the beginning of our session was not a sign of a lack of political will to 
implement those resolutions, but is due to certain unavoidable temporary 

In this connection we took note of the readiness of the

Given the

circumstances.
Soviet Union to go forward with the negotiation, as stressed by
Ambassador Nazarkin last week, as well as the commitment of the President of
the United States of America, George Bush, to treat efforts to ban chemical
weapons as one of his priorities.

Indeed, efforts have to be exerted in order to avoid the recurrence of 
last year's experience, where, in the words of Ambassador Ekéus on 
11 September 1988, "our work in 1988 has fallen short of the repeated calls 
for renewed or even continuing urgency. Some important issues have hardly
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been addressed; solving others has taken unnecessary time and effort". It 
was only due to the untiring efforts of the chairmen of the Committee and the 
three working groups that the Committee managed to keep the negotiation 
continuing and in the end gain certain concrete results. The work of 
Ambassador Sujka, Mr. Numata, Mr. Macedo and Mr. Cima merits our thanks.

At this juncture, I wish to welcome the appointment of Ambassador Morel 
of France as the new Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons.
His diligence and excellent stewardship during the preparatory stage, which 
made the Paris Conference successful, are well known to us. His chairmanship 
of the Committee, as well as the presence of Foreign Minister Roland Dumas in 
the plenary session, raise hopes on the implementation of one of the most 
important aims of the Paris Conference, which is to give impetus to our 
negotiation here in the Conference on Disarmament. My delegation looks 
forward to the Committee resolving the remaining issues this year.

As stated in the programme of work of the Committee for this spring 
session, one area of our future work is the relation between the future 
convention and the 1925 Geneva Protocol. In-depth negotiations have taken 
place on this question, including in the open-ended consultations in 1985 
chaired by a member of the Indonesian delegation. Some concrete results have 
already been achieved, such as the formulation of the preamble and a short 
paragraph 3 of article I, which simply states that each State party undertakes 
not to use chemical weapons.

Article IX concerning on-site inspection on challenge is one major issue 
which needs to be tackled straightforwardly this year. Much time has been 
invested in this subject, and attempts have been made to formulate the 
necessary paragraph, as in 1986, when Indonesia provided the Chairman of then 
Working Group C. In 1987, the Chairman of the Committee himself,
Ambassador Ekéus of Sweden, presided over the negotiations, and concrete 
results were achieved, as appeared in appendix II of document CD/881. The 
time has come to capitalize on this paper by using it as a basis for further 
negotiations.

Speaking on the question of verification as a whole, we believe that the 
verification system envisaged in the "rolling text" is adequate to deter 
prohibited activities. Nevertheless, we see some good points in the efforts 
to close the so-called "verification gap" or in the need to search for a type 
of "non-confrontational inspection" short of on-site challenge inspection, and 
we will keep an open mind on these issues. In the meantime my delegation is 
now in the process of studying the papers presented by the Chairman of Working 
Group 1.

My delegation awaits with interest the result of our discussion in 
Working Group 3 concerning article VII. As is well known, this article as it 
appears in the "rolling text" was formulated years ago and had never been 
discussed until last Tuesday. Since various parts of the "rolling text" had 
not yet been negotiated and drafted, attempts were understandably made in the 
formulation of article VII to include as many important rights and obligations 
of States parties as could be thought of at that time. Now the situation is 
very different. The "rolling text" is more developed, and the negotiations on 
important aspects such as verification have advanced, resulting in a high
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degree of mutual understanding. Accordingly, certain adjustments are needed. 
One of them concerns national technical means. I believe there is already a

of the convention verification activities, beconsensus that for the purposes
they systematic or on challenge, should be carried out by the international 
inspectors. I do understand that States parties may wish to, and have the 
right to, establish national technical means to carry out inspections within 
their countries; but that would be strictly an internal affair of those 
countries and would have no direct relevance to the convention. Therefore, we 
should leave this issue to those countries alone, and the convention should 
not interfere with their work.

In the efforts to solve the issue of jurisdiction and control and at the 
request of the Chairman of the Committee, a working paper was produced in 1987 
by Dr. Bolewski of the Federal Republic of Germany, Dr. Szénâsi of Hungary and 
a member of my delegation. As indicated in their report, the discussion and 
drafting should be directed towards defining the obligations or 
responsibilities of the States parties, which include all the subjects 
relevance to the convention, to avoid difficulties in legal interpretation of 
attribution as well as to prevent legal "loopholes" in the convention.

These are some of the issues and, of course, there are also other more 
important ones which remain to be negotiated, 
various working papers, and these papers are not only national papers, but 
papers produced by previous chairmen of the Committee or by the respective 
working groups, as well as by various "friends of the Chair". Some of them 
have even been negotiated and revised.

On those issues we have also

The point that I wish to raise by way of conclusion concerns continuity 
We already have the "rolling text" and various working 

should benefit from them or refer to them during the course of 
I do realize that the finalization of a paragraph or an

and consistency.
papers, and we 
our negotiations.
article often depends upon the result of negotiation in another part of the 
"rolling text", and at the same time there is no denying that it would be 
practically impossible for the Committee to devote simultaneous attention and 
equal time to each of the remaining issues in our negotiation. Thus the risk 
of inadvertently overlooking the problem of this interdependence cannot be

whatever the method in approaching this problem will 
should be taken in order to avoid as far as possible the danger of

underestimated. However, 
be, care
unravelling tentative agreements or the springing up of footnotes and brackets 
on already agreed paragraphs or articles.



In the multilateral arena, the third special session of the 
United ttotions General Assembly devoted to disarmament, though without a

final document, proved to be a valuable process from whidi emerged 
such as a nuclear test ban, the non-proliferationconsensus

areas of broad convergence of nuclear weapons and the inportance of the early conclusion of the chemical
weapons convention. The forty-third session of the General Assembly of the 
United Nations reflected these areas of convergence, as well as the emerging 

conventional disarmament and on issues which cut horizontally
Most recently, wepriorities onacross various disarmament areas, such as verification.

greatly encouraged by the success of the Paris Conference on the
I wish to pay the incere tribute of mywere

prohibition of chemical weapons.
Government to former President Reagan of the United 
initiative for such a conference, and to the Government of France, and

for their untiring and constructive 
I shall address its

for taking the

especially to Ambassador Pierre Morel, 
contributions which were crowned with success, 
implications for our work a little later in this statement.
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The prohibition of chemical weapons is one of the most urgent and
Japan participated in the Paris Conference with 

as Foreign Minister Uno said in his statement, that
achievable tasks before us. "sothe basic recognition, 
long as chemical weapons are allowed to exist, mankind can never Oe ‘-reed iron 
the danger of the use of these weapons, and conversely, so long as the 
possibility of their use is left open, we can never rid the world of chemical 

We succeeded in mobilizing world opinion to check the undesirable 
of erosion of the 1925 Geneva Protocol and chemical weapons

It remains for us in the Conference on Disarmament to 
determination expressed in the Final Declaration of the Paris

weapons . 
trend
proliferation, 
translate the
Conference into reality by concluding a convention on the prohibition of the 
development, production, stockpiling and use of all chemical weapons and on
their destruction at the earliest date.

The positive impact of the Paris Conference is also demonstrated by the 
now have 22 non-members participating in the Ad hoc Committee onfact that we

Chemical Weapons, a significant step forward toward ensuring the universality
I particularly welcome the countries in Asia and theof the convention.

Pacific - the Republic of Korea, the Democratic People's Republic of Korea and 
Viet Nam, participating in the chemical weapons negotiations for the first
time.

to 
tn
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Even with the best of efforts and intentions, the convention cannot be
We will have to work very

As we engage in these
finalized and brought into effect overnight, 
intensively to resolve a number of hard-core issues. 
efforts in the negotiations here in the Conference on Disarmament, it is also 
vitally important that we foster further the international climate conducive 
to the early conclusion and entry into force of the convention, 
paragraph 4 of the Paris Declaration states, each of us is called upon to 
exercise restraint and to act responsibly, in meeting the concern of the 
international contnunity caused by the growing danger posed to international

and security by the risk of the use of chemical weapons as long as such

As

peace
weapons remain and are spread.

As for the negotiations before us in the coming months, I believe that we 
into the final crucial phase where seme fundamental hard-core issues

Some issues do not lend themselves to easy
That is why I

are now
have to be faced and resolved.
solutions if we just look at them piecemeal in isolation, 
welcome the approach taken by the Chairman of the Ad hoc Contni ttee,
Ambassador Pierre Morel, and the chairmen of the five working groups in their 
working programnes to address the remaining issues in their interrelationship 
in a structured manner. As we proceed further, it will probably become 
increasingly necessary for us to consider some issues which cut across 
different working groups.

With this in mind, let me conment on what I consider to be the priority 
issues. In Group 1, we have the opportunity to bring together the various 
loose ends on the subject of verification. With respect to on-site inspection 
on challenge, the experience of my delegation, which had the honour of 
chairing Group C in the 1988 session, indicates that we now have in the 
"rolling text" a fuller picture than before of what a challenge inspection 
regime based on the assunption of "any time, anywhere, without the right of 
refusal" may look like. At the same time, basic issues remain, such as the 
specificity of the request, the alternative arrangements, the involvement of 
the Executive Council and the Conference of the States Parties after the 
submission of the report and possible further actions. Underlying these 
issues seem to be different perceptions among States as to the nature of 
challenge inspections, including their usability, and how their security, 
industrial and other interests may be affected when challenge inspection is 
invoked against them. If there are such differences, they need to be thrashed 
out further in search of conmon ground.

It is also time for each of us to take a considered look at the whole 
range of verification measures contained in the convention, with a view to 
ensuring that these measures give reasonable confidence that the objectives of 
the convention will be fulfilled. For this reasonable confidence to be felt 
by all States parties, it is important that the burden resulting from the 
application of verification measures should fall equitably among States 
parties in a manner comnensurate with the risks they pose to the objectives of 
the convention. My delegation is open to examining closely whether there are 
gaps in the verification measures that need to be filled. In doing so, we 
consider it important that the whole balance of rights and obligations 
throughout the spectrum of various verification measures should be 
considered. For example, when we consider the risks to the convention which
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ray be posed by particular chemical agents or facilities, we should ask 
ourselves whether the “isks to the convention increase in simple proportion to 
the toxicity of the agent or the number of relevant facilities, or whether 
other factors should also be taken into account. Care should be exercised to 
ensure that no particular State or group of States is unduly penalized, and 
that the technical secretariat is not politicized, either wittingly or 
unwittingly.

In addition to the above, my delegation is looking forward to the pooling 
of experience from our national trial inspections, which should give us 
practical guidance in bringing the current verification provisions closer into 
line with reality. Japan has conducted its national trial inspections on 
several schedule [2]-related facilities since last autumn, and is now 
preparing the report. This practical experience, together with the 
accumulation of data provided voluntarily by States, should give us a more 
realistic idea of the staffing requirements and costs of the organization, 
which will be addressed in Group 3. It is hoped that the work in Group 1 on 
verification, in Group 3 on staffing requirements and costs, and in Group 5 on 
data exchange and the Preparatory Commission, will bring us closer to a truly 
balanced and cost-effective verification regime.

The new additions to the "rolling text", in appendices I and II, of the 
elements on confidentiality provide useful general parameters for the 
consideration of this issue, which merits careful consideration in ensuring 
that the convention gains full public acceptance, and is lived up to by our 
civil chemical industries. We look forward to further elaboration of the 
related provisions, in constructive dialogue with our industries.

My delegation notes with appreciation the focus in the work programme on 
several underlying political and legal problems. They represent the hard nuts 
that we have to crack to achieve a meaningful and effective convention. Among 
these issues, the question of how non-compliance or violations should be dealt 
with is a major unresolved problem which runs throughout the convention and 
merits in-depth examination. Though my delegation does not necessarily feel 
that "sanctions" in the normal sense of the term provide the best answer to 
the problem, it will be necessary to address this problem through the whole 
spectrum from the question of ambiguities or anomalies arising in the course 
of inspection to the possibility of sanctions.

At this early stage of the 1989 session, I have limited myself to 
presenting my views on these few items. I do sense that there is again in 
this Conference a considerable degree of anticipation on what we may be able 
to achieve this year. It is up to us to make this come true. I pledge the 
full co-operation of my delegation to that end.
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Mr. de RIVERO (Peru) (translated from Spanish);

This year in the Conference on Disarmament, we have all chosen and given
All the Conference's topics have given up

The
priority to chemical disarmament.

time and made room for the negotiations on chemical disarmament.some
Peruvian delegation thinks that this is right and logical, because since the 
Paris Conference it would appear that there are greater political

We might say that at present chemicalpossibilities for chemical disarmament, 
disarmament is less difficult than making progress in other areas, for

That is all very well, but this also involves ainstance nuclear disarmament, 
risk because if, on this subject that we have chosen and to which we have 
given priority because of its political possibilities, we do not come up with 
a draft convention by the end of this year or the beginning of next year, 

if we cannot manage to do this, if we cannot manage to make maximumthen,
possible headway in disarmament now, this could cause irreparable damage for 
the work of the Conference on Disarmament and could have a depressing effect

For this reason, we should be resolutelyon all the work in general.
determined to make progress in the negotiations on chemical disarmament. 
is absolutely vital to do so because all the confidence that we may place in 
the Conference on Disarmament in the future is at stake.
my delegation would like to focus this statement on agenda item 4, on the 
prohibition of chemical weapons.

It

For these reasons,

Mr. President, my delegation was particularly pleased to see the 
re-establishment of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, for the reasons 
that I have just described, as well as the election of Ambassador Pierre Morel

Nevertheless, it cannot hide a degree of disappointment atto chair its work.
the unexpected difficulty encountered by the Conference in adopting an updated 
mandate in the light of the important results of the Paris Conference on the

Even if we proceed from the assumption ofprohibition of chemical weapons, 
transparency which underlay the consensus on the Final Declaration that was 
adopted in Paris by 149 countries on 11 January this year, it remains

(continued)
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paradoxical that the reaffirmation of political will and conmitment to ban 
chemical weapons as soon as possible has not been reflected in a new mandate 
that would enable the Ad hoc Conmittee to agree on a draft convention (without 
needing to refer to a final version) during this session of the Conference, or 
by the very latest in 1990. And what is most paradoxical is that the reasons 
for which a group of countries has not been in a position to go along with the 
consensus pranoted by the Group of 21, with the support of the socialist 
countries and China, are not at all clear, at least officially. It is to be 
hoped that this state of mind, which is at variance with the spirit of Paris, 
will change in the coming months for the benefit of all of us and all peoples 
throughout the world, who are waiting for the conclusion of negotiations 
which, once and for all, will lead to the final elimination of all chemical 
weapons, as well as facilities and equipment designed to produce them.

For all these reasons my delegation welcomes the restructuring of the 
Ad hoc Conmittee on Chemical Weapons to facilitate the thematic treatment of 
the present "rolling text". The proliferation of footnotes, square brackets, 
appendices and annexes has turned this document into gibberish for the 
uninitiated. There is an urgent need to streamline it, rationalize its 
content and possibly structure it in such a way that at the end of this 
session we will be able to have a cleaner, more coherent text without any 
interruptions, which is closer to the format and language of a convention and 
not what we have now, which looks rather like a hybrid, because it tends to 
mix the setting of standards with the regulatory aspects. If there is a 
conviction that this is inevitable, then it will be necessary to see how far 
we have to go with regulatory clarifications or aspects.

Despite what I have said, the establishment of five working groups at 
first sight deserves a somewhat cautious welcome, because of the risk of 
overlapping of subjects, or watering down of subjects which are differentiated 
but can pi ementary. Another additional problem with this distribution of work 
is that which will face delegations with a small number of members that have 
to follow all the activities of the Conference on Disarmament with the same 
zeal. My delegation greatly appreciates the steps taken by Ambassador Morel 
of France to minimize the difficulties that might stem from the functioning of 
these five working groups, as well as this conmendable initiative of favouring 
the Group of 21 with the chairmanships of three of these working groups, which 
is an important precedent. It is to be hoped that the good will that inspires 
Ambassador Morel and his remarkable skill and diplomatic tact will enable the 
Committee to overcome its own mandate, politically speaking, and place the 
Conference on the heme straight of the negotiations in 1990.

The Final Declaration of the Paris Conference had the merit of casting 
light on some of the basic issues which are still awaiting a solution in the 
Ad hoc Committee. First, we have the problem of "second use" by way of 
recourse to retaliation or self-defence. In paragraph 1 of the Paris Final 
Declaration there was evidence of the unwillingness of some States that are 
parties to the Geneva Protocol of 1925 to withdraw the reservations that they 
have made in this regard. Obviously, every State has sovereign power to 
indicate the conditions within which it expresses its consent to be bound to a 
treaty. Nevertheless, the problem arises when that position is in conflict
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with its decision to negotiate a convention designed to prohibit and destroy 
chemical weapons.
to add the prohibition of use to its mandate this year only reconfirms this 
uncertainty and gives rise to doubts about the intrinsic value of the entire 
negotiating exercise that has been under way now for some years.

The fact that the Conference on Disarmament has not managed

Secondly, we have the problem of the proliferation of chemical weapons. 
Paragraph 4 of the Final Declaration did not accurately reflect the state of 
thinking and feeling at the Paris Conference about this. On the one hand, 
there was the concrete and urgent problem of halting the production and 
refinement of chemical weapons. And on the other, nothing was done to avoid 
the risk of an increase in the number of States with the capability to produce 
chemical weapons, a risk which could be smaller if certain supplier States 
were less complacent in their trade policies. Discussions are being held on 
whether the two aspects of chemical weapons proliferation can be dealt with on 
an equal footing, but what there can be no doubt about is the indissoluble 
link between them, as well as the frame of reference established by the 
priorities in the negotiations on disarmament which are set forth in the 
Final Document of 1978.

This question of proliferation leads me to make a few remarks on the 
principle of undiminished security. As understood by my delegation, this 
principle cannot come to an end with the agreed 10-year destruction period.
It is obvious that during that time there will be greater interest in avoiding 
any deterioration in the existing levels of security for each State. But, in 
addition to the bilateral, regional and global dimensions in which this 
principle should be seen, it cannot in any way serve as a pretext for 
discriminating qualitatively or quantitively among stocks in the order of 
destruction, nor for justifying a delay for certain chemical-weapon States 
parties as compared to other States parties in the process of destruction of 
their respective chemical stockpiles. In the view of my delegation, the mere 
fact of becoming a party to the convention should offer States parties 
sufficient proof of the good will and necessary mutual trust of all concerned 
with a view to the full achievement of the objectives set out in the 
convention. In other words, the principle of undiminished security cannot be 
based on the implicit presumption of suspicion, but on the conviction that the 
confidence and political will of the States parties for the full application 
of the convention must be strengthened. Consequently, we must not await the 
entry into force of the convention to ensure that this principle is applied. 
There is a need for prior work, basic and preventive work from the moment the 
convention is adopted and opened for signature, in order to avoid any change 
in regional or subregional security levels as far as chemical weapons are 
concerned, or any vertical multiplication of the existing chemical arsenals.
It would be illogical and of dubious morality if, during the negotiation of 
the convention and the time necessary for its entry into force, the world were 
made to witness an ill-timed chemical arms race, however discreet, cloaked in 
the precept of undiminished security which should subsequently govern the 
destruction of larger and more deadly arsenals.
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Another dimension concerning this issue of undiminished security is that 
which will arise on the day after the end of the 10-year period for the 
destruction of chemical weapons. Proceeding from the logical assumption that 
all States parties will faithfully comply with the obligations entered into, 
one may suppose that the chemical industry, including the pharmaceutical 
industry, will continue its development, handling chemicals which may be more 
sophisticated and dangerous. This possible or probable risk brings us out of 
the political dimension to the human dimension of undiminished security. Once 
chemical weapons, for example, have been destroyed and eliminated forever from 
the face of the Barth, the most urgent problem in the next century will 
undoubtedly be chemical pollution of the environment, with its negative and 
indiscriminate effects. For these reasons, we consider that the drafters of 
the convention must not overlook this potential threat, and one may suppose 
that the future international organization will not remain indifferent or 
defenceless in the face of this problem which homo sapiens is inflicting on 
himself. Therefore, Peru believes that article X on assistance and protection 
could far-sightedly provide for assistance and support to those States parties 
that are victims of chemical disasters which cause great harm to their people 
or go beyond national borders with the ensuing implications for the integrity 
of ecosystems. This is an issue that demands consideration in future 
negotiations.

Another question arising out of the Final Declaration of the Paris 
Conference relates to the role that the United Nations should play in bringing 
about the total prohibition of chemical weapons. My delegation believes that 
the convention cannot institutionalize a parallel system; the arrangements 
must fall within the broader system of the United Nations. Therefore, besides 
drawing on the purposes and principles of the Charter, the convention could 
bring about a correlation between the two international instruments in order 
to resolve situations in which a State party was, for instance, confronted by 
a State that is not a party, or in those cases involving two or more States 
that are not contracting parties to the convention. The interest here lies 
not only in the production and maintenance of stockpiles, but also in possible 
allegations of use. It is to be hoped that improved machinery to carry out 
investigation missions can be supplemented by another system entailing the 
application of sanctions so that there will be some sort of disincentive to 
States that might wish to stand aloof from the convention.

There is no doubt that the verification system to be estabished under the 
convention cannot be absolute nor can it decipher the private intentions of 
States parties. This is very difficult. In other words, it should be based 
on good faith, mutual trust and the willingness of all to abide faithfully by 
commitments that have been entered into. From this angle it is necessary to 
have ad hoc inspections as a way of dispelling any doubts that might arise out 
of a routine inspection but that are insufficient to give rise to a formal 
allegation. However, care will have to be taken that this procedure does not 
lead to a sort of hysteria causing an unnecessary increase in the costs of 
verification. Without achieving absolute verification we can ensure a 
reasonable and financially feasible level of verification if we proceed from 
the presumption of the good faith of all.
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Finally, the institution of the competent national authority should be 
elaborated upon further. For the present my delegation considers that the 
convention should contain an article devoted specifically to the national 
authority, with provisions drafted in a generic way, endeavouring not to be 
exhaustive, because of the wide variety of possible forms that the national 
authority might take, depending on the capacity of the chemical industry of 
each State party. But it would be desirable to give the national authority 
the status of the State party's sole representative vis-à-vis the 
international organization, and also to declare it competent in matters of 
co-ordination with regard to all the sectors covered by the convention for 
each State party. Finally, it is also desirable that a State should designate 
its national authority at the same time as it deposits its instrument of 
ratification or accession to the convention.

The question of amendments is of special importance if we take account of 
the special nature of the convention which we are negotiating. We are 
legislating on something new, and so the fundamental precept underlying the 
convention must be its privileged nature. Obviously, like any human 
endeavour, the convention may be subject to improvement; nevertheless, the 
commitment should be to safeguard its integrity to the greatest extent 
possible. Proceeding from the assumption that amendments will be the last 
resort available, once attempts to reform this multilateral instrument from 
within have failed, it would be of great value, in the view of my delegation, 
to establish a special regime during the 10-year period of transition. A kind 
of pause or truce could be provided for during the destruction stage as far as 
the presentation of amendments is concerned. We do not envisage the 
triggering of the amendment procedure during a critical period of 
implementation of the convention, since that might jeopardize the principle of 
undiminished security. If, after the 10-year period, the contracting parties 
agree that it is necessary to amend the convention, a distinction should be 
made between the convention as such, or main treaty, and the additional 
annexes or protocols. In the former case, a stricter procedure could apply, 
especially if the amendments involve fundamental obligations set forth in the 
convention, both as regards acceptance of the amendments and as regards their 
entry into force. We cannot set aside the rule of unanimity, which would be 
accompanied by a waiver clause to avoid deliberate or involuntary vetoes. In 
the second case, it would be advisable to adopt a simpler procedure, in 
keeping with the nature of the amendments, which would not entail any 
fundamental changes in the convention.

My delegation will play an active part in the deliberations of the Ad hoc 
Committee and the five working groups, with the aim of contributing to the 
speedy conclusion of the ongoing negotiations, which, as I said at the 
beginning of this disquisition, constitute a very important responsibility for 
us all.
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Mr. NAZARKIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from 
As 28 February is the last day of your presidency, allow me to 
satisfaction at the manner in which you have guided the work of the

Today the Soviet delegation has 
the floor in order to communicate the results of a trial inspection held

Russian) :
express my
Conference in the month that is now ending.
taken
in the Soviet Union, which was organized at a chemical facility near the town 
of Dzerzhinsk in the Gorky region, 
certain dialkylaminoethanols are produced, 
included in the "rolling text" for further consideration from the standpoint 
of their possible inclusion in schedule [2].
including the necessary preparatory work, was conducted during the period 
September-December 1988. 
document Q3/CW/WP. 213. 
report which we have passed to the secretariat for publication as a document 
of the Conference and the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons under the 
symbols CD/894 and CD/CW/WP.225.

At this facility, among other chemicals,
These chemicals, as you know, are

The national experiment,

It was based on the recommendations contained in
The results of the experiment are set out in the

In the course of the experiment two types of inspection were tried out. 
First of all there was the initial visit provided for in the annex to

It included a detailed inspection of thearticle VI of the draft convention, 
areas of the facility, including production areas, storage facilities for raw 
materials and finished production, the control centre, administrative areas

When the flow chart was examined the specificand laboratories.
characteristics of the equipment were studied and the key points at which the 
production process could be monitored were identified, 
agreement was prepared on the facility, on the basis of which a routine 
inspection was subsequently conducted. The initial visit took five days, of 
which two days were required for the preparation of the draft agreement on the 
organization of the systematic inspection of this facility.
equipment was set up at points on the process path which had been identified 
in the course of the initial visit, 
period of 24 hours during a scheduled shutdown of the production process, and 
therefore did not affect the operation of the facility as a whole, 
that moment and the holding of the routine inspection samples were taken 
automatically, hermetically sealed and placed in a sealed container.

As a result an

Next, monitoring

These operations were carried out over a

Between

A furtherThe routine inspection was conducted in the course of one day. 
day was required for the preparation of the report of the inspection team.

inspectors examined the production equipment, checked the condition of the 
seals on the monitoring and measurement apparatus and samplers, checked the 
instrument readings and compared them with the facility records.

When the inspectors arrived at the

The

A number of
staff of the facility were questioned, 
facility, the sample container was opened in their presence and two samples 

The analysis of these samples, as well as the samples takenwere extracted.
on the initial visit, was conducted on the spot (in the facility laboratory) 
by representatives of the facility in the presence of one of the inspectors.

the initial visit and on the routine inspection the inspection team
It included a specialist in monitoring (team

Both on
was made up of four persons, 
leader), a specialist in chemical technology, a specialist in monitoring and 
measuring instruments and automation, and a specialist in physical and

They were all representatives of the Ministry 
In addition, the routine on-site inspection

chemical methods of analysis, 
of Chemical Industry of the USSR.
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theattended by representatives of the Academy of Sciences of the USSR, 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the USSR and the Ministry of Defence of the
USSR.
was

In the course of the inspection, issues relating to the maintenance of
In actual fact, no real problemsconfidential information were addressed, 

arose in this area, as all those participating in the experiment, including 
the observers, have specific obligations under Soviet legislation. 
Nevertheless, in the course of the inspection the management of the facility 

attention of these persons to the degree of confidentiality of each 
The participants studied the question of what

drew the
type of information, 
information can be conveyed to the technical secretariat and what should be

As a result of the holding of the nationalretained at the facility, 
experiment, it was recognized that, in cases where the inspection team 
detected no violations at the facility, it might perhaps compile a short 
report, in the form of replies to questions based on the inspectors' mandate. 
Where breaches of the provisions of the convention were detected, 
detailed report would have to be drawn up. 
confirming the violations detected.

a more
It should include information

Generally speaking, the national experiment confirmed the practical 
applicability of the monitoring procedures agreed upon during the 
negotiations, and supplied answers to a number of concrete questions which 

yet to be considered in detail in the Ad hoc Committee on Chemicalhave
Weapons (duration of inspections, specific composition of the inspection team, 

The experiment also demonstrated that it is possible to conductetc.).
inspections without disrupting the operations of chemical plants.

andThe results of the experiment, the specific procedures followed, 
actual data on production and consumption of chemicals are set out in greater 
detail in the report. Official documents used during the experiment are

the initial declaration concerningannexed to the basic report. These are:
a notification regarding the proposed production of

a facility agreement, prepared on the basis of
the facility;
dialkylaminoethanols in 1989 ; 
the results of the initial visit, containing a detailed description of areas 
and buildings, the technology and production processes, measuring points and

Annexed to the agreement are a layout diagram of thesampling points, etc. 
facility indicating its position in relation to Dzerzhinsk and the railway 
line, a diagram of the dialkylaminoethanol production plant, a diagram of the 
principal material flows in the facility, a plan of the facility, a schematic 
of arrangements for monitoring output of chemicals, and a schematic of the 
dialkylaminoethanol production monitoring system.
mandates for the initial visit and for routine inspections, which were 
followed by the inspection team, as well as the inspection team's reports on 
the initial visit and the routine inspection, 
did not observe any violations or divergences from standard procedure, the 
outline for the conduct of the national experiment included various violation 
scenarios which were "acted out" in theoretical terms and reflected in the 
report, and also in a special document entitled "Possible instances of 
discrepancy between the actual situation and earlier declarations concerning a 
facility". I should like to draw attention to the fact that in the context of 
actual application of the convention, part of the information contained in the 
report should not, in our opinion, be forwarded to the technical secretariat

We have also attached the

Although the inspection team
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However, guided by a desire to do ourbut should remain at the facility, 
utmost to promote the analysis of the results of national experiments, we pu t
this information in the report.

In submitting this report, the Soviet delegation considers that it will 
contribute towards "fine tuning" of the system for monitoring the production 
of key precursors. Naturally, our experts will be prepared to provide any 
clarifications required and answer any questions you may have.

We note with satisfaction that three reports have already been 
submitted - from Sweden, Hungary and Italy - and that 13 other States have 
either conducted or intend to conduct national trial inspections and to submit 
reports on them.
being conducted not only by members of the Conference on Disarmament but also 
by States participating in the negotiations on the prohibition of chemical 
weapons as non-members of the Conference.

A positive factor is the fact that the trial inspections are

We consider that the holding of national trial inspections testifies to 
the fact that the negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons have 
entered a decisive stage, where work on the drafting of the future convention 
is going hand in hand with practical preparation for its entry into force.

The PRES IDE NT:

... First of all, I would like to express to all of you my sincere gratitude 
for the spirit of co-operation you have shown, for the effective support you 
have so kindly granted to my presidency, and also for the many expressions of 
friendship addressed to me. The Conference on Disarmament opened this year's 
activities in a promising world climate, which was not only characterized by 
the satisfactory trend in East-West relations, but also by the significant 
progress towards solution of many local conflicts and by the general decrease 
in international contention. In the multilateral arena the successful outcome 
of the Paris Conference on the prohibition of use of chemical weapons was 
undoubtedly an event of primary importance, which raised growing expectations 

specific work of this Conference and the disarmament process infor the 
general.

(continued)
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Owing to the assistance and good will of all, it has also been possible
the re-establishment of the Ad hoc Conmittee on Chemical**•

to reach agreement on 
Weapons, under agenda item 4, appointing moreover an able Chairman,
Ambassador Morel of France, to that subsidiary body. As you are all well

nany hopes and expectations are bestowed on the work of this inpor tant 
Conmittee, especially after the Paris Conference.* International public 
opinion is looking at this subject with particular attention and sensitivity.

I cannot abstain from renewing the appeal for all political groups

aware,

Therefore
and delegations to redouble their utmost efforts for the decisive progress of

The success brought about by an agreement on a conventionthis negotiation.
total prohibition and destruction of chemical weapons could only

To this effect, I would
on the
increase the prestige and renown of the Conference, 
like, on behalf of you all, to renew the most sincere wishes of success to 
Ambassador More 1, who has been assigned the responsibility of leading the work 
of this important Conmittee for the 1989 session.

CD/PV.491
2

The PRESIDENT? The 491st plenary meeting of the Conference on 
Disarmament is now called to order.

As Japan assumes the presidency for the month of March, ray Prime Minister 
has asked me to convey a message to the Conference which I would like to 
read. I nuofce:

• •

■Recent years have witnessed marked improvements in the 
international climate surrounding bilateral relations as well as regional 
and multilateral issues. These trends give us a sustained hope that the 
priority objectives of the Conference on Disarmament, to which the 
Government and people of Japan continue to attach high importance, will 
become a reality.

"Such attainment requires, no doubt, patient and continuing efforts 
on the part of all member States to bridge the differences and to widen 
the areas of convergence. The very success of the recent 
Paris Conference on the prohibition of chemical weapons has demonstrated 
that it is indeed possible to obtain concrete results, when such efforts 
are made. Our mission is to make steady progress, building upon those 
successes as in chemical weapons and other important areas of disarmament.
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Mr. President, the most urgent contribution to disarmament expected of 
this Conference by the world is the elimination of a particularly cruel and 
insidious category of weapons of mass destruction: chemical weapons. In this 
respect, the multilateral disarmament process on a global scale is facing a 
crucial test. A year ago, I emphasized here, together with my colleague 
Mr. Andreotti from Italy, that the global, comprehensive and verifiable 
prohibition of chemical weapons is a matter of the greatest urgency, 
all, we warned of the risk of proliferation of chemical weapons, 
has become painfully clear how right that assessment was. The shock caused by 
the use of chemical weapons in the Gulf war led to the international 
community, on the suggestion of the American President and at the invitation 
of President Mitterrand, holding a conference in Paris on the prohibition of 
chemical weapons. At the Paris Conference high-level representatives from 
149 countries jointly sought ways and means of putting an end to the use and 
spread of chemical weapons. The international community was at one in 
condemning chemical weapons. This permitted consensus on the Final 
Declaration of Paris, which demanded the early conclusion of a convention 
banning chemical weapons. We must now do justice to that call here in 
Geneva. Everyone's words must be followed by deeds.

Above 
Meanwhile it

In Paris, the recognition that only a comprehensive and global ban can 
solve the oroblem of chemical weapons gained considerable ground. As long as 
there are no peremptory rules of international law prohibiting the 
develooment, production, stockpiling and transfer of chemical weapons, the 
risk of their unlawful use will persist. As long as national export controls

(continued)



CD/PV.49L
6

(Mr. Genscher, Federal Republic of Germany)

remain the only legal instrument for preventing the proliferation of chemical 
weapons, it will not be possible to rule out reliably any misuse of chemical 
substances and equipment allegedly supplied for peaceful purposes, 
there is no international monitoring system that permits systematic on-site 
inspections at short notice, it will be hard to dispel any suspicion of the 
clandestine development and production of chemical weapons. And as long as 
the arsenals of chemical weapons are not eliminated world-wide, it will be 
almost impossible to obtain a voluntary renunciation of the capacity for 
chemical warfare, especially in areas of crisis.

As long as

More and more countries are trying to acquire with foreign assistance the
Foreign companies, andcapability for producing chemical weapons, 

unfortunately German ones as well, supply components and chemical precursors
The alarming proliferation of chemicalor provide the requisite know-how.

confronts all countries with a grave responsibility that no government 
Particularly for our country this is a deeply moral matter, which

weapons 
can shirk.
directly affects the identity and credibility of our State.

The Federal Republic of Germany has renounced the production and use of 
chemical weapons through an internationally binding pledge, 
country thus far to subject its chemical industry to regular on-site 
inspections by an international agency. 
everything humanly possible to prevent the participation of German companies 
and individuals in the production of these terrible weapons in other

Such participation is a crime and must be treated and punished as 
The laws and controls will be tightened. The Government of the Federal

It is the only

We consider it our duty to do

countr ies. 
such.
Republic of Germany has therefore responded to the recent occurrences with a 
series of measures, of which I would like to mention the main ones :

Firstly, we shall extend the authorization requirements for the export of
In future, the export of production andtechnical documents and know-how. 

other technological documents, as well as the transfer of not generally 
accessible technical know-how to other countries in the world, will require

Secondly, the authorization requirements forauthorization in all instances, 
the export of precursors of chemical weapons will be extended from 8 to 

This will apply to exports to all countries without 
Thirdly, it will be made obligatory, even before any export, to

17 substances.
exception.
notify the production of equipment capable of being used for the purposes of 
chemical weapons. Fourthly, the criminal provisions governing violations of

Penalties of upforeign trade and payments legislation are being tightened, 
to five years' imprisonment may be imposed, 
introduced which make it punishable for Germans to assist - in whatever 
manner, be it at home or abroad - in the production of chemical weapons 
facilities or the development and manufacture of chemical or biological

This offence will be subject to not less than 2 and up to 15 years'

Fifthly, new provisions are being

weapons, 
imprisonment.

On 20 February of this year, the Council of Ministers of the European 
Community adopted on my initiative a regulation under article 113 of the 
EC Treaty which subjects to authorization the export of eight chemical 
substances suitable as precursors of chemical weapons. Our aim is to achieve
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within the European Community on considerably expanding this list so 
as to achieve the most comprehensive instrument possible for preventing the

We are also striving together with

consensus

spread of precursors of chemical weapons.
partners in European political co-operation to introduce mandatoryour

authorization with regard to the export of facilities and equipment suited to
It is our aim that such an agreementthe production of chemical weapons, 

should as soon as possible be made binding on all 19 countries united in the
I appeal to the bodies that I have just mentioned to

Every effort must be made to
that the chemical weapons production facilities now under construction

"Australia Group", 
accord the highest priority to these measures.
ensure 
are not completed.

However, on no account must we succumb to the illusion that national and 
international measures can effectively prevent the proliferation of chemical 

though such measures are at present greatly needed because thisweapons,
Conference has not yet concluded a convention fully banning chemical weapons 

There is no alternative to a comprehensive, global andworld-wide.
effectively verifiable convention which prohibits without restriction the 
development, production, possession, acquisition, transfer and use of chemical 

and brings about the complete destruction of existing chemical weapons
The risk of proliferation will grow 
It arouses the desire of those who do

weapons
stocks under international supervision, 
as long as this legal vacuum persists, 
not possess chemical weapons.
against chemical weapons to measures designed to prevent their spread, 
an approach would undermine the determination of the international community 
to effectively ban chemical weapons through a global, comprehensive convention.

I strongly warn against confining the fight
Such

On 18 April 1984 President Bush, then still Vice-President of the
"The essence ofUnited States, rightly stated at this very Conference:

verification is deterrence of violations through the risk of detection." A 
global ban will only be effective if it is verifiable, 
verifiability, especially in challenge inspections, the security interests of 
mankind must take precedence over the economic interests of companies that are

This must not be the hour of the

In the matter of

worried about their business secrets.
the substance of the negotiations with more andpusillanimous who encumber

technical and legal problems and describe the verification issues as
The negotiations of the Geneva Conference on 

convention that prohibits chemical weapons world-wide must

more
unsolvable.
Disarmament on a 
therefore be brought to a successful conclusion at last.

Time is pressing!

In the Final Declaration of the Paris Conference, the countries
"to redouble theirparticipating in this Conference here were called on 

efforts, as a matter of urgency, to resolve expeditiously the remaining issues 
and to conclude the convention at the earliest date". This signal from Pans

This imposes a duty on allmust be translated into practice here in Geneva.
the Governments they represent.negotiating delegations in this forum and on 

I wish Ambassador Morel as the new Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee on
I would also likein his new responsible post.Chemical Weapons every success 

to thank his predecessor, Ambassador Sujka, for his dedicated and purposeful
conduct of the negotiations in 1988.
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I share the expectation of the United Nations Secretary-General that the 
commitment expressed at such a high level in Paris will expedite the

It is possible to solve the problems still obstructing the
This also applies to thenegotiations here.

conclusion of a convention by the end of this year.
subject of verification. The Final Document of the Stockholm Conference on 
Confidence- and Security-building Measures and Disarmament in Europe, as well 
as the United States-Soviet INF Treaty, opened the door to a world in which 
systematic checks and mandatory challenge inspections play a natural 
confidence-building function. In the efforts towards chemical disarmament, 

technical complexities of the verification issue must not become a 
deferring the solution of what is essentially a political problem.

too, the 
pretext for

As the outcome of many years of work by this Conference, an advanced 
draft convention is available, which also contains the fundamentals of a 
comprehensive verification regime, 
become more and more complicated.
inevitably results from different views at a particular time.

consolidate the draft where consensus has already been achieved

However, over the years this text has
Some points are unclear or ambiguous, as

It is now
essential to
on substantive issues and, at the same time, to find suitable solutions to
those questions still in abeyance.

During this year's round of negotiations, we must succeed in solving the 
main problems involved in the envisaged verification regime. While chairing 
the new Working Group on verification, my delegation will make special efforts 

consensual solutions to the outstanding verification issues.to bring about
Above all, two important questions concerning the verification of a chemical 
weapons convention, namely the monitoring of non—production of chemical 

and challenge inspections, have yet to be resolved. One of the most
It mustweapons

difficult tasks is that of reliably monitoring the chemical industry. 
be ensured that the permitted production of substances which are also suitable 

of chemical weapons exclusively serves peaceful purposes. Thisas precursors
Conference has developed a graduated monitoring system to that end.

To supplement the measures already discussed for monitoring 
non—production, my delegation introduced during the last round of negotiations 
a concept for additional inspections at short notice in the form of ad hoc 
checks applicable to the entire chemical industry, 
analytical procedure, it is to be established whether any prohibited or 
undeclared substances are being manufactured at the time of the inspection. 
Such ad hoc checks are intended to supplement routine inspections and can be 
carried out without time-consuming, excessive interference with production

This new flexible instrument offers clear-cut advantages for the
even if there is no suspicion, 

With the aid

With the aid of a simple

processes.
verification of a chemical weapons convention :
the entire chemical industry is accessible to the inspectorate, 
of simple, scarcely intrusive checks, a high degree of transparency is

Therefore, these ad hoc checksachieved in what is at present a grey area, 
ought to be acceptable to everyone.
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However, mandatory challenge inspections remain indispensable as the main 
means of obtaining certainty in a specific case as to whether the convention 
is being complied with. They permit swift clarification in any case involving 
serious concern about security. This problem should be tackled as a matter of 
priority. The associated political and technical difficulties are well known 
but confidence-building, protection against violations of the convention and 
the protection of human life and dignity must take precedence. Absolutely 
nothing can justify the rejection of mandatory challenge inspections, and 
certainly not the business interests of individual companies.

Even before the convention is concluded, practical experience should be 
gathered so that its verification provisions can be made as realistic and 
effective as possible. We have therefore unreservedly welcomed the suggestion 
of trial inspections and have, like various other countries, declared our 
readiness to undergo such inspections. A few weeks ago, the Federal Republic 
of Germany carried out its first trial inspection in the form of a routine 
inspection at a facility of the civilian chemical industry. The results were 
encouraging. Our experience has convinced us that it is possible with the aid 
of routine inspections to ensure adequate monitoring of the non-production of 
prohibited substances.

As with routine inspections, we expect practical trials of ad hoc checks 
to yield important information. We are, therefore, at present preparing a 
trial inspection in the form of an ad hoc check at a major chemical plant.
The chemical industry is receptive to this new verification instrument and its 
testing. We shall report in detail on the experience we gain. The exchange 
of experience here in Geneva on all national trial inspections will provide 
important information on how to improve the verification rules. It will also 
lay the basis for international trial inspections, which we shall gladly 
participate in. The German chemical industry will also make a plant available 
for that purpose.

The national or international trial inspections carried out or envisaged 
in many countries also reflect the growing openness and co-operation of 
countries in the field of chemical disarmament. This creates a new dimension 
of confidence, which is beneficial for the negotiations on a verifiable 
chemical weapons convention. The aim must be to achieve such a degree of 
monitoring that it is not possible for anyone to manufacture and stockpile 
militarily significant quantities of chemical weapons without being discovered.

We must reach agreement soon if we are to live up to our common 
responsibility for putting an end once and for all to the atrocities of 
chemical warfare. Given good will on the part of everyone concerned, this 
ought to be possible by the end of this year. I appeal to the world's 
scientists to refuse to participate in the development and production of these 
terrible weapons of mass destruction. I therefore address this urgent appeal 
to the Governments of the countries represented here : for the purpose of 
definitively eliminating these weapons, let us demonstrate maximum commitment, 
creativity and readiness for compromise. Let us make every effort to arrive 
as soon as possible at a convention that is ready for signature. We must not 
shatter the hopes of our nations. We must not cause the process of
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a broad basis, to founder on this

still difficult problems to bedisarmament, which is now under way on 
decisive threshold. We all know that there are solved. But at this advanced stage, invoking those problems can no longe
serve as a pretext for relaxing our efforts.

early stage that countrieswe must do everything possible to ensure at an 
which are not members of this Conference are suitably informed and become 
involved where appropriate. We must avoid a situation where, after th

has completed its work, individual countries refuse to accede to
had insufficient opportunities toConference

pat t ici Date1 in plobality ot the convention
- that the opportunities tor Participation^^ ^presupposes

actually used. We should therefore encourage
Dart as observers in the meetings of the -------Weapons I expresslv welcome the representatives of those countries who 
already'perform this'important task, and especially this session's newcomers.

Ad hoc Committee on Chemical

make the vision of a 
You may rest assured that my

The
in a position where we canMr. President, we are

become reality.
contribute actively to this endeavour.

banning chemical weapons can now be
It is my most

world without chemical weapons 
delegation will continue to 
obstacles on the path to a convention

This lofty goal merits our full commitment.
Conference will prove an unqualified success.surmounted, 

fervent wish that this



CO/PV.491
11

>Mr. Andreotti, Italy)

... Finally, the results of the Paris Conference of 7-11 January have 
vindicated the initiative taken by Mr. Genscher and myself in February 1988, 
when we pressed for a general commitment to intensified negotiations 
total ban on this kind of weapon.

on a
In Paris, we realized that the concerns we 

had expressed on that occasion were broadly shared by the international 
community. From that Conference, which was attended by practically every 
country in the world, there emerged a generalized rejection of chemical 
weapons and a firm commitment on the part of everyone to give a further boost 
to negotiations on a convention which would not only ban their use, but at 
last prohibit their development, production, possession and very existence.

iÆt us seize on this favourable opportunity that the political situation 
is offering us, which we may never be offered again, to stave off for ever the 
scourge of war in its most devastating forms. The Paris Conference reaffirmed 
the role of the United Nations and gave it renewed vigour, strengthening its 
monitoring powers and its political and moral authority which no one will wish 
to evade. It is now necessary to set up the procedures that will allow the 
Secretary-General to promptly and effectively act in the face of future 
allegations on the use of chemical weapons.
Conference will be measured above all in terms of your work, 
additional responsibility of this institution, which has to pursue concrete 
objectives in relation to peace and stability by proceeding towards the 
elimination of a whole class of weapons, as has already been done in the case 
of intermediate-range missiles.

The outcome of the Paris
Hence the

Over-estimation of the requirements of one's own security hinders 
disarmament, while an imperfect knowledge of the capabilities and intentions 
of the other side fuels suspicion and mistrust. This is the main reason why 
it is so difficult to solve intricate problems in an area where the risk of 
violating commitments is increased by the many connections that exist between 
civilian production and potential military 
enhance the role of the international scientific community, precisely to help 
solve the problems relating to verification and transparency.

uses. Italy is endeavouring to

(continued)
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Our commitment to the rapid establishment of 
which will persuade all countries to resolutely and effectively 

the conclusions of the Paris Conference, is

Italy neither possesses 
host them on her soil.
conditions
re-ject them, in line with

all the more credible.therefore

main objectives, in our opinion, is the rapid neutralization
Their destructionOne of the

stockpiles and production facilities.
convention comes into force, at a faster 

I also believe that the storage

of all existing
should begin as soon as the future

of the largest arsenals.
should be immediately made subject to rigorousin the casepace

tota! elimination.

™- Z “iU™ -ôncti» of anon
weapons after an interval of 17 years. We view the Soviet initiative, which 
in Se course will have to be channelled into the verification procedures 
provided under the future convention, as a step m the right direction, 
which the other great Power will certainly not remain insensitive.

production of substances 
wider and

already supplied information on Italy s
ready to participate in aWe have

relevant to the convention, and we are 
even more detailed and exhaustive exchange of data, 
imposed, we are also willing to adopt further measures to 
chemicals that could be used for military purposes, as ..
sanctions. Italian legislation is in fact one of the str^te^ " 
regard. The more advanced industrial countries are duty-bound to 
rigorously and consistently and co-ordinate their actions. We have stressed 

this need in multilateral forums, such as the Western

Until a total ban is
check the export of

well as appropriate

European Union and tne

European Community.

Italian chemical plantsWe have also promoted a trial inspection in some 
international group of scientists, whose findings have just been ma e

For this reason too, it is satisfying to note 
the end of the most recent

by an
available to this institution, 
that the experimental method was recommended at 
session of the Conference on Disarmament.

The countries most concerned, which certainly include Italy, could also 
promote and co-ordinate scientific initiatives that will help to settle 
still unresolved issues in the negotiation; gather and disseminate useful 
information for effective implementation of the ban; and co-ordinate possible 
initiatives taken by the industrial associations of different countries in 
this particular field in order to increase public awareness of the risks 

proliferation entails.



A year ago, when I addressed this gathering, I suggested that a select 
should be given the task of identifying proposals to intensify

I believe that this proposal is stillworking group
the work of the Ad hoc Committee, 
worthy of careful consideration, and I wish to advance it once again today. 
In this context, it is first of all our view that the long intervals in the 
negotiating activity of the Committee should be reduced, so as to give the

lasting impulse and an increased incisiveness.
as we hnegotiations the necessary

consider very appropriate the creation of an ad hoc working group 
advocated - responsible for all verification aspects. To my mind, it is 
evident that, however complex this essential problem might be, it has to be 
dealt with comprehensively, not leaving the various aspects of it to be

with little functional linkage between them.handled by different groups
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Supported by an increasingly attentive public opinion, negotiations have 
now reached the point of no return, and this is likely to be a decisive year 
in overcoming the greatest obstacles.
in an open spirit with those aspects of the convention that still require 
further political and juridical development.
non-production, the institutional aspects, challenge inspections, and the 
destruction of chemical weapons and their production facilities. Through

we have to resolve our existing differences and make a quantum
For years now,

Hence the need to deal resolutely and

I am referring specifically to

serious debate,
leap forward without ignoring legitimate national concerns, 
the working group system has worked to everyone's satisfaction, 
convinced that it will continue to do so in the light of the constructive 
changes recently adopted. However, we must also think in terms of 
restructuring some negotiating methods, so that we can more rapidly bridge the 
distance that still separates us from our goal.

and I am

CD/PV.492
2

Disarmament andMr. KOMATINA (Secretary-General of the Conference on Personal Representative of the Seoretary-General of the United National.
addressed to the Conference on Disarmament read as follows.

The message

Conference stressed the urgency of"The participants in the Paris 
concluding a comprehensive ban on chemical weapons. Although seme 
obstacles still remain, we urge all the participating States to do their 
utmost to expedite the negotiations. We would like to see a convention 
on the prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling and use of 

and their destruction before the end of this year.chemical weapons

0)
 M
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In mv initial plenary statement of the current session, I would like to 
beqin by stressing that Canada shares the generally hopeful assessment, 
already expressed by most preceding speakers, that our session is being held 
at a particularly propitious time, when new, encouraging prospects appear to 
be opening up in international relations, including in the disarmament field. 
I would begin by recalling the generally positive atmosphere that attached to 
SSOD-III, even though it ended without agreement on a substantive document. 
This positive atmosphere was even more perceptible during the forty-third 
United Nations General Assembly, in the First Committee, which Canada had the 

When the representative of the USSR addressed the finalhonour to chair.
meeting of the First Committee on 30 November on behalf of the Group of 
Socialist States, I suspect he spoke for us all when he noted that, as never 
in the past, the Committee's work had been promoted by a positive

The number of resolutions and decisionsinternational political climate. 
adopted increased over the forty-second General Assembly, and so also did the 
number of consensus resolutions. The other major development was, of course, 
the January Paris Conference on the 1925 Geneva Protocol, the Final 
Declaration of which was officially presented to us on 7 February by the 
French Minister for Foreign Affairs, His Excellency Roland Dumas. Most 
importantly, there was the successful conclusion last month of the Vienna

This included the major decision to openFollow-up Meeting of the CSCE.
two new negotiations relating to conventional armed forces in Europe, 
wonder that we should therefore be beginning our work for this session with

Little

heightened expectations of further progress.

That being noted, however, we should not allow too great a sense of 
euphoria to blind us to the very difficult outstanding issues that still 
confront us in relation to each of the eight substantive items on our agenda. 
When I first spoke in plenary, last year, on 10 March, I emphasized the 
fundamental importance attached by Canada to an element that must characterize 
both the bilateral process and our multilateral work, namely effective 
verification achieved through efficient, agreed implementation mechanisms.
I further suggested that, to maintain confidence in compliance, precise and 
often intrusive verification provisions are a necessary and central element of 
politically viable arms control and disarmament agreements.
Government is still of that view, a view which I hope all of us share. 
this is so, then all of us must also agree that, particularly in the context 
of our ongoing work on a chemical weapons convention, we must give intensified 
effort to resolving outstanding issues to formulate verification measures 
which will be both practical and effective.

The Canadian
If
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to the fourth subject on our agenda, chemicalFinally, let me turn
Here too we have papers to distribute, which we hope will also prove 

One is the first issue in a new series which we will be
It is entitled

weapons.
useful to you.
preparing of arms control verification occasional papers.
"International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards: Observations on lessons for 
verifying a chemical weapons convention". Others among these occasional 

will be issued periodically. They are primarily intended for apapers
specialist audience, and they represent the results of selected independent

For this reasonresearch undertaken by our Verification Research Programme.
those of the authors and do not necessarilythe views expressed in them are

The second set of papers we haverepresent those of the Canadian Government.
three-volume compendium on chemical weapons covering our

1988 session. The volumes cover plenary statements (PVs), plenary working 
papers (WPs) and Ad hoc Committee papers (CD/CW/WPs). 
attention that several Ad hoc Committee papers which were tabled after the 
close of the 1988 formal session in September 1988 are not included in the 
third volume. We hope to receive these volumes from Canada any day now and 
will distribute them to you soon afterwards.

to distribute is a

I would draw to your

substantive remarks on our work on chemical
Essentially they

This leads roe to the more
with which I would like to conclude this statement.

long-standing concerns about difficult
weapons
comprise a reiteration of some of our
aspects of our work that nevertheless must be resolved if ever we are to

As I have already stated, probably the single most important taskSUCC66(^ •
before us, without which we can never hope to find broad support for any 
convention, is to establish an agreed and effective verification framework.

words of the Paris Conference Final Declaration, the convention must be
In our view, to beIn the

"global and comprehensive and effectively verifiable", 
effective, the verification regime must be practical, 
efficiently and at a tolerable cost. In this context you may recall that on

Canada circulated CD/823, a working paper which examined 
determining verification inspectorate personnel and 

at present working on a follow-up paper,
which we hope to

It must use resources

31 March last year 
factors involved in

We areresource requirements.
the cost implications of establishing inspectorate,

Again, our purpose is to advance 
work on verification in

examining
be able to provide to you later this year.

of discussing this crucial aspect of ourthe process 
the chemical weapons convention context.

If we are to make further progress, it will be important for us to come 
to grips with those important problems which still lie ahead that have a 
political as well as technical dimension. One is challenge inspections:
here, notwithstanding what appears to be a general acceptance, at 1"

a number of States still seem to have difficulties
which will be needed to make challenge

issue is that of

principle, of this concept, 
in accepting the degree of intrusion

ErErErs
will require in order to supervise 

hold it accountable for its

Council.
about the degree of authority this organ 
implementation of the convention and how to

How to select its members has also still to be settled.
Articles X and XI are particularly sensitive:

There remain
action, 
still other problems.

but



CD/PV.492
9

(Mr. Marchand, Canada)

solutions that fully respect the concerns of the various participants in the 
negotiations on them ought to be available; it will be a matter of making the 
necessary choices, keeping in mind that our overall objective is an effective 
convention. On undiminished security during the transition period, the 
problem is different: we do not yet have sufficiently clear ideas of what the 
concerns of some among us about this matter really are. But, if we can 
resolve related outstanding issues respecting the principles and order of 
destruction, surely some of those concerns will be alleviated. Another, 
different but still difficult, issue is that of confidentiality. It is of 
especial interest for countries with highly developed chemical industries 
operating in a highly competitive international environment, and whose 
legitimate commercial concerns must be taken into account.

There are other aspects of our work on a chemical weapons convention 
which can best be dealt with by experts. Perhaps the most important issues in 
this sense relate to definitions and criteria under article II and to the 
content and number of the schedules to be required under article VI. Among 
those inputs required from legal experts there are two of particular concern 
to Canada. One is the need for us to consider the meaning of the phrase 
"jurisdiction and control ", a phrase that gives rise to issues of 
extra-territoriality. Canada would prefer that this phrase be deleted from 
the text and that more specific wording could be found to describe a 
signatory's obligations. Another relates to article XII, where for now I will 
merely recall the Canadian suggestion, made last August, that this separate 
article may not in fact be required.

Another important point I wish to register relates to suggestions which 
have been made, here and at the Paris Conference, to the effect that 
conclusion of a convention on chemical weapons should be conditional on 
progress in nuclear arms control. The Canadian Government emphatically 
disagrees. A complete ban on chemical weapons is desirable in itself. It is, 
in the Canadian view, in the interest of countries of all regions. It should 
not be conditional on progress in other areas.

My list of outstanding "difficult" issues is by no means exhaustive. Nor 
is it intended in any way to downplay the importance of others which I have 
not cited. My purpose has been, rather, to remind us that more than mere good 
will and the intention to work harder will be required from us if we are to 
make the sort of progress at this session which both the General Assembly and 
the Paris Conference have called for.

In concluding, I am pleased to be able to tell this Conference that 
Canada will be joining those member States that have already carried out or 
plan to carry out trial inspections. We will provide the results as soon as 
they become available.
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on our agenda as theintention to address particular items

floor today to bring to the attention 
control initiative of the

While it is my
session progresses, I have asked for the

Disarmament an important armsof the Conference on 
Australian Government.

The Australian Minister for Foreign Affairs and Trade,
Senator Gareth Evans, announced today, 7 March, that ^
major international chemical weapons conference later this year The 
nnnfurpnce will bring together Governments and representatives of the “onaî =»!mî2l industry to discuss ,rosin, problem of tne
international trade in feedstoct.^plant^and^urp-nt»

Senator Evans and the

to be used
for chemical weapons purposes.

and United States officials, and between .. James Baker, about how best to build onAustralian 
United States Secretary of State, Mr
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the momentum generated by the Paris Conference on chemical weapons in 
January. 
it, are

The date of the conference, and details relating to participation in
still to be finalized.

In his announcement Senator Evans said that for some time Australia had 
actively developing measures to address the problem of the spread of

Since 1985, Australia had brought together representativesbeen
chemical weapons.
of industrial nations which export certain relevant chemicals, to ensure that 
their industries were not associated, even inadvertently, with the production

This group, which met regularly in Paris, has now becomeof chemical weapons, 
known as the Australia Group.

Australia has had a productive dialogue with other Governments and the 
chemical industry for some time, including as leader of the Australia Group, 
on how best to advance the objective of preventing the spread of chemical 
weapons while not impeding the legitimate activities of the civil chemical

One clear lesson from these discussions has been the need to work
Senator Evans said that the proposedindustry.

closely with the chemical industry, 
conference - designed to bring together Governments and chemical industry 
representatives in a joint problem-solving dialogue - 
background of close relations which have developed between the Australian 
chemical industry and the Australian Government, 
of the Conference as being supportive of negotiations in the Conference on 
Disarmament for a comprehensive and universal ban on chemical weapons, 
chemical weapons convention remains Australia's priority objective.

would benefit from the

Australia sees the purposes

The

statementI will ask the secretariat that the full text of Senator Evans 
be circulated as a document of the Conference.
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Mr. BAYART (Mongolia):
The Paris Conference on the prohibition of chemical weapons met the

important landmark in the struggle to 
This being so, as we see it, the quest 

new parameters in all its basic 
There is growing awareness and determination to renounce the

world's expectations and served as an 
rid our planet of chemical weapons, 
for disarmament is gaining qualitatively
directions.

3

(Mr. Bayart, Mongolia)

principle of over-arming and to turn to the principle of defensive 
sufficiency. Not only are old stereotypes being overcome and certain values 
reassessed, but a new realistic approach to greater confidence and security is
taking shape.

Like many others, we think that conditions for disarmament are now as
Therefore, it would be anfavourable as they are ever likely to be. 

unforgivable mistake if the Conference were not to take advantage of the day, 
and did not offer its worthy contribution to furthering the positive changes 
taking place the world over. Here, in our opinion, the current year, 1989, 
should be a crucial turning-point as we move towards completion of work on the
chemical weapons convention.

As was rightly pointed out by His Excellency Mr. Genscher, Minister for 
Foreign Affairs of the Federal Republic of Germany, in his statement on 
2 March 1989, given good will on the part of everyone concerned, the 
finalization of the convention ought to be possible by the end of this year.

(continued)
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that the negotiations on chemical weapons should not 
During the negotiations, all efforts should be directed 

pending problems, rather than revising

It is extremely important 
lose momentum.
towards finding solutions to 
compromises achieved through a great amount of painstaking work.

affairs of the negotiations allows us to conclude 
problem that cannot be resolved or that could long 

there are problems, for the moment, 
Given the desire on everyone's part

The current state of
that today there is no 
hamper the ongoing negotiations. Yes,
which are mainly of a technical nature, 
to search for common understanding, they could be agreed upon without much
difficulty.

Speaking on the question of chemical weapons, I will limit my remarks
As for the other problems related to the

Themainly to its verification aspects.
chemical weapons negotiations, I will address them in a future statement 
Ad hoc Committee is now focusing attention, inter alia, on the question o 
verification, which occupies a prominent place among the outstanding

we welcome the creation of a working group to deal with the 
■ rolling text" of our future convention contains the main 
verification which have been elaborated to varying degrees.

completed, whereas others are being worked out.

Hence, 
The

problems, 
subject, 
mechanisms of 
Some of them have almost been

Like many others, my delegation considers that whenever one raises the 
question of verification of the convention, one has to proceed from the

— ** "«“irjïïsrs
Of given companies and take them into consideration wherever possible, 
course of negotiations, a number of delegations have come up with valuable 
ideas and proposals on the Question of verification, including the idea of 
making good use of relevant verification provisions contained in the

and the document of the Stockholm Conference, as well as the 
International Atomic Energy Agency wherever

different subjects, nothing
This could be

and other interests. In the

INF Treaty
day-to-day practice of the

Though we understand that they cover
from studying the good experience gained there.

verification.

feasible. 
will prevent us 
done, in our opinion, in Working Group 1 on
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The 494th plenary meeting of the Conference onThe PRESIDENT;
Disarmament is called to order.

Much remains to be done at all levels, and we, the members of the 
Conference on Disarmament and the non-members participating in it, have a 
heavy responsibility in advancing our negotiations to achieve new effective

That responsibility assumes particular 
relevance at present, when the international situation shows considerable 
improvement and multilateral forums are proving once more that they are 
indispensable instruments in the search for disarmament, 
that respect appeared at the last regular session of the General Assembly.
The success of the Paris Conference in recognizing the inportance and 
continuing validity of the Geneva Protocol of 1925, as well as in providing 
further impetus to our negotiations on a conprehensive chemical weapons ban, 
is a timely example of the irreplaceable role of the multilateral approach to 
d isarmament.
unprecedented number of non-member States wishing to participate in the work 
of the Conference.
with the issues facing this multilateral body.

and verifiable disarmament measures.

Clear indications in

Last but not least, this year we have welcomed in our midst an

Twenty-four States have been invited to join us in dealing

The 1989 session of the Conference has begun on a positive note. A
Five subsidiarynumber of organizational questions have been settled quickly, 

bodies are working under their competent chairmen and, as requested by the 
Paris Conference, the Conference is redoubling its efforts in the field of

However, we should not forget that several agenda items andchemical weapons.
other subjects still need to find an appropriate organizational framework for

3

(The President)

This applies in particular to the nuclear issues on our 
Among those, I would like to single out agenda 

"Nuclear test ban", on which we have not been able, unfortunately, to
I have initiated with

their consideration.
agenda, agenda items 1 to 3. 
item 1,
find an acceptable arrangement since the end of 1983. 
our co-ordinators the process of exploring possible progress on the item, and 
I am very encouraged by the positive response. I assure you that I will 
continue to intensify my consultations and to co-operate with you in the
search for a solution to those pending matters.
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Mr. KARHILO (Finland): Mr. President, permit me to thank you for the 
warm words of welcome you have just extended to me. I am very pleased and 
honoured to have this opportunity to address the Conference on Disarmament. 
Let me also express my pleasure at seeing you occupy the Chair of the 
Conference. I know that under your competent guidance, the Conference will 
work effectively.

Chemical disarmament has gained new urgency on the agenda of the world 
community. Alarm at the proliferation and use of chemical weapons is global. 
The 149 participating States at the Paris Conference in January aired their 
common awareness of this danger. It marked a unique expression of political 
resolve by virtually all States of the world. The Declaration of the Paris 
Conference called upon the Conference on Disarmament to conclude the 
convention on the total prohibition of chemical weapons by redoubling its

The present global alarm now provides a momentum which
If this Conference succeeds

efforts on this issue.
this negotiating body should not fail to seize, 
in these efforts, it will give a new impetus for multilateral disarmament as a
whole.

There is now an increasing understanding of the scope of the chemical 
Many countries are taking measures to strengthen exportweapons problem.

controls on chemicals, equipment and facilities which may be used in the 
production of chemical weapons. International trade in this kind of 
merchandise has to be put under scrutiny. But this alone is not enough to 

Finland welcomes the Soviet Union'sstop the spread of chemical weapons, 
announcement at the Paris Conference that she will unilaterally start the

We also welcome the recentelimination of her chemical weapon stockpiles.

(continued)
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statement by the United States that she plans to explore ways of ensuring the 
accelerated withdrawal of her chemical weapon stockpile from the Federal 
Republic of Germany.

These kinds of unilateral measures are encouraging signs, 
strengthen the momentum which is further highlighted by developments in other 
areas of disarmament efforts. The Soviet Union and the United States 
expected soon to resume their nuclear and space talks, 
their strategic nuclear arsenals will be a vital element in making the world 
safer. In Europe, two parallel sets of negotiations on military security 
within the framework of the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe 
started only a week ago. In addition to the continued work on confidence- and 
security-building measures, conventional armed forces in Europe have finally 
become an object of negotiation.

They help to

are
Deep reductions in

Disarmament at the bilateral level and in the regional context is 
advancing. The Conference on Disarmament is responsible for advancement at 
the multilateral level, 
chemical weapons convention, 
of the chemical weapons question. The effectiveness of the future convention 
requires universal adherence to the convention from the very beginning. 
country is expected to abide by the provisions of the convention and, 
therefore, every country that is willing to contribute to the negotiations 
should have an opportunity to do so. Finland welcomes the decision of the 
Conference to open its Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons to new observer 
States.
that the redoubling of efforts is taking place, 
and its Chairman, Ambassador Pierre Morel of France, every success in turning 
the unanimous message of the Paris Conference into reality.

Among the first priorities is the completion of the 
The Paris Conference demonstrated the globality

Every

The restructuring of the work of the Committee is a positive sign
We wish the Ad hoc Committee

Verification of the future convention is undoubtedly one of the most 
difficult issues facing the CW negotiations.
on the verification of chemical disarmament - Finland's contribution to 
the CW negotiations — has for 15 years developed sensitive and selective 
analytical methods to meet verification requirements of the convention, 
results have been published annually here at the Conference on Disarament in 
the form of 
in 13 volumes.

The Finnish research project

The

"Finnish Blue Books" totalling about 2,500 pages of research data 
These reports contain analytical data on chemical warfare 

agents, their precursors and degradation products studied using 
instrumental methods.

seven
Some of the methods require sophisticated stationary 

instrumention, but some are also usable in mobile laboratories. Application
of the methods for air monitoring was found feasible in on-site, near-site and 
remote verification tasks.

To make the results more readily available for other laboratories, a 
computerized verification data base is being prepared. A prototype of this 
data base was introduced at this Conference last year, and delegations were 
encouraged to test it by allowing them access to our computer, 
goal is a comprehensive chemical weapons verification data base for the 
Technical Secretariat.

The ultimate

In the first phase, an analytical data base will help 
the future Preparatory Commission in developing verification methods, 
to be able to demonstrate its 
coming summer session.

We hope
use to the delegations in Geneva during the



D^nocratic Republic) :Mr. DIETZE (German
I should like to introduce at today's plenary session document CD/899,

trial inspection of the German Democratici.e. the report on the national 
Republic.

In February 1988, the Soviet Union submitted a proposal for the holding 
In Y industry facilities in order to expedite work

This initiative was taken up andof trial inspections 
on the d aft convent n chemical weapons

Ad hoc Conmittee, esulting in document
Democratic Republic carried out a

It was

further by
On this basis, the German

industrial plant in the autumn of 1988.
a production unit or 

substance listed

CD/CW/WP. 213. 
trial inspection in an
conducted in a multi-purpose pharmaceutical facility, 
the "Dresden" pharmaceutical enterprise, which processes a

CD/PV.495
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of the identification data collected into the dataTo allow reliable use
base, work within the project has proceeded to describe the numerous methods 
of sample preparation and analysis required in a way which meets the criteria 
of standard operating procedures. Concrete international co-operation is 
vital to the success of the pioneering work towards the standardization of 
methods. We are pleased to announce to this Conference that we have recently 
siqned an agreement with Switzerland on co-operation in methods development.

will benefit from Swiss scientific expertise.confident that our projectWe are

In order to facilitate international validation of the procedures the 

inspection in Finland, which incidentally is taking place today.

The

capability to verify alleged uses of chemical weapons 
at the disposal of the Secretary-General of the United Nations. Once the 
convention has been signed, Finland is also prepared to offer the facilities 
of her research project to the Technical Secretariat for analytical work. 
Continuous methods development and updating of chemicals lists will remain 
important after the convention has entered into force.

Finland has put her

andCinstruments1 relevant t!T t^uS^at io^ tasks of the J»“ils

„« .ni. off., will be worked out before the summer, and invitations will be 
extendediireoUy tftïê Governments concerned. Close acquaintance with the 
te=hnî«l ™thodï is necessary for every party to the convent^n that has a 
chemical industry of its own. National organisations should be able to ens
^P^s“^uini:o1^im:"eiruSerïïns^f ÆÏÏS-1

Secretariat on a broad geographical basis.

CD/PV.495
6

• 
U

o oG 
C 

.C
 

•rd 0 
JJ

U 
X

)



CD/PV.495
7

(Mr. Dietze, German Democratic Republic)

in schedule [2] as "To be discussed further" - dimethylaminoethanol, 
substance is converted into meclophenoxate hydrochloride, a chemical which is 
used as a medicine.

The

In preparation for the trial inspection an initial visit - actually a 
sequence of several visits - was carried out. During the "initial visit 
period" a facility agreement was negotiated and a document outlining the 
detailed verification approach was drawn up. The initial visit included four 
one-day visits to the facility and several weeks for the analysis and study of 
basic documents to prepare the verification concept and negotiate the facility 
agreement. The routine verification lasted for two days, while the 
elaboration of the inspection report took one day.

The following inspection methods were applied: inventory controls by 
direct measurement, enumeration of standard tanks, verification of records 
and sampling and analyses for confirmation of data in the material balance 
declaration and of non-production of schedule [1] chemicals. At the same 
time, the operating condition and the production régime were checked on the 
basis of the facility agreement. Moreover, interviews were held with plant 
workers.

During the inspection two technical principles were investigated, namely 
material balance verification and anomaly detection. In the case of material 
balance verification, a narrow inspection mandate was drawn up and 
successfully implemented, based on the facility agreement and the verification 
approach. For anomaly detection, it was difficult to formulate a tight 
inspection mandate.

The facility was notified in advance of the inspection date, mainly 
because material balance verification, and inventory verification in 
particular, can only be performed at specific points in the production cycle. 
Therefore, the time of the inventory verification must be agreed with the 
operator of the facility, while interim inspections can be conducted at short 
notice in accordance with the "rolling text". The inspection did not have a 
major impact on facility operations. But with a view to making facility 
operations suitable for verification under the convention, some adjustments 
became necessary, both in facility accounting practice and in the operating 
régime at the facility. We are looking forward to expert discussions on the 
experience gathered during trial inspections, to be held in the coming weeks 
here in Geneva.

Since I have been given the floor, I should like to air some further 
observations on topical issues concerning current negotiations on the 
prohibition of chemical weapons.

The verification problem has attracted great attention in recent 
consultations. Our delegation welcomes the efforts made in Working Group 1 
with respect to the pattern of verification. A conclusion to be drawn from 
this debate is that the existing elements of verification included in the 
"rolling text" constitute a solid foundation for a functioning and reliable 
verification system. Chemicals which are chemical weapons and have little 
or no use except for CW purposes, as well as key components for binary or 
multicomponent chemical weapons, are covered under the most stringent régime.
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The second category, key precursors, will also fall under systematic 
verification by on-site inspection. In both cases, the inspections will have 
to prove not only that the chemical is not used for other than the declared 
purposes, but also the absence of any production prohibited by the convention 
in the facility under inspection. A third category of chemicals will be 
subject to verification by data monitoring.

At present the question of whether there is a need to sup planent these 
verification system elements is being discussed. We feel that an answer to 
this question may be found in trying to identify the aim of additional 
verification measures. It will be easier to make a choice concerning the 
verification methods to be applied on the basis of this identification. One 
target for verification is chemicals which are not included in any of the 
three schedules and which, because of their toxicity or other characteristics, 
can be diverted to chemical weapons purposes. In addition, the facilities 
producing these chemicals might be converted into or readily used as 
Q» production facilities. In our view, a solution could perhaps be brought 
about by including such chemicals in schedule [2]. In so doing, sufficient 
assurance could be obtained that the chemical in question is not produced for 
prohibited purposes and the facility not used for CW production. This relates 
to problems which have been the subject of discussion for some time under the 
heading "schedule [4] " or "super-toxic lethal chemicals" (STLCs) . to arrive 
at the aforementioned solution, the guidelines for schedule [2] would have to 
be drafted to allow for the inclusion of such chemicals. The ambivalent 
characteristics of some chemicals, however, might create difficulties in
reaching agreement on whether a specific chemical requires systematic 
verification or not. For these cases, another pragmatic approach seems to
be advisable.

In our opinion it would be sensible for a list to be drawn up comprising 
those dubious chemicals which cause concern. Requests from States parties 
should form the basis of such a list, which should be conpi led by the 
Technical Secretariat and coirmunicated to the States parties. The idea of 
maintaining an open list of this kind was advanced by the delegation of Italy 

The production of chemicals set forth in this list, probably abovelast year.
a certain threshold, as well as the facilities in which they are produced,

Bellowing such declarations,would have to be declared by the States parties, 
checks could be carried out on an ad hoc basis.
factors, as suggested by the Federal Republic of Germany, could serve as a 
means of choosing the proper frequency of ad hoc checks, 
council whose establishment was proposed by France could ass une an advisory 
role in the overall process. By applying this method, only one point of 
possible concern would be left unaffected, namely facilities which do not 
produce chemicals contained in the schedules and are consequently not 
declared, but which have the capability of being used as or easily converted

The discussions on this subject did not reveal

The creation of weighting

The scientific

into a CW production facility, 
any possibility of defining sufficiently clear characteristics so that they 
can be included in a list or a special register. We are ready to discuss 
further ideas to provide assurances regarding the absence of prohibited

There is, of course, always the alternativeactivities in such facilities, 
of requesting a challenge inspection.
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Another problem I should like to touch upon concerns the Executive 
Council. We attach great importance to reaching agreement on the composition 
of the Executive Council of the future Organization. The work to be 
accomplished on this subject would, to our mind, also help make headway in 
other subjects which are linked with the functions of this organ. In working 
paper CD/812 of 4 March 1988, the delegation of the German Democratic Republic 
set forth its views on the composition, size and decision-making of the 
Executive Council. In this approach we proceeded from the fact that the 
proper implementation of the convention would have a strong bearing on the 
security interests of the States parties. For this reason, the stability of 
the convention and its global character will largely depend on the political 
body acting as the executive organ. The composition of the Executive Council 
will have to correspond to the character of the convention as a disarmament 
agreement. That is why its composition should be in accordance with the 
political balance established in the Conference on Disarmament, as the 
appropriate multilateral organ to negotiate this kind of agreement.
Therefore, the conclusion has been drawn that the principles of political 
balance and equitable geographical distribution should play a crucial role.
In addition, the groups should be made up of an appropriate number of 
countries with a developed chemical industry as well as those not having a 
major industry of this kind. We are still of the opinion that this organ, to 
be effective, should be composed of a limited membership. We deem the figure 
of 21 adequate.

Since we are now to continue the debate on these issues in the various 
working groups, I would like to offer some observations on the outcome of 
discussions held in the meantime. In our view they revealed that the 
relationship between political balance and equitable geographical 
distribution, being the governing principles for the composition of the 
Executive Council, was widely supported. A limited size for this body was 
also considered essential. Different views have been expressed only 
concerning whether the stage of development of a chemical industry should be 
taken into account. We arrived at these conclusions during the consultations 
held last year in the working group under the chairmanship of Mr. Numata of 
Japan. The same goes for observations offered on this subject in the 
plenary. I am referring especially, in this context, to statements made by 
the delegations of Brazil, France, Pakistan, the United States, Sweden and 
China last year. The quotations contained in the circulated text of my 
statement delivered today speak for themselves. 1/

1/ The relevant section of the text circulated by the delegation of the 
German Democratic Republic read as follows:

"The delegation of Brazil stated on 26 April 1988: 'Three criteria,
in our view, could be merged in the definition of eligibility for the
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I believe that this justifies the conviction that there already exists a 
foundation for elaborating an agreement in principle on the composition of the 
Executive Council.
included in article VIII could then be worked out. We value the intention 
expressed by the Chairman of Working Group 3 to start consultations on this 
item, and we welcome the fact that this endeavour was also supported by the 
Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, Ambassador Morel of 
France.

Following this agreement, the details of a text to be

Executive Council: geographical, political and industrial capacity.' 
The CD was proposed as a model for a 1 strong, efficient and 
representative Executive Council, with a membership in the range 
between 20 and 30 • (CD/PV.460) .

"The French delegation stressed in its statement of 17 March 1988 
that the composition of the Executive Council should not be 1 simply a 
copy of the usual rules in general political bodies', 
expressed that it is 'on the contrary, directly linked to the convention 
itself and so combines the geographical, the political and the industrial 
criteria’ (CD/PV.449).

The view was

"In the statement of the delegation of Pakistan of 28 April 1988, it 
stressed that the precise composition of the Executive Councilwas

'should be based on the principles of equitable geographical distribution 
and of political balance' (CD/PV.461).

"We appreciate the positive comment made by the United States 
delegation in its statement of 14 April 1988 concerning our working 
paper CD/812. In this context, it was stated that 'the Executive Council 

be small enough for effective work and yet represent the different
The statement recognized that

must be taken to achieve political balance, and recommended that it
The interrelationship between

must
interests involved in the convention'.
care
should be brought about indirectly, 
political balance and decision-making procedures was also stressed 
(CD/PV.457).

"In its statement of 13 September 1988, the delegation of Sweden
1 The composition of the Executive Councilexpressed the following view: 

should reflect political balance and equitable geographical
It was further stated that the wish for specialdistribution.1

representation of countries carrying a higher burden of routine 
inspections was understandable (CD/PV.481).

"In its statement of 31 March 1988, the delegation of China
on 'the three elements ofrecognized 'a convergence of views'

geographical distribution, chemical industry capacity and political 
groupings'. We fully share the conviction expressed by China that 
long as we give full consideration to the above three elements and show 
mutual compromise and understanding, a composition of the organization 
compatible with the requirements of the convention will be found'
(CD/PV.453)."

so
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Winding up my statement, I have grounds to reiterate on this occasion 
what has already been said at SSOD-III, during the Paris Conference, and here 
in this very room. The German Democratic Republic possesses no chemical 
weapons and has no such weapons from other States stationed on its territory. 
It is neither engaged in the development of chemical weapons, nor has it 
facilities to produce them. The German Democratic Republic advocates an 
international moratorium on the production of chemical weapons before the 
entry into force of the convention, and has introduced strict export controls 
for dual-purpose chemicals. My country continues its efforts towards the 
creation of a chemical-weapon-free zone in Central Europe, because this, we 
feel, will facilitate a global solution.

These measures are truly building confidence, 
successful work of the Geneva Conference on Disarmament.

They add, we think, to the 
These steps, in

fact, promote the early conclusion of the negotiations on the prohibition of 
chemical weapons. The German Democratic Republic is keeping its word given at 
the Paris Conference that it will advance these negotiations by displaying a 
constructive and action-oriented approach and submitting substantive 
proposals. Our delegation is in favour of focusing these negotiations on the 
essential issues of the CW convention and achieving a real breakthrough. We 
do this because the implementation of the Declaration of the Paris Conference 
will not come about on its own. We do this since concrete action is called 
for when we are about to seize the chance offered at the Paris Conference, 
namely to conclude the convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons at 
the earliest date.

CD/PV.495
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Mr. VAJNAR (Czechoslovakia):

... As I informed the Conference last month, Czechoslovakia carried out a 
national trial inspection of a chemical industry facility on 25 and 26 January 
this year. In my short intervention today I would like to introduce the 
report on this inspection, contained in what will be document CD/900.

The facility selected for the inspection is a medium-sized plant situated 
close to the town of Mnisek, producing an agent commercially designated as 
Spolapret OS which is used mainly for non-flammable treatment of cotton, 
substance is produced from phosphorus trichloride, which is converted intoThis
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dimethyl phosphite, these being substances which would under CD/881, be 
declared schedule [3] chemicals. For the purposes of the inspection these 
compounds were hypothetically considered as schedule [2] chemicals.

The inspection team was composed mainly of officials with a technical 
background. However, representatives from the Federal Ministry of Foreign' 
Affairs also participated, either as members of the inspection team or as 
observers. The main sponsor of the trial inspection, the Ministry of Industry 
of the Czech Socialist Republic, paid thorough attention to the preparations 
for the experiment and to the establishment of all necessary conditions for 
its effective and instructive implementation. Special emphasis was placed on 
the thorough preparation of the facility attachment, since it soon became 
evident that the provisions included in the attachment would play an important 
"regulatory" role for the designation of areas or places to be inspected, as 
well as access by the inspectors and the conduct of the inspection itself.

The plant was visited six times between November 1988 and January 1989 
before the facility attachment was finalized and concluded on 25 January. In 
its preparation maximum use was made of the provisions contained in the "Model 
for an agreement relating to facilities producing, processing, or consuming 
chemicals listed in schedule [2]" (CD/881, pp. 124-127). The inspection 
proper took two days. Its technical proceedings are described in detail in 
the report. The conclusions drawn from the inspection, which are specified in 
the report, might be summarized in the following way.

Firstly, the provisions relating to the verification of chemical industry 
facilities which have been developed so far in CD/881 can be considered as 
accurately reflecting the requirements for such verification. The national 
trial inspection convinces us that reliable verification of civilian chemical 
industry is feasible. At the same time, under normal conditions, the 
inspection is not exceedingly intrusive for the facility, or too demanding for 
the inspecting personnel, either in terms of participants or in terms of 
time. We hope that our experiment, together with the evaluation of other 
national trial inspections, will contribute to the completion of the 
verification provisions and procedures of the future chemical weapons 
convention.

Secondly, the participants in the inspection repeatedly realized the 
importance of the facility attachment. Attention paid to this kind of 
document in the previous work of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons has 
proved fully justified, since the facility attachment indeed plays the role of 
a "guide" to a facility, while at the same time protecting it from unnecessary 
intrusiveness and disclosures of confidential information, 
attached to the text of the Model on which facility attachments will be based 
indicate that some work on the material is still needed, 
initiation of such work as soon as possible.

Two footnotes

We favour the

Thirdly, the size of inspection teams will, in the course of real 
inspections, vary quite considerably, depending on the type of facility.
It seems useful to envisage, in the case of larger inspection teams,

In view of the need to protect confidentialspecialization of its members, 
information, the participants in the inspection came to the conclusion that

to all information should be limited to the head of the inspection team.access
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Fourthly, certain conclusions, albeit only approximate ones, might be 
drawn with regard to time periods required for various operations, 
instance, the elaboration and conclusion of a facility attachment will require 

The routine inspection itself could be carried out

For

about one week.
effectively within one or two days, depending on the type of facility

The preparation of a final report on an inspection might takeinspected, 
about five to seven days.

The first stage of the trial inspection of chemical industry, which I am 
speaking about, confirmed the timeliness and usefulness of the initiative on 
this matter advanced in February last year by the delegation of the USSR, 

said in the statement of the Government of Czechoslovakia issued on
As

was
5 January this year, we are prepared to participate in the second stage of 
the experiment, namely, inspections with the participation of international 
inspectors.

Allow me to add one short remark concerning our present proceedings. One 
of the valuable conclusions to be drawn from the experiment, as well as from 
the work of the spring session of the Conference on Disarmament to date, as 
far as the future work of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons is 
concerned, is that it should be as specific and as goal-oriented as possible. 
What we need is not the redrafting of essentially agreed provisions, while 
some important issues are still unsolved in the "rolling text". In our view 
a pragmatic approach would now require concentration of our effort on the 
solution of these outstanding problems. In this spirit of practical work 
Czechoslovakia is prepared to provide information on facilities, laboratories 
and other scientific institutions producing or handling chemicals of relevance 
to the convention. We could start releasing such information soon.
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On the broader multilateral canvas, we have seen the culmination of the 
CSCE review and the commencement of negotiations on conventional forces in 
Europe, as well as the continuation of negotiations on confidence - and 
security-building measures, the latter with the participation of non-aligned 
and neutral States as well. There are also strong expectations of drastic 
reductions in strategic nuclear arsenals. Finally, in Paris in January this 
year 149 countries, by a remarkable act of consensus, together forged an 
unequivocal political commitment against chemical weapons and called on the 
Conference on Disarmament to redouble its efforts, as a matter of urgency, to 
resolve expeditiously remaining issues and to conclude the chemical weapons 
convention at the earliest date.

The Paris Conference on the prohibition of chemical weapons was in many 
ways a product of the times, and the Government of France needs to be 
congratulated for articulating and vigorously pursuing an idea whose time had 
clearly come.

Some aspects about the Paris Conference require particular emphasis. 
Firstly, it was an endeavour in which 149 nations participated despite 
proclaimed differences in approach. In short, it was a genuine multilateral 
effort. Secondy, it was a multilateral exercise that ran simultaneously with 
ongoing efforts in the Conference on Disarmament to complete an effective ban 
on chemical weapons. It did not undermine, obstruct or complicate the work 
of the Conference on Disarmament.. Indeed, Paris showed that a broad-based, 
multilateral and - this is significant - clearly political approach need not
upset the highly specialized negotiating process continuing in the Conference 
on Disarmament. Finally, the consensus reached at the Paris Conference was 
hailed throughout the world as a manifestation of political determination and 
will to prevent any recourse to chemical weapons by completely eliminating 
them.

The strong political message thus emerging from Paris should have found a 
corresponding echo in the Conference on Disarmament's work. In fact, a task
of the Paris Conference was to positively influence the Conference on 
Disarmament. The Conference on Disarmament's task in turn was to respond 
to the challenge offered by the Paris document.
Group of 21, the representative of Kenya, has already expressed our concern 
that the Conference on Disarmament's mandate was not adjusted and strengthened 
in such a way as to reflect more fully the international will clearly 
articulated at the Paris Conference.

The Co-ordinator of the

Much of the success of the Paris Conference was due to the patient 
preparatory work undertaken by the French delegation, particularly our 
colleague Ambassador Pierre Morel, who now deservedly steers the work of the 
Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons. His thematic or conceptual approach to 
negotiations takes us beyond the specific individual provisions of the 
"rolling text" and helps to give a clear perspective of the inter-relationship 
of different articles and provisions. In this way the convention can be 
envisaged as a balanced and integrated package which meets the concerns
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At the same time we should be cautious about any 
-conceptualization that might lead to a loss of focus and shift emphasis 
from treaty-oriented negotiation.

of all countries, 
over 
away

Discussions in the Working Group on Verification should not lead to a 
point where the convention is called upon to legislate for every single 

Such an approach could pose restrictive burdens on small
We have requested

eventuality.
chemical industries, particularly in developing countries, 
the relevant authorities in Sri Lanka to study how our small chemical industry 
could respond to a non-production verification regime.

We would like to commend the Chairman of Group 5 for his suggestions 
with regard to the question of assistance and protection. The provisions 
in the convention on the question of assistance, together with those for 
technological co-operation, will help ensure wider adherence. We would like 
the envisaged Organization to be more actively involved in the provision of
assistance and protection, 
through the envisaged Organization would be a practical and indeed effective 
manifestation of collective political will that should serve to deter attacks

Timely protective assistance is essential. Chemical 
have been used mainly against those who do not have the requisite

Affected countries should have the confidence to seek

Availability of assistance to a victim State

with chemical weapons, 
we apons
protective capability.
security through the convention's protective régime rather than through 
dubious attempts to develop their own chemical weapons capability, 
this context that we understand the emerging agreement on the relationship 
between protection, assistance and the concept of undiminished security. A 
dependence exclusively on voluntary assistance would not afford the same 
degree of security as would the availability and provision of assistance 
through de-politicized mechanisms under the Organization.

It is in



some of theIn my statement today, I wish to identify, in a concrete way, 
contributions the Conference on Disarmament can make to multilateral arms 
control and disarmament efforts on the three agenda items: 
the prevention of an arms race in outer space, and chemical weapons.

these items represent disarmament objectives which can be pursued in 
They are ideally suited, indeed require, global and hence 

The CD is engaged in fully-fledged negotiations on
While consensus does 

there is a

nuclear test ban, 
All

three of
their own right, 
multilateral solutions.
only one of these three agenda items - chemical weapons.

exist to launch negotiations on the other two items,not yet
pressing need to begin work on the basic technical and legal 
these issues. Failing to do so would understandably be interpreted 
dereliction of duty on the part of the CD.

of
a
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Verification is also of central importance to the chemical weapons 
convention, and it is this particular aspect of the current negotiations of 
the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons that I wish to address today. The 
Ad hoc Committee has made encouraging progress in the verification of the 
destruction of stockpiles, and to a considerable extent in the area of 
destruction of chemical weapons production facilities. But verification of 
non-production of both chemical weapons and of their specific precursors is an 
area which my delegation considers requires further elaboration.

The proposed monitoring régime for both schedule [1] and schedule [2] 
chemicals is now well developed. There is general agreement that monitoring 
of schedule [2] chemicals would involve data reporting which will be the 
foundation for on-site inspections by an international inspectorate with 
monitoring by tamper-resistant instruments as an adjunct to the on-site 
visits. The frequency of such visits will then be determined both by the 
confidence which can be placed in such instruments and the requirement to 
service them. There are of course other details which remain to be resolved, 
but these do not appear insurmountable.

Schedule [3] chemicals, by contrast, are made in large amounts and have a 
multitude of uses, so to monitor these with the same stringency as is 
envisaged for schedule [2] chemicals would clearly be impractical, 
less the importance of these chemicals and their relevance to the chemical 
weapons convention is almost as great as that of schedule [2] chemicals. 
Schedule [3] chemicals have been used recently as chemical weapons, and could 
conceivably be so used again. Others are precursors of schedule [2] chemicals 
and/or schedule [1] chemicals.

None the

Australia's concern about schedule [3] chemicals can be illustrated 
graphically by looking at two such chemicals; 
numbers of casualties in the First World War, and which is a commonly used 
precursor for plastics, pesticides and pharmaceuticals; and trimethyl 
phosphite, which is a commonly used precursor for pesticides, flame retardants

phosgene, which caused massive

CD/PV.497
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(Mr. Reese, Australia)

(n
 n
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The over-production of phosgene is quite common in theand oil additives.
chemical industry, although this is normally not a particular problem, 
a production "run" what phosgene is not required is simply burnt off.

be technically easy to separate off and contain a chemical which can
Hence our concern to see facilities which

During
But it

would
provide a hideous form of death, 
either produce, or use, phosgene ccxne under more rigorous monitoring than is
currently envisaged.

Trimethyl phosphite can be converted to a phosphorite by using an 
appropriate catalyst, and the resulting substance can then be converted, in 
the same reaction vessel, to form compound No. 2 of schedule [2], 
addition of chemicals not in schedule [2] or [3] to this same reaction vessel 
would result in the production of Sarin, and the neat agent could then be

Safety measures would be needed to protect

The further

tapped directly into munitions, 
personnel, but these would not be unusual in a modern facility.

By making this brief foray into the world of chemistry, I am drawing 
attention to an essentially simple chemical process in order to underscore 
Australia's concern that schedule [3] chemicals must come under an appropriate 
inspection regime if the chemical weapons convention is to be perceived as one 
which provides the necessary assurances to ensure full compliance. Australia, 
together with a number of other countries, has conducted national trial 
inspections, and we are hopeful that when the results of all of these are

will have a clearer picture of the problemsfully analysed and evaluated, we 
before us and, hopefully, a better idea of how to resolve these.

Although we are still evaluating the results of our own trial inspection, 
certain preliminary conclusions are already clear.
chemical industry will necessarily involve a significant element of

Adequate verification will necessarily require the disclosure of
the extent of 

From

Monitoring of the civil

intrusion.
confidential and possibly commercially sensitive information, 
this depending in part on the nature of the facility being inspected, 
the industry perspective at least, confidentiality safeguards will need to be 
built into the inspection processes, to ensure that such information is 
afforded the maximum possible amount of protection.

We are conscious that the monitoring of schedule [3], or dual-purpose, 
chemicals raises particular problems for the chemical industry, but are 
confident that these concerns can be accommodated through the inclusion of a 
confidentiality annex within the chemical weapons convention.
I would confirm my delegation's strong support for the approach currently 
being taken by the Chairman of Working Group 1 on such an annex, 
that we are far less attracted to the notion of adding confidentiality 
"markers" throughout the convention, as we believe that these will only 
overburden the text and, possibly, give a distorted picture of what we are 
trying to achieve.

In this regard,

I should add

Australia's clear position is that an unequal balance has to be struck
Verification must be the overridingbetween verification and confidentiality, 

objective, and the protection of confidential information must be secondary to 
this objective. Australia also believes that some information should not be
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subject to any confidentiality safeguards, and in this regard we welcome the 
move to greater openness by States about their chemical production and 
facilities, as a contribution to greater confidence which will help move the 
chemical weapons negotiations forward. For its part, Australia has prepared a 
response to the questions set out in the Federal Republic of Germany’s working 
paper CD/828, and I have asked the Secretary-General of the Conference to 
distribute this to delegations in the usual way.

At the beginning of my statement I noted that the work of the CD can 
always benefit from complementary exercises which are conducted outside this 
forum. The Paris Conference on chemical weapons exemplifies this. Certainly 
the exchange of views in Paris helped broaden the international community's 
understanding of the work we are doing here in Geneva and, clearly, helped 
enrich our own thinking on a number of issues. As many before me have said, 
the Paris Conference also helped give a political impetus to our work here.

My Government has recently taken the initiative to propose the convening 
in Australia of a conference between representatives of government and 
industry later this year. Australia considers that dialogue between 
government and industry must be developed to ensure that there is no 
inadvertent association between the chemical- industry and chemical weapons 
programmes. We are also hopeful that a practical exchange of views betewen 
government and industry will lead not only to a shared understanding of the 
problems facing industry, but to greater support for the aims and requirements 
of the chemical weapons convention. I would also recall that Australia is 
currently pursuing an initiative in our own region to promote the shared 
perception with our neighbours that chemical weapons are inimical to regional 
security. A concurrent objective is to enhance the universal acceptance of 
and adherence to the chemical weapons convention. However, the Conference on 
Disarmament must remain the focus of our efforts. This applies especially to 
the ongoing negotiations on a chemical weapons convention, but also to a range 
of nuclear testing and space issues where the participation of experts at the 
delegation level continues at this stage to be the most productive use of the 
resources available to us, and the most effective organizational format for 
making substantive progress on the full range of items on our agenda.

CD/PV.497
16

Mr. ARDEKANI (Islamic Republic of Iran): I would also like to join our 
colleagues in welcoming Mr. Akashi, Under-Secretary-General for Disarmament 
Affairs, and since we are discussing chemical weapons listed on our agenda, I 
would like to remind all of us that today is the first anniversary of the 
horrible use of chemical weapons in the city of Halabja, where over 5,000 
innocent lives perished, and I would like to take this opportunity to remind 
us of our divine task here at the Conference on Disarmament, to put an end 
once and for all to this abhorrent weapon demeaning all human values and, 
your permission, I would like to ask the Conference to observe a minute of

in silence in tribute to the memory of those who perished during that

with

prayer 
incident.
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Mr. van SCHAIK (Netherlands): It was your Minister for Foreign Affairs, 
President, who said at the Paris Conference that "as long as chemicalMr.

weapons are allowed to exist, mankind can never be freed from the danger of
That is one of the reasons why chemical weaponsthe use of these weapons".

should continue to have high priority on our agenda. 
why a ban on the development, production, stockpiling and use of chemical 
weaoons, which also provides for their total destruction, should continue to 
have priority on the world's disarmament agenda, 
agreement on such a convention found expression in the Paris Declaration, 
where we participating countries in this Conference were called upon to

We should therefore direct our

That is also the reason

The urgency of reaching

redouble our efforts, as a matter of urgency, 
efforts at resolving expeditiously the remaining issues and concluding the

The language the Ministers chose could notconvention at the earliest date.
This signal coming from Paris should be translated intohave been clearer, 

practical action here in Geneva.

Let me first say a few words on the underlying reasons why agreement on 
an effectively verifiable convention banning chemical weaoons is so urgent. 
First, of course, because there are horrendous weapons of mass destruction 
with a capacity to kill and wound people indiscriminately on a massive scale. 
But second, also, because chemical weapons have actually been used recently.

The taboo that long seemed to exist 
That is why the

They are no longer weaoons of the past, 
on the use of chemical weapons has been lifted, 
reconfirmation of the condemnation of the use of chemical weapons at the Paris

A third reason for accelerating our pace is thatConference was so important.
Also for that reason weagreement on a convention seems to be within reach. 

consider any linkage with progress in other arms control and disarmament areas
The bird, almost in our hand, would escape us.not a fruitful approach.

There are other reasons why the chemical weapons negotiations are
And I return now to what the Minister for Foreign Affairs of Japanurgent.

said when he added to the words I have just quoted that, apart from the risk 
of use arising from the existence of chemical weapons, there was another

the threat of the use of chemical weapons may in its turn prevent
It is this

risk:
countries from actually getting rid of their chemical weapons, 
vicious circle that we must break through, and that is a fourth reason why we 
have to cut some Gordian knots, why we must urgently work towards a situation 
in which all chemical weapons - and therewith the risk of their use - are 

In a world in which countries continue to produce chemicaleliminated.
weaoons and more and more countries possess those weapons, it will become 
increasingly difficult to achieve our common objective of banning those

(continued)
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weaoons. The risk of proliferation cannot effectively be averted by imposing 
a freeze upon the further spread of chemical weapons, or by any other half-way 
interim measures. Only a total ban responds to our common objective. Only a 
total ban can effectively be verified.

There is a fifth reason: countries have been devoting their attention to 
the elimination of chemical weapons now for more than 18 years. I am not sure 
whether the world community could be proud of itself in 1991 when celebrating 
the twentieth anniversary of these negotiations without a final agreement. 
There is a limit to the duration of such negotiations, beyond which the air 
becomes stale. We believe that, with the advent of ever-newer technologies, 
time may, at some moment in the future, become our enemy. Aristide Briand 
once referred to time as "my most useful colleague". That is not the case 
here at the Conference. Ambassador Pierre Morel, as the new Chairman of the 
Ad hoc Committee, has rightly placed our work under a certain time constraint, 
drafting a work programme that exerts the required degree of pressure on our 
delegations, as well as on those at home that have to furnish us with 
instructions. We thank him for that and for the impulse he has given to the 
work. We also thank last year's Chairman, Ambassador Sujka, and the Polish 
delegation for their efforts and devotion and the useful work they undertook.

In our view, the most formidable problem to be solved is that of 
verification. Not because of the technicalities of the problem of finding an 
adequate verification réqime. Although the technical problems are complex, 
they cover more fundamental questions. They conceal the underlying issue of 
how to strike a balance between confidence and suspicion. If there is no 
effectively verifiable convention, suspicions about non-compliance cannot be 
removed. On the other hand, confidence is required, confidence that the risk 
of detection is sufficiently serious for countries to deter them from illicit 
action. The risk of undetected deliberate non-compliance can never be 
entirely eliminated. But we must at some moment reach the point at which we 
can say that that risk is considered smaller than the risk of getting 
entangled in an ever-expanding cobweb of proliferation and building up of new 
chemical weapons.

ChaHence inspection remains fundamental for the verification régime to 
be established. An international inspection team should at any moment, at 
very short notice, be permitted to inspect a site or plant, if a country has 
doubts about compliance with the core rules of the convention. We are pleased 
that this concept has broadly been accepted. An essential feature of the 
challenge inspection régime remains that the country to which the request is 
addressed has no right to refuse and, in fact, should fully co-operate, guided 
by the desire to remove the doubts that are at the origin of the request.

However important challenge inspections under the convention may be, the 
basic pattern should, of course, remain the routine inspections, inspections 
that are part of the normal system, not triggered by a country that is 
suspicious about non-compliance. Routine inspections will take place to 
monitor chemical weapons stocks, production facilities and destruction plants, 
as well as to search for hidden operations within parts of the chemical

It is important that this "normal" part of the verification régimeindustry.
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should not only be effective, by deterring non-compliance, but also realistic, 
by being geared to specific situations, as these may arise, and by being 
pursued with a sense of practicality. It is for that reason that we welcome 
trial inspections being carried out by various countries, in particular to

The results of the trial inspections will helptest schedule [2] procedures, 
in paving the way for a number of international trial inspections, which in 
turn should give us here in the Conference the information required for the 
finalization of the detailed provisions concerned.

I might recall that the first trial inspection was held in the 
Netherlands in 1986 at a time when, of course, work on the verification

In a few months, a new trial inspection will beprovisions was less advanced.
held in my country in a sophisticated schedule [2] multi-purpose plant. 
Moreover, preparations to test certain challenge inspection procedures in 
military establishments are at an advanced stage, 
helpful in alerting ministries and governmental agencies concerned to the role 
they will have to play with respect to the actual implementation of the

The experience thus gained will be a startina-point

Trial inspections are also

verification provisions, 
for the preparation of national legislation and other provisions required for 
the implementation of the convention, including the appointment of the 
national authority, which is needed as a liaison with the Technical
Secretariat.

Various speakers have addressed the question of whether we may need 
another type of inspection, in addition to the routine inspections and 
challenge inspections, and if so, in what form.
13 September last year, I briefly touched upon the concept of ad hoc checks, a 
system to deter illegal production in chemical facilities that may be capable 
of producing chemicals relevant to the convention, but that are not covered by 
the routine inspections under schedules [1] and [2].
clear in his statement of 2 March that these ad hoc checks could be triggered 
without the prior request of another country.
of inspections could be envisaged, inspections that are not triggered by 
suspicion, yet are necessary in order to enable inspection teams to visit 
locations outside the areas of schedules [1] and [2]. 
to discuss the modalities of additional types of inspection, as long as we 
have not a sufficiently clear picture of the nature of the lacuna to be filled. 
At any rate, my delegation has an open mind on ways to cope with possible 
devices to make the inspection régime more comprehensive, more suitable to 
deter any form of circumvention of the core obligations under the convention. 
However, we wish to make a few general observations on any possible 
comolementary types of inspection, whether they are called ad hoc checks, 
ad hoc inspections, or otherwise.

In my statement on

Minister Genscher made

It is clear that other variants

Perhaps it is premature

The first is that we should review any additional types of inspection as
What is the risk assessment of situations that 

What is the risk assessment of
to their deterrence value, 
would be covered by these inspections? 
situations outside declared or registered activities? What is the chance of 
detection? Of course, the higher the risk and the greater the deterrence 
value, the more reason there would be to consider additional measures. 
Second, we think additional types of inspection should also be considered in



CD/PV.498
5

(Mr. van Schaik, Netherlands)

terms of their cost-effectiveness. The hiqher the cost and the greater the 
risk that illegal activities will not be detected, the more cautious we must 
be in treading new paths. Third, any inspection outside the realm of routine 
inspections cannot rely on procedures laid down in the "facility attachments", 
or on permanent verification equipment installed on the soot. The 
effectiveness of challenge inspections and any other additional insoections 
outside routine inspections will greatly rely on the intrusiveness and 
analytical capabilities of portable equipment carried by the inspectors. In 
my country an initial modest research programme on mobile verification 
equipment has started. We understand that in other countries research and 
development is also under way. It is important that such efforts focus on the 
development of portable equipment that can easily be carried by inspectors.
The exchange of information on different programmes in this area could lead to 
the development and production of a full range of tools necessary for 
effective inspections.

Besides verification, there are other complex problems to be addressed. 
They may be delicate, sometimes thorny, but perhaps they can more easily be 
solved once an effective verification regime has been agreed upon. I am 
thinkina of such problems as: the tasks of the Executive Council vis-à-vis 
those of the Conference of States Parties, and the composition of the 
Council ; ratification requirements ; questions of assistance and sanctions in 
the event of non-compliance; the relationship with the Geneva Protocol 
of 1925; and the issue of technical co-operation, which is particularly 
important for developing countries.

Let me at this moment limit myself to the time perspective within which 
the ban could be realized. Minister Genscher said earlier this month that, 
given the good will of all concerned, it ought to be possible to reach 
agreement by the end of the year. Others think that we will need the whole of 
next year and perhaps even much more. But let us assume for a moment that the 
convention will be signed by the end of 1990. For some it undoubtedly sounds 
like an ootimistic scenario. But then an interim phase starts, which lasts 
till the convention enters into force. We think that, given the great 
complexities of the convention and the need for elaborate national legislation 
to permit implementation, it would be realistic to assume that a couple of 
years will elapse before the required number of ratifications has been 
reached. In that case the destruction of stocks would start well into the 
1990s, and the last stocks would be destroyed at the end of a 10-year period - 
maybe far beyond the year 2000. I for my part do not consider this an entirely 
satisfactory perspective. What can we do to shorten this period, without, of 
course, deviating from the course of diligence and caution that has 
characterized the negotiations up to now?

First, we must consider leaving purely technical matters as much as 
possible to the Preparatory Commission to be established after the signing of 
the convention. This is normal practice during the inception phase of an 
international convention. Time can be saved, and it has the additional 
advantage that arrangements can be made without the time-consuming leaal 
niceties inherent in treaty language. We feel that sometimes costly time is 
spent in working groups on issues that are in themselves important and
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interestina, but do not need to be settled now in legal texts. Moreover, 
certain matters should, in our view, be left to the Technical Secretariat, 
under the Guidance of the Executive Council, in order to ensure effective 
handlina of purely technical and administrative matters.

Second, we would be in favour of a more rational, effective rhythm for 
the conduct of the negotiations. As Minister Andreotti said, we should also 
think in terms of restructuring some negotiating methods. The tempo of our 
negotiations seems mainly to be determined by the time required for the 
drafting of position papers and the response to such initiatives. My 
delegation still believes that time would be saved if more time were available 
for preoaring positions, at home and within our delegations, but also in 
consultations within groups and in informal contacts between members of 
different grouDS. In my statement a year ago I made a few organizational 
suggestions for the Conference on Disarmament, including a change in the time 
schedule of the Conference, by spreading the sessions over the whole year, 
allowing delegations to use the intervals for reflection and preparation of 
positions. Limiting myself now to chemical weapons only, I wish to repeat 
what I have already said for the Conference as a whole: a system of, let us 
say, four to six weeks of negotiations alternating with three-to-five-week 
intervals for preparation of positions and informal contacts would in our view 
be far more effective and would in itself lead to intensified efforts during 
the- sessions.

A third way in which we could accelerate the process would be to make 
optimum use of the period between the signing and the entry into force of the 
convention. Therefore discussions in the Ad hoc Committee on the tasks of the 
Preoaratory Commission are useful, in particular in order to assess the 
financial needs for the work of the Technical Secretariat, as well as possible 
ways to cover those needs. We also hope that the period between signature and 
entry into force might be shortened if countries could prepare in time for the 
legislative process. As I said, trial inspections may have a catalytic 
function in this respect.

Finally, I wonder whether there would not be scope for shortening the 
destruction period. Many years ago the transition period was set at 10 years. 
At the time, the two major Powers considered that such a period was technically 
needed to destroy all obsolete and modern chemical weapon stockpiles, assuming 
also that actual destruction would only start some time after the entry into 
force of the convention. In practice, the situation seems to have changed.
Both Powers have started, or will soon start, with the destruction of their 
stockpiles on a voluntary basis. We assume that at the time of entry into 
force of the convention the bulk of the obsolete stocks may have been 
destroyed. Once we have a better insight into the size of the stocks of the 
two big stock-holding countries and their destruction capacity, we may also be 
able to assess the existing technical capacity for any possible accelerated 
destruction programme. In fact, would it not be worth considering creating 
the technical facilities that would enable parties to shorten the destruction 
period?
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I would remind delegates that it was in 1899 that the issue of chemical 
weapons was addressed for the first time. In that year, 90 years ago now, the 
Hague Declaration on the prohibition of the use of asphyxiating gases was 
adopted. We hope that, 100 years later, after a century of suffering and 
perseverance, a world without chemical weapons will no longer be an illusion.

CD/PV.498
9

Mr. TRAN HOAN (Viet Nam) (translated from French):

... Among the very important matters on the agenda of this Conference, 
if nuclear disarmament always has the highest priority, the elimination of 
chemical weapons would also deserve special attention from the international 
community. In my view there is not the slightest doubt that chemical weapons, 
whose appearance on our planet dates back earlier, constitute one of those 
means of mass extermination which has caused so many disasters for all of 
mankind. During the First World War, where chemical weapons were used for the 
first time, although they were still primitive in nature, they caused the 
death of nearly 90,000 people and left their mark on more than a million 
others. During the Second World War, more than two and a half million 
prisoners in concentration camps died because of the effects of these same 
weapons. During the war in Viet Nam, the utilization of the toxic Agent 
Orange had harmful long-term consequences for the ecology and the environment 
and for successive generations of Vietnamese. Today, 14 years after the end 
of the Viet Nam war, one may still see areas of arid land, denuded forests and 
deformations.

even

(continued)
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Currently, the prodigious development of the chemical industry has led to 
the appearance of new types of highly sophisticated chemical weapons with a 
^02££uçrive power several times greater than the chemical weapons which 
existed at the beginning of this century. Needless to say, chemical weapons 
now constitute a grave danger for peace and international security, a great 
danger indeed for the whole of mankind, both for human life and human health

And in the face of such a threat, we 
of the international conference on chemical

and for the ecology and the environment.
may rightly rejoice at the success

held in Paris in January 1989, where a common feeling emerged whichweapons
President Mitterrand in his opening statement described in the following

new demand that the world"Everywhere there is an expectation, aterms:
should be released from the threat of chemical weapons", 
the 149 States taking part in the Conference stressed "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". Moreover, whilst recognizing "the importance and 
continuing validity of the Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use in War of 
Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods of

signed on 17 June 1925 in Geneva", the participating States called on

It was in Paris that

Warfare,
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". Is the international Conference in Paris 

decisive milestone for the whole of mankind on the road towards thenot a
elimination of chemical weapons?

Whilst appreciating the historic importance of the international 
Conference in Paris on chemical weapons, we cannot in any way underestimate 
the problems which will be encountered by the negotiations in Geneva on the

To arrive at a global convention to banelimination of these weapons, 
chemical weapons, the negotiations here in Geneva will have many concrete 
problems to resolve relating to the intricate system of verification, the

of undiminished security for all participating States, protection ofguarantee
the victims of chemical attack, the system of assistance and co-operation to 
develop civilian chemical industries in the participating States, the 
composition of the Executive Council, and so on. Yet it could be stated that 

the basic issues have been settled, all the outstanding problems will be 
certainly resolved by a spirit of consensus, provided that all the parties

Is there any need

once

concerned continue to display the necessary political will.
to add that France's decision to abandon the maintenance of security stocks, 
the Soviet Union's unilateral decision to destroy chemical weapons, 
positive statements made by the leader of the present American Administration 
during his election campaign, and finally the active participation of all 
delegations in the Conference on Disarmament all constitute favourable factors 
which will help to speed up the negotiating process in this decisive stage as 
we work towards the final draft of the convention?

the

We fully agree with the view expressed by several delegations that for 
the time being the negotiations ought to be focused on the settlement of the 
principal outstanding problems relating to the order of destruction of 
chemical weapons and production facilities in order to guarantee undiminished 
security for all participating States during the 10-year period of transition
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from the entry into force of the convention, and the elaboration of inspection 
procedures within the context of an effective international system for 
verification of the non-production of chemical weapons in industry.
Obviously, we would like to stress here the need for the convention to include 
specific provisions guaranteeinq protection for victims of attack using 
chemical weapons, as well as provisions which provide for assistance and 
co-operation to participating States in the development of their civilian 
chemical industry. We welcome the national trial inspections of chemical 
weapon production facilities conducted by a number of countries. The 
experience gained from these inspections could undoubtedly help to speed up 
our work to draw up inspection procedures.

On the one hand, Viet Nam has been the victim of the use of chemical 
weapons on an enormous scale, while on the other it neither produces nor holds 
any chemical weapon. We oppose the use of any chemical weapon of any 
description. We call for and are working for a world without chemical 
weapons. Together with the other countries in South-East Asia we are striving 
for a chemical-weapon-free and nuclear-weapon-free zone. In this spirit we 
continue to support the initiative of the German Democratic Republic, 
Czechoslovakia, Bulgaria and Romania for the establishment of a 
chemical-weapon-free zone in central Europe. We also support the Australian 
initiative for the non-proliferation of chemical weapons in South-East Asia 
and the Pacific.

Allow me to conclude by expressing the hope that the Conference on 
Disarmament in Geneva will "redouble its efforts, as a matter of urgency, to 
resolve expeditiously the remaining issues and to conclude the convention at 
the earliest date", thus responding to the pressing appeal of the 149 States 
oarticipating in the international Conference in Paris on the prohibition of 
chemical weapons, and meeting the interests of peace and international 
security.
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Mr. President, my first 
on behalf of my delegation at the end of your

Mr. BENHIMA (Morocco) (translated from French):
words go to congratulate you
term as President, which you have served with competence and talent, 
representative of Morocco could resist the temptation to point out the major 
similarities between our two countries, despite the geographical distance 
which separates the empire of the rising sun from the country of the setting

I will mention only our firm foundation of tradition and our openness to 
Personally I have had the great pleasure of depreciating in

In the message that

No

sun.
the modern age.

this twofold virtue which characterizes your people.you
he addressed to the Conference on Disarmament on 7 February last, the 
United Nations Secretary-General, Mr. Javier Pérez de Cuellar, welcomed the 
improvement characterizing the current international situation.

"As the international situation improves, so must the
In this

context, he added:
Conference, as the single multilateral negotiating forum for disarmament, meet

In the view of my delegation, the challenges which 
referred to in the Secretary-General's message, and which we should take

the challenges before it".
were
up this year, certainly include the items relating to nuclear disarmament. 
However, there is another task on whose priority we are also all agreed, which 
is that of the prohibition of chemical weapons. 
which is burqeoning around such a ban and the need to step up efforts to 
formalize it reflects the urgent necessity for the international community to

The fervent international determination to ban

The international campaign

fill a major gao in the law. 
these inhuman weapons 
represent is not new.
perservering efforts goina back to the Brussels Declaration of 1874. 
first steps towards such a ban already reflected the concern then felt at the 

of poisons and poisoned bullets as weapons of war. 
sample of what was later to become terrifying chemical weapons.

forever and to free the world of the threat they
It is the logical extension of sustained and

The

This use was the firstuse

The initial groundwork towards the prohibition of certain toxic gases 
and weapons was laid in the Declaration of the Hague of 1899 and the Hague

These legal hurdles were unfortunately so fragile thatConvention of 1907. 
they did not withstand the first blast of poison gas used during the First

These events, which were shocking because of the large numbers of 
victims both military and civilian, and because of the appalling suffering 
they caused, obliged States at that time to reiterate and strengthen the ban

This led to the drawing up of the Geneva Protocol of 
This international legal instrument, which since then has been the 
-stone of all efforts to eliminate chemical warfare, spared mankind the

World War.

on chemical weapons. 
1925.
corner
horrors of poison gases during the Second World War.

(continued)
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Efforts to ban recourse to these weapons once and for all were to be 
stepped up after the Second World War. And thus the issue of the prohibition 
of chemical weapons has been on the agenda of the United Nations since its 
inception. Twenty-five years later, it was the General Assembly which, in its 
resolution 2826 (XXVI), recommended that States should sign the biological 
weapons Convention of 1972. This new legal structure, alas, did not meet the 
expectations of the international community, which sought a comprehensive and 
unequivocal ban on chemical weapons. Hence the continuation of discussions 
within the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament on the various aspects 
of a chemical weapons ban, and particularly the scope of such a ban and the 
question of its verification. These debates were to remain of little
sianificance until the first special session of the General Assembly devoted 
to disarmament. In paragraph 21 of its Final Document, the Assembly stressed 
that "an aareement on elimination of all chemical weapons should be concluded
as a matter of high priority". The provisions of this paragraph were rapidly 
followed up following the establishment of a subsidiary body of the Committee 
on Disarmament duly mandated to negotiate a multilateral convention on the 
complete and effective prohibition of the development, production and 
stockpiling of chemical weapons and their destruction. These negotiations 
have been continuing for almost a decade. It is true that progress has not 
been in line with our expectations. None the less, chemical disarmament at 
the present time is the most promising area of our agenda. Consequently, we 
believe that more than ever this convention is within our reach. Indeed, the 
optimism which inspires us leads us to say that our Conference has never been 
so close to its goal as it is now.

At a time when the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons has entered a 
decisive phase in its negotiations, some might wonder about the purpose of 
this historical survey. The reasons for such a recapitulation are manifold. 
Firstly, to grasp the disappointment of the international community and the 
hurdles it has encountered on its path towards the prohibition of these 
weapons. Secondly, to sound out ways and means as well as the necessary 
political will better to meet the exigencies and priorities which are 
internationally recognized in chemical disarmament. Thirdly and finally, an 
attempt to make good use of this unprecedented international context in the 
annals of negotiations on chemical weapons. Within the same perspective, my 
delegation would like to stress that the resumption of the work of the Ad hoc 
Committee on Chemical Weapons has this year been preceded by a two-fold 
consensus, incontestably corresponding to two developments of equally 
unprecedented historical significance. First we have the adoption by the last 
session of the General Assembly of two resolutions by consensus, 43/73 A and 
43/73 B. This "first" in this particular area of disarmament is the 
reflection of a new universal state of mind in the perception of chemical 
weapons, based on the rejection of these weapons, which should no longer have 
a place in a civilized world. It is encouraging to note that these two 
resolutions stress both the high priority that should be accorded to the 
negotiations on the chemical weapons convention as well as their urgent 
nature. The second consensus was that which led to the adoption of the Final 
Act of the Paris Conference on the prohibition of chemical weapons. This 
consensus was described by the French Minister for Foreign Affairs,
Mr. Roland Dumas, in his statement before this Conference, as a "point of 
reference" and a "stimulus". A point of reference, he explained, which 
"establishes firmly the indispensable foundations for your deliberations, by
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confirminq the will of the entire international community to brinq the
of chemical disarmament to a successful conclusion". As for the 

he explained that "on behalf of the international community it 
a fervent obligation:

endeavour
impetus,

to conclude at an early date a convention onexpresses
the prohibition" of chemical weapons. 
two—fold consensus provides the political underpinning for our

In the view of my delegation, this
negotiations 

Hence it is our duty not only to strengtheninternational convention.on an
this underpinning but also to draw from it the thrust which is necessary for 
the conclusion of our work as soon as dossible. The conditions currently 
obtaininq both within the Conference and in the international arena, which are 
favourable to neqotiations, require consistent behaviour and a political 
commitment commensurate with their importance.
since the beqinninq of our session encourage us in our optimistic assessment 

likelihood of the rapid finalization of the convention.

The many statements made here

The repeatedof the
commitments and readiness to step up the neqotiations mark the beqinninq of 

implementation of the provisions of the two United Nations resolutionsthe
mentioned above and the articles of the Paris Declaration.

Before making certain comments on the work of the Ad hoc Committee on 
Chemical Weapons itself, I must first of all reiterate my delegation's 
congratulations to its new Chairman, Ambassador Pierre Morel.

do the chairman of the five working groups.
We wish him 

I cannotevery success, as we 
fail to pay a very special tribute to his predecessor, Ambassador Sujka of 

the dedicated Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee in 1988.Poland, who was _____
Turning to the work of this Committee, my delegation is pleased at the 
thematic approach begun this year by its Chairman. It is an innovative method 
which is best suited to the current stage of the neqotiations. 
steo that enables us to identify the problems and define the difficulties they 
raise in order better to focus efforts on the search for solutions that are

It is also a

palled for.

One of the subjects that has caused most debate within the Ad hoc 
Committee as well as in plenary remains the question of verification and

It is, moreover, a subject that
The

respect for the provisions of the convention.
has been covered by a considerable number of proposals and documents. 
wealth and abundance of the documentation of the Conference on this issue 
marks the extremely crucial nature of error-free international verification. 
Certainly, verification is not and must not be perceived as an end in itseli., 
but rather the means of making sure that the various provisions of the

Past experience, whether the recentconvention are scrupulously respected.
past or the distant past, teaches us that without appropriate verification 
machinery no disarmament treaty is immune from breaches, 
believe that the viability, not to say the effectiveness of an international 
instrument depends on what we can call its very backbone, namely,

In this connection, my delegation would like to stress that the

That is why we

verification.
proliferation of proposals on this aspect of the future convention is a

The process of comparing them, analysing them and collatingpositive trend.
them will necessarily give rise to procedures that will ensure maximum respect
for this convention.
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The international procedures currently beinq considered in the first 
working group, chaired by Mr. Lüdekinq of the Federal Republic of Germany, 
should in our view lead to a minimal degree of interference, to ensure the 
full confidence of all parties in the aims of this convention. The duality of 
national and international machinery is necessary. These two institutions, 
whose roles are complementary, must perform their verification functions in a 
spirit of co-operation and consultation. The international organs should not 
be resorted to automatically in cases of alleged breaches of the terms of the 
treaty. Such resort should first give way to extensive consultations between 
the parties to seek solutions to problems, before the appropriate verification 
procedures are triggered. Currently, the Ad Hoc Committee is debating one of 
the most sensitive elements within the verification system, namely, the 
arrangements relating to the handling and protection of confidential 
information. The consideration of this issue in the inter-sessional period 
provided a better understanding of the various positions on this aspect of 
verification. My delegation, while in favour of a continued exchange of views 
on this delicate problem, believes that the role of the convention is to set 
out major principles which should preside over respect for the confidentiality 
of information. As far as details are concerned, it would be a good idea to 
leave them to the various organs of the organization that is going to ensure 
respect for the convention. It is up to these bodies to lay down, as 
precisely as possible, the code of conduct to be followed in the matter.

The question of the scope of the future convention is of major importance 
by virtue of representing its raison d'etre. It is an area where divergences 
still persist. Consequently, we greatly rely on the perspicacity of the 
Chairman of the second working group, entrusted with legal and political 
questions, Mr. Mohammed Gomaa of Egypt, to stimulate and relaunch the 
negotiations on this question. The main goal of this convention is the 
complete and unreserved prohibition of chemical weapons and the permanent 
elimination of the threat they embody for the international community. 
Consequently, one of the priorities of this working group should be to channel 
all its energies towards eliminating the obstacles that prevent this major 
part of the "rolling text" from being "clean", i.e
footnotes. We are aware that any advance in the negotiations on the general

without brackets and

provisions on scope is dependent on proaress in negotiations on article II on 
definitions. None the less, current differences should not prevent the group

The otherfrom redoubling its efforts to arrive at a consensus text on scope, 
subject this group is entrusted with, which is of particular interest to my 
delegation, relates to article XI - "Economic and technological development". 
This article was the subject of an ample exchange of views last year. This
debate provided an opportunity for countries to set out the hones they place 
in this article, but left us with the impression that it still causes much

We hone, none the less, that this year the debate on the subjecthesitation. 
will lead to positive results.

To have such an article in a treaty on chemical disarmament is neither
It is a clause which draws on other armsinnovative nor anachronistic, 

limitation treaties that have proved themselves and shown their usefulness. 
We can cite the example of the Convention on biological weapons and that on

Thus, through this article, we plead for thenuclear non-proliferation, 
internationally recognized right for the promotion of co-operation, 
particularly in the peaceful uses of chemical science and technology. The



CD/PV.499
6

(Mr. Benhima, Morocco)

principle of this right, which has been recognized elsewhere, should be 
neither denied nor concealed, nor even modified by any suspicion that such 
co-ooeration might be diverted towards non-peaceful purposes.

Working group No. 3, under the chairmanship of Mr. Rakesh Sood of India, 
deals with the general subject of the institutions which are to be set up by 
the convention to enhance its application. This group has a hard task before 
it, since while those involved agree as to the bare bones of the organization, 
there are still many areas of disagreement in respect of the composition, 
functions, decision-making machinery and financial cost of this administrative 

This pyramid-shaped structure, whose prime function is theapparatus.
implementation of the convention, requires very careful preparation. This 
difficult task has devolved upon the Preparatory Commission which will have 
the delicate task of ensuring the effectiveness of the convention from the 
first day by making sure that it enters into force in the best possible

In this connection my delegation is pleased with the generallyconditions.
convergent points of view expressed concerning this Preparatory Commission and

In respect of the latter, my delegation would like to express theits tasks.
wish that the mandate to be entrusted to this Commission will be confined to 
ways and means of ensuring that the convention is effectively operational from 
the moment of its entry into force, ruling out any possibility of a re-opening 
of discussion of the terms of the convention. The task of the Commission 
should be oriented towards preparations for the future rather than going back
on the substance of the treaty. It is obvious that any attempt to call the 
text into question will lead to a delay in the entry into force of the 
instrument in question. Finally, my delegation is awaiting with keen interest 
the paper promised by the French Minister for Foreign Affairs,
Mr. Roland Dumas, containing the French proposal on the Scientific Council.

The area of definitions remains the area where positions are still very
For many delegations this bottleneck in our

The standstill concerning the
far apart, not to say static.
negotiations constitutes a source of concern, 
definition of chemical weapons, production facilities, stockpiles, the concept

is a sort of incapacitatingof jurisdiction or control by a State party, etc 
shock wave affecting the other articles of the convention. Over the years,
the question of definitions has been perceived as the parameter indicating 
more or less accurately whether progress has been made in our work, 
hope this year, however, that the problem of definitions will be resolved 
positively to give us concrete grounds for believing that the conclusion of 
the convention is imminent.

Let us

The fifth and last working group, chaired by Dr. Krutzsch of the German 
Democratic Republic, deals with the transition period. All speakers on this 
point have agreed on the crucial nature of this period. There is also 
unanimous agreement on the need to ensure that this 10-year period begins and 
ends in the best possible conditions. In my delegation's view, the future of 
the convention will hinge on this period passing smoothly. Any departure from 
or breach of commitments entered into will threaten the edifice we have been 
building for a number of years with collapse. This is why we believe that 
responsibility for a smooth transition is collective, as indeed is the 
security of all the members of the community. The concept of "undiminished" 
security should have no place in consideration of this period. For we believe 
more than ever that the destruction of chemical weapons will in no way
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On the contrary: the very existence of thediminish the security of States. 
convention will create and then strengthen a new security context, not only 
for those States that will be destroying their stockpiles of chemical weapons, 
but also for all other countries, 
mankind, all the future States parties must become persuaded that in order to 
negotiate this transition period successfully, trust must take the place of

To attain this objective common to all

suspicion.

The history of the clause concerning assistance and protection against
The place that thischemical weapons is a great source of satisfaction to us. 

provision has acquired, not to say conquered, within the body of the 
convention is the expression of a need for international solidarity to come to 
qrips with the horrors of chemical weapons.

economic and technological development, constitue elements which
This article, along with the

article on
are likely to contribute to the universality of the convention - a 
universality for which the Secretary-General of the United Nations made a 
fervent plea in his message to the Conference.

with satisfaction the progress recorded in the last 
in the negotiations on this convention, we are obliged to recognize

Much as we note
two years
that certain problems - and not the least important ones - remain insoluble.

include problems whose complexity is fundamentally technical in nature.
have full confidence in the negotiators,

These
They do not concern us unduly, as we 
and more particularly the experts among them, who will be able to find

As far as the other problems are concerned, we must
These decisions may be

appropriate solutions.
acknowledge that they call for political decisions, 
difficult to take, but the collective responsibility we all assume in this

them essential in order to realize the universal promise of 
each member of this Conference find in the expectations

Conference makes
this convention. May 
of the whole of mankind, as well as in the commitments we have all entered

before the General Assembly of the United Nations and at the Parisinto, both
Conference, the necessary stimulus to display his or her share of political 
will. Only the sum total of these efforts will enable us to present to the 
world at the earliest opportunity this convention on chemical weapons so long
awaited.
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Declaration of the Paris Conference on the prohibition of
testimony to the urgent desire of numerous States to 

of such hideous weapons for ever.

The Final
chemical weapons bears 
ban the use The holding of the Conference 

international reaction to events which were definitely eroding the
of the 1925 Geneva Protocol for the Prohibition of the Usewas an

spirit and letter ......
in War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and of Bacteriological

I would like to repeat once again the gratitude of the 
the Government of France for the very excellent 
conference and for the very warm hospitality accorded to

I would also like to thank,

Methods of Warfare.
Kenya Government to 
organization of the
all participants, including the Kenya delegation, 
through the delegation of France, His Excellency Mr. Roland Dumas, who, on 
7 February this year, the opening day of the spring session of this 
Conference, presented to the Conference the Final Act, including the Final

The Kenya delegation, aware ofDeclaration adopted by the Paris Conference.
the important role played by the Government of France in hosting the Paris 
Conference and its subsequent success, was therefore pleased with the 
appointment of Ambassador Pierre Morel, the head of the delegation of France

9
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to this Conference, as the Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical 
Weapons.
Conference, to ensure that the Conference realized its goals, 
confident that with his dynamism the Ad hoc Committee will be able to achieve 
positive results in its 1989 session.

We all remember his untiring efforts, before and during the Paris
We are

The Final Declaration of the Paris Conference records, among other 
important issues, the determination of 149 States to prevent any recourse to 
chemical weapons by completely eliminating them. This important document also 
stresses 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, which is being negotiated in the 
Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons. The Ad hoc Committee has been 
re-established, albeit after serious efforts to modify its existing mandate to 
bring it into line with the letter and spirit of the Final Declaration of the 
Paris Conference and the most recent General Assembly resolutions on chemical 
weapons. It was clear that the genuine enthusiasm of the Group of 21 to have 
the mandate changed to reflect the important results of the Paris Conference 
foundered on the perceivable reluctance of the Conference as a whole to 
accommodate the proposed changes in the mandate.

(co*t X



The Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons has embarked on its work in 
earnest, and it will of course build on the achievements accomplished in its 
1988 session and during the inter-sessional period. The Ad hoc Committee will 
also address all existing problems through a very inspiring organizational 
framework as proposed by its Chairman. The Kenya delegation would like to 
thank Ambassador Sujka of Poland and the three chairmen of working groups A, B 
and C for the very valuable work that they performed to achieve the results 
contained in the report of the Ad hoc Committee in document CD/881.

During the current session, the Ad hoc Committee has established five 
working groups to concern themselves with specific and clear tasks which we 
believe will further refine the quality of the existing "rolling text". The 
Kenya delegation would prefer the resolution of as many problems as possible 
currently existing in the "rolling text". The Kenya delegation would like to 
urae the Conference to conclude negotiations on a multilateral convention on 
the comolete and effective prohibition of the development, production and 
stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their destruction. I would like to 
repeat the declaration made by the Minister for Foreign Affairs and 
International Co-operation of Kenya, His Excellency Dr. Robert Ouko, in his 
soeech to the Paris Conference prohibiting the use of chemical weapons;

"Kenya has no capacity to manufacture chemical weapons. Kenya does 
not desire to acquire such a capacity, and Kenya will neither purchase 
chemical weapons nor use them on humans or on any living thing. We 
pledge our total commitment to the banning of chemical weapons. Kenya is 
a party to the 1925 Geneva Protocol and will sign and ratify the 
convention as soon as it is concluded."

It is honed that all States will accede to the proposed convention once it is 
opened for signature.

CD/PV.499
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Mr. AZAMBCJJA (Brazil) :

I asked for the floor today to introduce document CD/895, containing the 
technical report on a national trial inspection conducted by my country.

The inspection was carried out at a facility owned by Quimica da Bahia 
S.A. located at the Camaçari petrochemical complex in the State of Bahia. It 
is a multi-purpose plant, operating on a batch system, to produce amines used 
as intermediates in the manufacture of pesticides, pharmaceuticals and 
synthetic rubbers. For the sake of carrying out a simulated inspection, the

(continued)
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chemical substance monoisopropylamine (MIPA) was treated as if it were one of 
the substances listed in schedule [2] (listing key precursors for the 
production of chemical weapons), although MIPA does not possess the properties 
required for its being assigned to any of the lists of controlled products.

Some very general conclusions can be drawn from our experiment at this 
Firstly, the test inspection was conducted according to the generalstage.

outline contained in document CD/CW/WP.213, prepared under the co-ordination 
of the former Swedish representative to this Conference,

These guidelines were considered to be appropriate forAmbassador Rolf Ekéus. 
the conduct of experiments that aim at assessing the efficiency of the 
verification procedures set out in our "rolling text". Secondly, our 
experience would appear to prove that these trial inspections do not 
necessarily inconvenience or significantly disturb the normal operation of the 
facilities in which they are conducted. The data collection in Quimica da 
Bahia S.A. was carried out without introducing any alteration in the 
programming or in the outcome of the production run. 
protection of confidential information and sensitive equipment, which we 
consider to be a very critical point, was assured throughout the inspection. 
This would appear to prove, in our view, that it is possible to strike a fair 
balance between the requirements of effective verification and the protection

Thirdly and lastly, the

of sensitive information.

In our trial inspection, a confidentiality agreement was signed by the 
inspection team, addino to the confidence of the party which was to open its 
facility for inspection. This practice of confidentiality agreements, or some 
similar arrangements, could provide part of the answer to the important 
question of how to safeguard the commercial and industrial interests of the 
chemical industry. This agreement and other additions and corrections will be 
included in a revision of the report to be circulated very shortly, and the 
Brazilian consultant who was in charge of the whole operation will be joining 
us very early next week to give further clarification and the authority of his 
personal experience.

My delegation considers that the willingness of a significant number of 
States members of the Conference on Disarmament to conduct national trial 
inspections is a very important development in work towards a global ban on 
chemical weapons. We hope that the experience of national trial inspections 
will help to speed up our negotiations and bring us nearer the conclusion of a 
convention on the complete and effective prohibition of the development, 
production, stockpiling and use of chemical weapons and on their destruction. 
This kind of initiative is absolutely without precedent in negotiations on 
disarmament agreements, and should be sufficient to reassure those that still 
doubt the effectiveness of the verification measures already contained in the 
draft convention.

The Brazilian participation in the national trial inspection programme 
testifies to our strong commitment to the urgent conclusion of a comprehensive 
and verifiable chemical weapons convention, on a universal and 
non-discriminatory basis.
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Mr■ ROSTOV (Bulgaria):
... Indeed, the elimination of medium-ranae and shorter-ranqe missiles, the 
prospect for 50 per cent reductions in United States and Soviet strategic 
offensive weapons, the general improvement in relations between the two great 
Powers and between East and West as a whole, ought to create a new atmosphere 
around the question of nuclear testing. One might rightly expect in these 
circumstances that the problem of priority in the relationship between an NTB
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and nuclear disarmament, which for a long time was subject to debates, would 
disappear. We hope that the lack of any progress is not due to some new and 
hidden plans in the military field, but is rather a result of continuation of 
the standstill which has persisted over the Accordingly, we are 
tempted to believe that the answer to the question put by our distinguished 
colleague Ambassador Loeis could lie in Antonio Gramsci's words:

years.

"The crisis
consists precisely in the fact that the old is dying and the new cannot be 
born; in this interregnum a great variety of morbid symptoms appears", 
view the proposal for the convening of a conference of the States parties to 
the 1963 Treaty precisely as an expression of disappointment with the 
practical inaction of the Conference on Disarmament and a desire to find a way 
out of the crisis.

We

This proposal was supported by Bulgaria. We do not think 
that such a conference would have an adverse impact on our work here in the 
CD.
Sri Lanka on 16 March this year that a conference of this kind would provide 
fresh impulses to the CD, as this year's Paris Conference did with respect to 
the negotiations for a chemical weapon ban.

On the contrary, we share the view expressed by Ambassador Rodrigo of
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Disarmament continues its deliberations on its"As the Conference on 
important tasks, it is necessary to take stock of its achievements to 

has been achieved in the neqotiations to conclude a
It is hoped that the results of

Proq ressdate.
convention prohibitinq chemical weapons. 
the Paris Conference on the prohibition of chemical weapons, held in 
early January this year, will enhance further the pace of the 
neqotiations so that a convention prohibitina chemical weapons becomes a
reality soon.

"On my part, I offer you my best wishes for success in your present 
and future efforts."

This concludes the messaqe from His Excellency the President of the
Allow me also to make a few comments in connection withReoublic of Kenya. 

the work of the Conference.
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Mr. KLESTIL (Austria):

neqotiations in this Conference and the deliberations of the
General Assembly at its forty-third session on disarmament 

indication of the qenerally positive evolution of
The work of the General Assembly's First Committee

Important issues on

The
United Nations 
matters qive a clear
international relations.
was marked by constructive discussions and compromise. 
its acenda, such as a comprehensive nuclear test-ban treaty, the prohibition 
of an arms race in outer space, chemical and bioloqical weapons, the question

the role of the United Nations in the field 
But resolutions, even if

sufficient achievements in

of verification and compliance or 
of disarmament, were
adopted unanimously or by larqe majorities, are not 
themselves ; they need to be translated into effective actions.

dealt with in a new spirit.

Before commentinq on some of the items on the aqenda of the Conference, 
let me briefly touch upon the question of confidence-buildina measures.

important role in pavinq the way towards substantial aqreements by
Exchanqes of information

They
play an
improvina the climate of international relations, 
and data, invitations to on-site inspections and ad hoc inspections on demand 
without riqht of refusal are new ideas in the field of international

Initiatives of this nature have been taken with reqarddisarmament policies, 
to bioloaical weapons, chemical weapons, military budqets and military
manoeuvres.
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... Let me now turn to the question of chemical weapons. The proposal made 
by President Reaqan before the forty-third General Assembly of the 
United Nations for a conference of all States parties to the Geneva Protocol 
and other interested States in order to take efficient action against the 
erosion of its provisions was a timely step. When President Mitterrand tabled 
an invitation to convene such a conference in Paris in January 1989, intensive 
preparatory work, conducted and co-ordinated by France, and especially its 
Permament Representative to the Conference on Disarmament, caved the way for 
the elaboration of a draft declaration. I wish to thank the French 
authorities for the efficient preparation and conduct of that Conference. I 
would also like to express warm thanks for the generous manner in which the 
French Government hosted the Conference. And finally I wish to underline the 
efficient work done in the Committee of the Whole under the able guidance of 
the Finnish Foreian Minister, Mr. Sorsa.

The fact that it was possible to elaborate a consensus document can in 
itself be regarded as a success and as a signal to all peoples of the world. 
But we are still confronted with questions about its substantive content and 
the political follow-up. To put it in simple terms: where do we stand now, 
three months after the closure of the Paris Conference? To answer this 
question, we have first to look at the text of the Final Declaration and 
analyse its merits as well as its shortcomings.

The Paris Declaration clearly endorsed the aim of concluding a global 
convention, condemned the use of chemical weapons and supported the role of 
the United Nations Secretary-General in the field of verification, 
impact, however, cannot be assessed until a universal convention on the 
prohibition of chemical weapons and on their destruction has been completed.

Its full

(continued)
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Disarmament succeeds in finishing its work on the 
future will we have real grounds for calling the

Only if the Conference on 
convention in the near 
Paris Conference a major success in multilateral disarmament diplomacy.

Paris Conference brought a new problem to our attention - the linkThe
established by a number of countries between chemical and nuclear weapons. I

about this development, which puts new obstacleshave to express our concern 
on the road towards a global convention banning all chemical weapons, and 
might lead to a major setback to multilateral disarmament efforts in general, 

fail to conclude a global chemical weaeons ban in the near future,
the chances of progress in other areas of arms control andIf we

dramatic effects on
We understood that certain interim measures aredisarmament might result, 

envisaged by some countries as preparatory steps towards the global
Among such interim measures, export controls on relevantconvention.

chemicals are considered to be helpful, provided these controls are effective
We believe that such controls ought to becomeand without major loopholes.

of the future global convention and be internationally supervised,oar t
possibly with the help of a multilateral information centre which could assist 
countries in establishing their own export control systems, arrange for the 

of information and inform all parties concerned of disruptions to
Such a centre should be incorporated in the

exchange
enable them to react accordingly.
verification system of a global convention banning all chemical weapons, 
we do not have in mind, however, is the establishment of a separate 
non-proliferation system before such a global convention is concluded, 
have some doubts about such a separate system in a world where a number of 
States already possess stocks - admitted or not admitted - of chemical

, in a world where many States are caoable of producina such weaoons,

What

We

weapons
in a world where an even larger number of States have the know-how to produce 

actually producing chemical substances which are used for peaceful 
but could also become part of a production line for chemical 
It has also to be taken into account that any hindering of

or are 
purposes
weapons.
international co-operation in the application of chemical technology for
peaceful purposes has to be avoided.

With this understanding we welcome the initiative taken by the Australian 
Government to convene a conference in Canberra on these questions in the

This conference should be a useful first step incourse of this year, 
establishing the necessary close links between the political will of 
Governments to stop the spread of chemical weapons and the technical
capabilities of the chemical industry.

Turning more closely to the work of the Conference on Disarmament on the 
elaboration of a global convention on the prohibition of the use, development, 
stockpiling and possession of chemical weapons and on their destruction, I 
would like to express my sincere hope that 1989 will see major achievements on

Among the various questions still to bethe way towards its conclusion, 
solved, I would like to mention assistance and protection against chemical

questions of verification in general and the structure of the future 
In this context I wish to recall the statement made in this

weaoons, 
control agency.
forum last year by the Vice-Chancellor and Federal Minister for Foreign 
Affairs of Austria, Dr. Alois Mock, that Austria would be willing and pleased
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to host the envisaged organization, should the international community 
consider such a choice in the interest of the most effective implementation of 
the chemical weapons convention.

Provision for assistance and protection against chemical weapons is an 
important element of the future convention. It has to be kept in mind that 
providing assistance means taking action within a very short period of time so 
that effective aid can be delivered. The provision of protection against 
chemical weapons has to be focused on specific situations where a case of use 
or threat of use of chemical weapons has taken place or is likely to take 
place.

We have to live with the fact that absolute verification will not be 
feasible in the context of a chemical weapons ban. Consequently, we have to 
find an answer to the question of adequacy in relation to verification. The 
underlying basis of our negotiations has not only to be a certain degree of 
confidence but also - above all - a sufficient degree of probability that any 
violations of the treaty will be detected. Providing for sanctions in the 
framework of the convention will serve as an additional impetus.

It gives me particular pleasure to submit to the Conference on 
Disarmament information on measures my country has taken in order to 
contribute to international efforts aiming at halting the spread of chemical 
weapons capabilities, as well as to the work of the Conference. Austria has 
recently introduced export contols on 12 relevant chemicals which can serve as 
key precursors in the production of chemical weapons. Furthermore, my country 
is transmitting data on national production of chemical substances under 
schedules [1] to [3], as contained in the draft convention. This information 
will be made available as an official document of the Conference next week.

With regard to a national trial inspection to be undertaken in Austria, I 
wish to inform the Conference that talks held between the competent Austrian 
authorities and senior officials of the major Austrian firm concerned permit 
the conclusion that after the clarification of a few remaining questions such 
an inspection will take place in the near future.



CD/PV.500
11

(Mr. von Stiilpnagel, Federal Republic of Germany)

Only in this way 
In a world where

must be effectively verifiable.Arms control agreements
„,n a basis of confidence be laid for future agreements, 
qlobal imbalances threaten to invalidate regional stability and where, on the 
other hand, regional imbalances may undermine global stability, the cnteri

control just mentioned also aoply fully to the field 
And they apply especially to the mostof disarmament and arms

of global multilateral responsibility.
contribution that the world expects of this Conference, namely theurgent

elimination of chemical weapons.

CD/PV.500
13

Stiilpnagel, Federal Republic of Germany)(Mr. von
suited as the 

trends in weapons
Hardly any other international body would appear to be as 

Conference on Disarmament for analysing the impact that new 
technology have on all security systems, irrespective of the direct 
conclusions drawn for negotiating purposes. The complexity of the 
subject-matter makes it necessary to select certain aspects. Urgency and the

(continued)
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potential for consensus are the selection criteria to be applied, 
criterion of urgency also needs consensus, 
respect of a few subsectors.

But the
At present this exists only in 

Such consensus is probably strongest, as borne 
out by the Paris Conference, in respect of a comprehensive ban on chemical 

In Paris, the realization prevailed that only a comprehensive and 
world-wide ban can solve the problem of chemical 
development, production, stockpiling and transfer of chemical 
constitute a violation of peremptory international law, there is the 
persistent danger of the unlawful use of chemical weapons. Despite the 
increasingly complex nature of the subject, it would definitely seem possible 
to resolve the issues that are still impeding the conclusion of a convention 
for the comprehensive prohibition of such

weapons.
As long as theweapons.

weapons do not

There is virtually no 
significant area that has not been explored, examined and discussed.

weapons.

Foreign Minister Genscher stated here on 3 March 1989 that it is 
essential to consolidate the "rolling text" where consensus has already been 
secured on its substance and, in parallel, to find suitable solutions for 
filling the gaps that still exist, 
difficult technical problems to resolve.

It cannot be denied that there remain
Yet if we are to live up to the 

common responsibility of putting an end once and for all to the atrocities of 
chemical warfare, it is urgently necessary that we agree on a balanced and 
adequate convention. This is at the same time a crucial test of the 
multilateral disarmament process in the global context and this justifies 
redoubled efforts. our

Concentrating on what is urgent and feasible - precisely this led to the 
agreements concluded by the CD's predecessors, 
less wide-ranging. Admittedly, their demands were 

The Eighteen-Nation Disarmament Committee devoted its
daily sittings to test ban issues and confidence-building 
conference of the Committee on Disarmament widened the range of tasks, but 
still concentrated on areas capable of commanding
often unable to live up to its own ambitious, wide-ranging demands, which do 
not always rest on the necessary consensus of the participating countries.
The negotiations on chemical weapons in recent years have shown how 
complicated and time-consuming comprehensive arrangements 
become evident that, in view of the danger of further use of chemical weapons, 
there is a broad, basic consensus in favour of a ban on chemical weapons. The 
understanding reached by the 149 countries at the Paris Conference was an 
important breakthrough in this respect.
Conference must be exploited, and the combined potential of this Conference 
used to conclude as soon as possible a convention banning chemical weapons 
world-wide.

measures. The

a consensus. The CD is

are. Yet it has

The impetus generated by that

This concentration on chemical weapons negotiations does not 
imply degrading or neglecting the other subjects entrusted to the Conference. 
In his message to this year's session of the CD, the Secretary-General of the 
United Nations particularly emphasized this aspect. 
not squander its energies.

But the Conference should
By focusing constructively on chemical weapons 

negotiations, it should demonstrate that, above and beyond its indispensable 
function as a body for dialogue, it is able to reach agreement on urgent and 
complex matters. The world expects this of the countries participating in 
this Conference, and my delegation will contribute to work on the other items 
on our agenda during this session in a constructive way.
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In July 1966, theLet me turn now to the subject of chemical weapons.
United States delegation introduced CD/711, a document entitled "Chemical 
stockpile disposal programme", prepared by the United States Army's Aberdeen

.’hat document summarized preliminaryProving Ground in the State of Maryland.
the destruction of the United States stockpile of lethal chemical

We pointed out then that, in planning
planning for
agents and unitary chemical munitions, 
and implementing this disposal programme, the United States would gain 
valuable experience and technical expertise, which could prove helpful in our
negotiations.

Today, I would like to bring you up to date on the progress we have mace
Some of you will recall that the United Sta’-rSin our destruction programme. 

was weighing its options as to whether United States-based chemical weapons 
should be destroyed in place or moved to one or more central destruction

After considerable study, public debate, andfacilities for disposal, 
assessment of environmental impact, the decision was made to destroy these 
chemicals and their munitions at their stockpile sites. Accordingly, chemical 

destruction facilities will be operated at nine locations, includingweapons
Aniston, Alabama; Pine Bluff, Arkansas; Pueblo, Colorado; Newport, Indiana; 
Lexington, Kentucky; Aberdeen, Maryland; Umatilla, Oregon; Tooele, Utah; and 
Johnston Atoll in the Pacific Ocean, 
weapons stocks, including those located in the Federal Republic of Germany, 
will be destroyed at these nine facilities.
been constructed already and have been, or are, in operation.

All United States unitary chemical

Several of these facilities have

The United States Chemical Weapons destruction programme did not begin 
with the destruction plan described in CD/711.
United States began a moratorium on chemical weapons production that would 
last almost two decades - we began systematically destroying chemical weapons 

In its destruction facility at Rocky Mountain Arsenal in Colorado,
Neutralization of

In 1970 - shortly after the

stocks.
the United States began incinerating mustard agent in 1970. 
nerve agents began in October 1973.
agents were destroyed at Rocky Mountain Arsenal during the 1970s. 
of other States to take into account this destruction is perhaps a partial

Millions of pounds of mustard and nerve
The failure

explanation for the exaggerated estimates of the present size of the 
United States chemical weapons stockpile.

In 1979, a small-scale pilot facility at Tooele Army Depot began 
operations, and its destruction activity continues today. 
facility that most members of the Conference on Disarmament visited in 1983, 
and that representatives of the Soviet Union, including our friend and

The Tooele facility has the

This is the

colleague Ambassador Nazarkin, visited in 1987. 
capability to perform pilot-scale destruction tests on all types of lethal 
agents and munitions. The technology developed at Tooele for eliminating 
those agents and munitions has been applied successfully at other destruction

It appears that the Soviet Union issites, as I will discuss momentarily.
taking this same approach as it inaugurates its destruction programme: 
understand Soviet intentions, the technology and experience gained at 
Chapayevsk will be applied to a number of other destruction facilities.
10 years’ experience at Tooele convinces us that this is a sound and effective 
approach.

as we

Our
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Profiting from the lessons learned at Rocky Mountain Arsenal and Tooele 
Army Depot, the United States designed and constructed a chemical weapons 
destruction facility at Pine Bluff, Arkansas, that began operations in 
May 1988. Using incineration technology developed at Tooele, the Pine Bluff 
facility is even now destroying the incapacitating agent BZ. By the end of 
1989, the entire United States stockpile of that agent will have been 
destroyed. Now, on Johnston Atoll, the United States has completed 
construction of the world's first full-scale, modern chemical weapons 
destruction facility, 
chemical weapons negotiations, the Johnston Atoll facility is undergoing final 
testing, using chemical simulants. We expect to begin actual destruction of 
chemical munitions this year. Thus far, the United States has destroyed about 
15 million pounds of chemical agent, and we have a comprehensive, integrated, 
tested plan for the destruction of the rest of the United States unitary 
chemical weapons stockpile.
United States will have spent well over $US 3 billion implementing the 
congressionally mandated destruction programme outlined in CD/711, 
figure, of course, does not include money spent prior to the enactment of that 
programme.

Right now, as we struggle with the issues of the

When the job is completed by April 1997, the

This

Our experience thus far demonstrates convincingly that chemical 
weapons destruction is not easy, and that it is not inexpensive.

The United States chemical weapons disposal plan conforms to some of the
But clean destruction alone is notstrictest environmental laws ever enacted.

the final answer to environmental concerns, 
abhorrence associated with poison gases, it is important also that destruction 
operations not only be safe, but that the civilian population be confident 
that they are safe.

Because of the fears and

In the United States, the environmental impact of every 
step of the process has been subjected to intense scrutiny and public debate. 
The incineration technology developed at Tooele Army Depot and being used at 
Pine Bluff, and which will be incorporated in destruction processes at other 
facilities, has been endorsed by the United States National Academy of 
Sciences. Environmental impact, and the attendant public information and 
educational processes, are matters that will need to be considered by other 
chemical weapons-possessing States in their destruction plans.

It appears that when the Conference on Disarmament completes its 
negotiation of a comprehensive chemical weapons ban, both the United States 
and the Soviet Union will have in place the infrastructure needed to comply 
with their treaty obligations to destroy all chemical weapons. 
planning begins well before entry into force, however, other possessor States 
will not be prepared, 
now to plan and initiate the destruction of their chemical weapons stockpiles.

Unless

We urge all chemical weapons-possessing States to begin

As discussed above, and as elaborated in CD/711, the United States is
We also are committedcommitted by law to destroy its unitary stocks by 1997. 

to achieving a comprehensive, verifiable and truly global chemical weapons ban 
- a commitment the United States confirmed last month in Vienna. Indeed, this 
global ban remains our primary objective with regard to chemical weapons. 
Pending achievement of that objective, however, the United States will 
continue with its plans to replace a small portion of the unitary stocks being 
destroyed with a safer, more modern deterrent. The result of the
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modernization programme will be a greatly diminished stockpile 
Of course, we are prepared to cease all chemical

United States 
of safer chemical weapons, 
weapons production upon entry into force of the chemical weapons convention 
presently being negotiated in the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons here in
Geneva.

Our delegation had a second objective when it tabled CD/711 in 1986. 
information we provided to this Conference included the location of every 
chemical weapons storage site in the United States; the description, in 
considerable detail, of the specific chemical agents located at each site; the 
type of weapon or container used; and the percentage of the total 
United States-based chemical weapons tonnage located at each site, 
hope that, by demonstrating the kind of candour that we sought from others, we 
might inspire others to be similarly open about their chemical weapons, and 
thereby foster the confidence so vital for a global chemical weapons

The following year, the Soviet Union conceded for the first time

The

It was our

convention.
that it possessed chemical weapons - a disclosure that marked the beginning of 
serious, productive discussions between the United States and the 
Soviet Union, and a period of unprecedented progress in chemical weapons

We have been disappointed,negotiations in the Conference on Disarmament, 
however, that no States have come forward to make the detailed disclosures 
found in CD/711, and that no State but the Soviet Union has even declared that

Much more candour will be necessary before weit possesses chemical weapons, 
are able to achieve a truly global convention.

I would like to turn to another aspect of our efforts to bring into being
That is the subject of national triala global chemical weapons convention, 

inspections, a subject that a number of other delegations have already
The United States hasaddressed during the opening weeks of the 1989 session, 

conducted its first trial inspection at the facility operated by 
Akzo Chemicals Incorporated, in Gallipolis Ferry, West Virginia, approximately 
450 kilometres west of Washington, D.C. The inspection exercise was conducted 
in late February of this year. The United States has not completed its 
evaluation of this exercise, and accordingly, my remarks today are of an 
informal and preliminary nature, subject to the more detailed and definitive 
analysis which we hope to submit to the Conference during the summer half of 
the session.

Our trial inspection exercise was a joint effort between the 
United States Government and the American chemical industry, 
fortune to have the help and close co-operation of the Akzo Chemical Company 
and other representatives of the chemical industry in the conduct of the 
trial. I am happy to express publicly our thanks to them, 
at which the exercise took place produces a schedule [2] chemical, dimethyl 
methylphosphonate (DMMP), from a schedule [3] chemical, trimethyl 
phosphite (TMP). Some of the DMMP is used at the facility to produce a 
polymeric flame retardant that also falls in schedule [2] .

It was our good

The Akzo facility

In carrying out this first trial, some of the procedures that would be 
necessary during an actual inspection under the chemical weapons Convention, 
such as notification, transportation and escort arrangements, were omitted in
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order to simplify the exercise. Moreover, we have recognized gaps in the 
inspection procedures, as well as some specific procedures that need to be 
improved.
on procedures at the national level.

In our view, these point to the need for considerable further work
The principal objectives of our exercise 

were to evaluate the ability to determine whether schedule [1] chemicals had 
been produced in the particular facility; to evaluate the ability to determine 
whether the facility had produced types or quantities of schedule (21 
chemicals not included in its declaration; and to estimate costs, determine 
physical constraints on inspections, measure the impact of an inspection on a 
facility, and evaluate the preparation needed for an inspection, 
out the exercise, the inspection was governed by a mock facility agreement 
that was based on the model in the "rolling text".
contained detailed inspection procedures for schedule [2] facilities, 
inspection team consisted of six persons, five chemical engineers and an 
analytical chemist. Three of the chemical engineers had past chemical weapons 
production experience, and two had commercial backgrounds, 
in three types of activities during the trial;
equipment, auditing of records, and collection and analysis of samples.

In carrying

A separate document
The

The team engaged 
examination of process

An initial visit was made during December 1988, lasting slightly 
than a day. The actual inspection took two and a half days.

more
The analysis of

samples is still being carried out, and the results of the exercise are still 
being evaluated. Accordingly, our delegation is not now in a position to 
comment on how adequate the provisions in the "rolling text" are with regard 
to routine inspections. Nevertheless, some of our preliminary findings do 
warrant discussion. First, with regard to the area to be inspected, it will 
be difficult to define this area precisely, because of the complexity and 
flexibility of modern multipurpose plants. Our delegation believes that 
further discussion of this issue is warranted. Second, with regard to 
planning for an inspection, the exercise demonstrated that a very thorough 
initial visit is essential for effective inspections.
"colling text" may, therefore, need to be strengthened.

This aspect of the

Third, with regard to the general approach to an inspection, a joint 
government-industry trial exercise does not, of course, reflect the tensions 
that will undoubtedly arise during the course of an actual inspection, making 
the inspection more difficult. The implications of this difference between
trial and actual inspections need to be analysed, 
inspection demonstrated that routine monitoring by inspectors must be 
supplemented, in some cases, by continuous monitoring by instruments in order 
to foil attempts to conceal production that is not documented in the permanent 
records of the facility, 
and customers needs to be considered.

In addition, our trial

Also, the cross-checking of records from suppliers 
Fourth, the inspection of equipment 

proves to be especially useful in assessing whether the declared areas of the 
facility have the capability to produce schedule [1] chemicals.

FIfth, records audit was the most time-consuming aspect of the exercise. 
It is primarily useful in checking whether input and output match, 
such material balance is not sufficient basis for reaching the conclusion that 
quantities have been correctly declared, because unrecorded production could 
take place.

However,

Sixth, with regard to sample analysis, it is clear that careful
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planning is needed to determine what samples should be taken, and to provide 
for their security, transport and analysis. *. t is essential to carry out 
off-site analysis, with very sophisticated instruments, in searching for

Finally. with regard to confidentiality,traces of schedule [1] ciemicals.
to confidential information will be required for 

Thus, ways to reduce the need for confidential information
extensive access
inspections.
should be reviewed, and reliable means to protect such information should be

It is clear that when we arrive at the multilateral phase of trialdeveloped.
inspections, confidentiality will be an important issue.

Our delegation welcomes the information provided by delegations, and the 
discussions of national trial inspections that have taken place this spring.
In our view, another series of such discussions early in the summer would also 

We believe that the experience to date points to the utilitybe profitable.
of additional work on trial inspections on a national basis, including

We look forward to learning about otheradditional national exercises, 
national trial inspections during the closing weeks of this part of the 1989
session of the Conference.
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Miss SOLESBY (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland):

... My comments this morning concern the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical 
Weapons, and more particularly its work on strengthening the verification 
provisions of a future convention. I would like to suomit for the 
consideration of this Conference a suggestion by my authorities for a system 
of inspection which we would call "ad hoc inspection".

The United Kingdom delegation, like many other delegations, has often 
emphasized that an effective system of verification is an essential 
prerequisite for a convention if it is to command widespread adherence, 
negotiations have already made considerable progress towards developing a 
layered pattern of on-site inspection to cover the widely varying facilities 
and activities which could put at risk the objectives of the convention, 
have certain régimes of routine on-site inspection, together with a system of

The

We

(continued)
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challenge inspection for use in order to clarify doubts about compliance.
authorities all these existing provisions are valuable and

In
the view of my 
should be preserved.

concerned about what seems to us areas of weaknesses in 
Some of these areas are of major

Let us consider some of

However, we are
the present inspection framework, 
significance for the viability of the convention.
them:

Schedule [3] chemicals, produced for legitimate purposes but usable as 
chemical weapons or precursors: so far no routine inspection for them;

thousands of industrial chemical facilities and military andThe many
other facilities not subject to declaration, which may be capable of 
playing a role in establishing a clandestine chemical weapons 

no routine inspection as yet for them either;capability:
Even on sites where some activities are subject to verification, other 
activities are not covered by any provisions for routine inspection.

The solutionWe believe that the inspection framework must be strengthened.
and deterrence for the large numbers ofneeds to provide adequate assurance

facilities concerned. It needs to be both workable and cost-effective.

possible solutions have been suggested, which have made
I have in mind in

A number of
valuable contributions to thinking on this subject.

proposal by the Federal Republic of Germany for an additional
My authorities would like to

Our
particular the
verification system based on ad hoc checks.
submit an alternative option for consideration by this Conference. 
proposal owes much to these previous suggestions I have mentioned 
to experience in operating the inspection system established under the

I should like now to describe our suggestion.

, as well as

Stockholm document.
The United Kingdom proposes an on-site inspection system which, together 

existing provisions in CD/881, would in our view adequately complete
We would call it "ad hoc inspection", and it wouldwith the 

the inspection framework, 
be on the following lines:

Each State party would have the right to initiate inspections by the 
Technical Secretariat in civil and military facilities and elsewhere on 
the territory of any other State party.

These requests would not be linked to any allegation of breach of the 
convention.

stated number of
stated total 

to discussion. This

Each State party would have the right to request a 
inspections a year 
of inspections a year, 
quota system is one aspect distinguishing ad hoc from challenge

and would be obliged to receive up to a
The exact numbers are open

inspection.
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Access to the site would be mandatory within a given number of hours.

The purpose of the inspection would be to check whether any activity in 
the facility concerned was subject to declaration or prohibition under 
the terms of the convention.

The inspection would be carried out by inspectors from among the 
full-time Inspectorate of the Technical Secretariat. They would inform 
all States parties that the inspection had taken place and of its 
findings.

The format would differ from that for existing routine inspections and 
from that for challenge inspection. For example there would be no 
"facility attachment", and there might be no need for an observer from 
the requesting State to accompany the inspection team. My authorities 
are still considering in detail, with the help of our experience in 
national trial inspections, just what would constitute the most 
appropriate format, and I shall be returning to the subject in the near 
future when I submit our conclusions to the Conference.

In addition to the procedures I have just described, it would be open to 
any State party or group of States parties to reach agreement with another 
State party or group of States parties to establish a bilateral system of 
inspections of the same or similar character : the cost of any such bilateral 
scheme would be met by the parties concerned.

It would
operate alongside the two types of régimes already set out in CD/881, namely 
those for existing routine inspections and that for challenge inspection, both 
of which would remain crucial elements of the verification régime.

This then is our proposed system of "ad hoc inspections".

It seems to us that ad hoc inspections would have a number of important 
advantages. Firstly, ad hoc inpsections would complete the on-site inspection 
framework described in CD/881 with a manageable number of régimes. Secondly, 
nomination by States parties would focus attention on facilities of most 
interest both to the convention and to the requesting States parties.
Thirdly, the level of reassurance and deterrence would be further enhanced by 
the mandatory nature of the inspection request and the very short advance 
warning. Fourthly, the targeted nature of the system would enable the vast 
numbers of facilities involved to be subjected to verification at a high level 
of cost-effectiveness. Fifthly, the annual quota available to each State 
party and the absence of expressed doubts about compliance would give the 
system a routine character.

That is the proposal for ad hoc inspections I wish to submit to the 
Conference. It is described in document CD/909. This has just been 
circulated this morning in the English language text, and the other languages 
will be available very soon. I would stress again how much my authorities 
welcome the constructive suggestions which have been made by other delegations 
who share our concern to strengthen the inspection framework. We hope that 
our own alternative option of "ad hoc inspections" which we are now putting 
forward will prove a useful contribution to the debate.
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I have asked for the floor today to express some considerations in 
connection with the fact that we are holding today the 500th plenary meeting

We thought it would be appropriate on thisof the Conference on Disarmament, 
very day to reiterate the importance the socialist countries, including the 
German Democratic Republic, attach to this single multilateral disarmament

Disarmament is a univeral concern, and the Conference on Disarmamentforum.
has indeed shouldered a high responsiblity in undertaking to bring about 
multilateral agreements on the cessation of the arms race and disarmament, 
a time when we may witness unprecedented positive changes in the international 
political climate, including important achievements in other disarmament - 
related forums, the Conference on Disarmament, in our view, cannot and should 
not remain behind or outside of such a process, 
results, and if this is not possible on all items under consideration, then it 
should be at least on some major items of our agenda, 
valid for the earliest possible conclusion of the convention on the total

The Paris Conference, and I think this is an

At

What is needed are concrete

This is particularly

prohibition of chemical weapons.
agreed position, gave us a clear-cut mandate to this effect, 
attach to the issue of a chemical weapons ban does not, of course, diminish or 
decrease the importance of other disarmament areas under consideration - I

in particular, the nuclear test ban and the prevention of an arms race 
We hope that it will be possible to start substantive and

and we therefore

The priority we

mean,
in outer space.
action—oriented work on item 1 of our agenda very soon,
appeal to all parties concerned to show the necessary flexibility and good 
will for a reasonable compromise. As far as the issue of preventing an arms

we expect that the Ad hoc Committee willin outer space is concerned,
the outstanding organizational issues as soon as possible and proceed

race 
resolve
to substantive consideration without delay.
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Mr. HOULLEZ (Belgium) (translated from French):
It is not my intention to make a statement on the problems facing this

The Belgian Minister for Foreian Affairs, Mr. Leo Tindemans, who 
the importance which Belgium attaches to the work of the

Conference.
wishes to stress
Conference, will be making a general statement himself before the end of this 

I asked for the floor to inform the Conference of the forthcomingmonth.
distribution of a report on a national trial inspection carried out in

In order to show how keen it is on the rapid conclusion of theBe lg i um.
convention, my country wished to make a contribution to the process of 
national trial inspections, although our administrative and technical 
facilities do not suffer comparison with those which larger countries have 
been able to brina to bear for these trials.

The insoection was carried out in a multi-puroose Diant in accordance 
with the model contained in document CD/CW/WP.213, which the Swedish

I would like to takedelegation submitted to the Conference last September.
this opoortunity to extend our warm appreciation to that delegation for 
oroducina this workinq tool which has turned out to be most valuable and 
useful, as has rightly been pointed out by other delegates before me. 
point of departure for the trial inspection in the chemical complex was as

the facility was not subject to declaration because it produces no

The

follows:
chemicals falling in one of the three schedules as contained in the present 
"rolling text" CD/881. The prime aim of the inspection was to make sure that

(continued)
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it is possible to check that no activity prohibited by the convention is 
taking place in a facility which has leqitimately not been decl-.ied because 
in orinciole it produces none of the substances contained in any of the three 
schedules in article VI. There was no question of carryinq out a challenqe 
inspection, but the scenario involved simulâtinq an on-site inspection to 
remove certain doubts, 
provisions, and as you know discussion is under way to try to include 
additional measures as the Conference feels appropriate in the "rollinq

A second aim of this inspection was to obtain information on the level
I will mention

four conclusions which seem to us to be of interest. Firstly, the excellent 
co-ooeration from the manaqemént and staff of the facility. Access was 
qranted to all the parts of the industrial complex, the only restriction beinq 
that there should be strict compliance with the safety requlations. All 
documents relatinq to production, acquisition and storaqe of chemicals could 
be consulted, provided that none of the documents and no copies thereof were 

The inspectors were able to check inputs and outputs of materials.

For this type of inspection, there are as yet no

text".
of intrusiveness which this type of inspection miqht lead to.

removed.

Second conclusion: the people in charqe prefer samp1inq to be carried 
at the end of the batch process in order not to disturb normal productionout

activities, althouqh the dissuasive effect of a verification system would be 
enhanced if samples could be taken at any point, 
to the inspectors the competent staff and instrumentation required for 
samplinq, followinq the instructions and under the control of the inspectors. 
It was noted that inspectors should be in possession of the wherewithal to

it miqht be necessary to repeat an analysis elsewhere with
Moreover, it would

The facility made available

seal the samples:
other instruments if inspectors were to detect anomalies, 
be useful if a representative of the host State, who in fact could be a member 
of the national authority, were to fix a second control seal on the samples.

the samples, once taken could be divided intoAnother suqgestion was made: 
three identical "sub-samples" and sealed in the appropriate manner by an 
inspector and the representative of the national authority.

Normal prodedure would involve an on-the-spot analysis of the samples
If there was a problem or disagreement, aunder the control of an inspector. 

second sample could be analysed by an inspector, under the control of the 
representative of the facility, in another place, for example a university 

The third sample could be used for subsequent analysis inlaboratory.
accordance with procedures yet to be defined, if disagreement were to

Procedures would also need to be drawn up for the storage and
Concerning sample analysis, it was noted that the use

persist.
transport of samples, 
of sophisticated, sometimes totally computerized instruments would in theory 
qive an operator scope for "cheating", that is to say producing a totally 
different spectrum through off-line processing.
the inspectors would have to be an experienced analytical chemist familiar 
with the use of the principal techniques of analysis.

That is why at least one of

studied the possibility of checking the presence ofThird conclusion:
prohibited substances in the storaqe area through a check of computer

This checking through computer control procedures in fact proved

we

listings.
impossible during the inspection because a special coded numberinq system is

The introduction ofused to introduce the name of the substance being sought.
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a scrambled code could result in the indication of non-presence of the
oarticular substance, 
chemicals, a check would have to be carried out throughout the storage area, 
which is virtually impossible in a time-limited inspection. However, such a 
check would be possible if a more intrusive means of inspection were to be 
used.

To verify the possible presence of undeclared

First ofFourthly, a few brief conclusions of a more general nature.
of the facility felt that the International Organizationall, the managers

would have to take steps to prevent inspectors leaving the Organization from 
being engaged for a certain period by industrial competitors, 
should possess an official warrant from the International Organization setting

We therefore feel that a specific annex

The inspectors

out the principles of the convention.
on respect for confidentiality would be most appropriate, 
conduct of an inspection of this nature may be carried out without any 
significant interference in the normal operations of a chemical complex.

Secondly, the

We hope that the information and results contained in the report will 
make a useful contribution to the development and implementation of effective 
measures to monitor the non-production of certain substances in industry.

interested in participating in the general consideration of the
We

are very
national trial inspection reports which to date more than 10 countries have

We have noted that most of the NTIs have takensubmitted to the Conference.
place in countries in Eastern Europe or in Western countries, 
and soon, I believe, Austria are exceptions, 
the important contribution from Brazil, which is extremely interesting because 
the report goes into a great deal of depth and detail.
the other non-aligned countries to become involved in large numbers in the 
practical consideration of as effective a verification system as possible. 
Their contribution would make it possible to consolidate the aim of 
universality of our convention, of which we had a happy glimpse at the Paris

Brazil, Sweden 
We are particularly pleased at

I therefore appeal to

Conference.
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Mr. FAN (China) (translated from Chinese):

... Today I would like to present some of the Chinese delegation’s views with 
regard to the negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons. The 
current session of the CD is being held in favourable international 
circumstances. At present the international situation is witnessing a 
significant change, turning from confrontation to dialogue and from tension to 
relaxation. This may herald the dawning of a new period favourable to the 
maintenance of world peace and the promotion of social and economic 
development. Such an international environment augurs well for progress in 
the negotiations on the banning of chemical weapons.

The Paris Conference convened at the beginning of this year, and its 
Final Declaration adopted by consensus, have added new impetus to the 
negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons. Banning such weapons has 
become a matter of great significance for all countries in the world. The 
States participating in that Conference solemnly declared in the Final 
Declaration that they are "determined to prevent any recourse to chemical 
weapons bv completely eliminating them", demonstrating thereby the collective 
will of the international community in calling for the total prohibition of 
chemical weapons. The Final Declaration also called 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 Conference on Disarmament, for its part, should 
respond to such a call with concrete actions so as to realize the lofty goal 
of the complete prohibition of chemical weapons at an early date.

The negotiations on chemical weapons have traversed a long and tortuous
As a result of theIn recent years, obvious progress has been made.road.

sustained efforts of all the member States of the CD, the conclusion of a 
convention has become more likely now. We already have in our hands a quite

(continued)
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substantial "rollinq text", which represents a basis for the future 
We should cherish this hard-won achievement, 

favourable opportunity to resolve the remaining problems rapidly so 
historic task of concluding the convention can be fulfilled as early

“i should seize theconvention, 
cur rent 
that the 
as possible.

Since its re-establishment this year, the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical 
weapons, under the able guidance of Ambassador Pierre Morel of France, has

conducting its work intensively over a broad spectrum of topics in five
This enables us to make the best use of our time to elaborate

been
working groups.

resolve political, legal and technical issues as well as those relating to 
organization, verification, finance and other aspects of the convention, 
also enables us to work more thoroughly, in new circumstances, on those issues 
which have not been examined for some time.

and It

The Chinese delegation is pleased to see more non-member States 
participating in the work of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, 
applaud this development and hope that still more States will join them in the 

China has always held the view that all States should have the right 
to participate in the consideration and settlement of disarmament issues.
Final Declaration of the Paris Conference also stated that "all States are 
reguested to make, in an appropriate way, a significant contribution to the 
negotiations in Geneva by undertaking efforts in the relevant fields", 
participation of non-member States in the negotiations on chemical weapons is 
of great and positive significance in working for the universality of the

We hope that the Conference on Disarmament will further

We

future. The

The

future convention.
consider proper measures to facilitate better understanding of and greater 
participation in the negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons by
more and more States.

In the field of disarmament, bilateral and multilateral negotiations
It is our hope that, at a time whencomolement and promote each other. 

multilateral negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons are gathering 
speed, the States oossessing large chemical weapon arsenals will accelerate 
their bilateral negotiations in a more serious and positive manner so that 
results conducive to the complete prohibition of chemical weapons can be

It is also our hope that they will provideobtained as soon as possible, 
timely information to the CD on the developments in their bilateral

All this would be helpful to progress in the multilateralnegotiations, 
negotiations.

The world has yet to get rid of the danger of chemical warfare.
Therefore the orohibition of the use of chemical weapons is still a very

In the view of the Chinese delegation, the future conventionimportant issue.
should be one which prohibits chemical weapons completely, including their

Several years ago there was a convergence of views by all parties, after 
repeated consultations and negotiations, that the scope of prohibition in the

This has in fact been

use.

convention should cover the prohibition of use. 
reflected in the preamble and the relevant articles of the "rolling text". We 
do not wish to see any upheavals or back-tracking on this issue. This year, 
at the time when the Ad hoc Committee was re-established, differences emerged

Thisas to whether the prohibition of use should be reflected in its mandate.
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is a matter of concern to the Chinese delegation. We believe that it is 
reasonable and rational to include the prohibition of use in the mandate of 
the Ad hoc Committee. We hope that the States concerned will take positive 
steps so that this problem can be resolved effectively.

Verification remains one of the major outstanding issues. Under the 
chairmanship of Mr. Liideking of the delegation of the Federal Republic of 
Germany, Working Group 1 has conducted useful discussions on the general 
pattern of verification. In order to ensure the realization of the objectives 
of the convention and establish confidence among States parties, the 
convention should provide for effective and practicable verification 
measures. The effectiveness of verification lies in ensuring the destruction 
of existing chemical weapons and facilities for their production and 
preventing chemical industry from producing chemical weapons. In the field of 
verification of the non-production of chemical weapons by chemical industry, 
verification measures should focus on those facilities which pose major risks 
to the objectives of the convention. Effectiveness and practicability should 
both be taken into account in a verification regime. Neither of these two 
elements should be neglected. As an ideal, it is hoped that a type of 
absolutely flawless régime could be devised, but reality tells us that such an 
idealized verification régime can hardly be established. What is needed is a 
system which provides adequate assurance of compliance and at the same time is 
both realistic and practicable. As the Chinese saying goes, "the net of 
heaven has a large mesh, but it lets nothing through". If what we are seeking 
is an absolute and flawless régime, rather than a balance between ideal and 
reality, and between effectiveness and practicability, the outcome may well 
turn out to be counter-productive to our efforts to establish an effective and 
practicable verification régime.

The consultations on challenge inspections are still going on. Challenge 
inspection is a very important issue that needs in-depth and comprehensive 
discussions. As a few key issues still require further work, the relevant 
text remains in appendix II at this stage. Last year, under the chairmanship 
of Mr. Numata of the Japanese delegation, Group C conducted useful discussions 
on the general rules governing challenge inspections, and some preliminary 
results were achieved, as reflected in appendix I. But some main elements 
require further consideration during the elaboration of the principles of 
challenge inspection.

I would now like to make a few comments on challenge inspection. First 
of all, on the nature of challenge inspection, a view has been expressed to 
the effect that challenge inspection should be "properly and adequately" used 
in a non-confrontational manner. This is indeed possible in some cases, but 
one cannot rule out that challenge inspection may also have a confrontational 
nature in other cases. In view of the complexity of international politics 
and the highly intrusive character of challenge inspections, this type of 
inspection inevitably tends to be confrontational and politically charged in 
some circumstances. Challenge inspection is therefore a vary serious matter 
which needs to be treated with the utmost prudence. Secondly, the Chinese 
delegation maintains that incidents of non-compliance which the challenge 
inspection aims to address are the concern not only of challenging States but 
also of all the States parties. Hence the relationship between the
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Organization, the challenging States and the challenged States should be 
handled appropriately. In other words, during a challenge inspection, 
reasonable requests made by the challenging State should be satisfied; the 
Organization should play an essential and appropriate role ; and the 
legitimate rights and interests of the challenged State should also be 
respected and protected. Thirdly, the issue of preventing misuse and abuse of 
challenge inspection merits further in-depth consideration. In our view, 
requests for challenge inspections should be reasonable, specific and 
precise. They must not be used to carry out activities irrelevant to the 
objective of the convention or to disrupt chemical industry production 
excessively.
challenged State should assume full responsibility. Otherwise, the 
challenging State should bear political and economical responsibility.

Once facts of non-compliance have been established, the

The protection of confidential information acquired during inspections 
was the subject of serious discussion in the working group chaired by Mr. Cima 
of the Czechoslovak delegation last year, and preliminary results were 
produced. At the moment, this issue is under further consideration in 
Working Group 1, with a new approach. On the one hand, we view the issue of 
confidentiality as one concerninq not only confidential industrial and 
commercial information but also confidential military information bearing 
national security. The convention should provide for necessary measures to 
protect confidentiality in order to ensure that the confidential nature of the 
States parties' industrial, commercial and military information is not subject 
to undue breaches. On the other hand, we think that such measures should not 
undermine the effectiveness of verification.

upon

The Chinese delegation welcomes the fact that national trial inspections 
have been conducted or are about to be conducted in more than a dozen 
countries. The results of these national trial inspections are helpful in 
reviewing and improving the inspection procedures. The experts in the Chinese 
delegation have participated in the experts' meetings and will study in 
earnest the experience accumulated by other countries in this regard.

The issue of assistance constitutes an important provision of the 
convention and needs to be addressed properly. An express provision in the 
convention for assistance to the States parties which are victims of the use 
or the threat of use of chemical weapons will enhance the universality of the 
convention. Furthermore, it will act as a restraint on the use of such 
weapons. In the view of the Chinese delegation, assistance from the 
Organization to States which are victims of chemical weapons is of great 
significance as a demonstration of the collective will of all States parties 
to the convention aqainst the use or the threat of use of chemical weapons. 
Working Group 5 has conducted helpful discussions, under the chairmanship of 
Dr. Krutzsch of the delegation of the German Democratic Republic, on how to 
achieve this objective. We hope that a compromise solution acceptable to all 
can be found so that that the problem can be solved as soon as possible.

The Chinese delegation fully understands the importance attached by many 
delegations to article XI concerning economic and technical development, and 
supports their reasonable views on the matter.
should not impair the development of chemical industry and international 
co-ooeration in this field.

We believe that the convention
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Lastly, I would like to comment on the issue of ocoliferation of chemical 
weapons. China is opposed to the proliferation of chemical weapons in any 
form. The Final Declaration of the Paris Conference pointed out that "as lonq 
as such weapons remain and are spread", there is a risk of their use, posinq 
an increasingly serious threat to international peace and security. The 
spread of chemical weapons is indeed harmful to world Deace and regional 
security, but the existing chemical weaoons are serious threats to 
international peace and security as well. The maintenance of chemical 
weapons, and continuation of the production and improvement of chemical 
weapons, not only militate against prevention of the proliferation of chemical 
weapons but also run counter to international efforts to eliminate such 
weapons through the conclusion of a convention which completely bans chemical 
weaoons. In this regard, the Chinese Foreign Minister proposed in his 
statement at the Paris Conference that "the countries with the largest 
arsenals of chemical weaoons should take the lead in ensuring an immediate 
halt to the development, production and transfer of chemical weapons, 
undertaking never to use such weaoons and pledging to destroy them within the 
shortest oossible time. All chemical-weapon-capable countries should stop 
research, development and production of chemical weapons."

The Chinese delegation has noted that in his statement to the CD on 
2 March, His Excellency Mr. Genscher, the Foreign Minister of the Federal 
Republic of Germany, emphasized that the really effective way to solve the 
oroblem of the proliferation of chemical weapons lay in the conclusion of a 
global convention on the comolete prohibition of chemical weapons and the 
total destruction of existing chemical arsenals. He rightly pointed out that 
"the risk of oroliferat ion will grow as long as this legal vacuum oersists". 
He further stated: "I strongly warn against confining the fight against 
chemical weapons to measures designed to prevent their spread. Such an 
approach would undermine the determination of the international community to 
effectively ban chemical weapons through a global comprehensive convention."

The complete prohibition of chemical weapons is an urgent and arduous 
task facing mankind. Time and tide wait for no man. Let us seize the 
historic opportunity to achieve the lofty objective of completely banning 
chemical weaoons at the earliest date. At this crucial stage of negotiations 
on the prohibition of chemical weapons, the Chinese delegation will as always 
continue with its efforts to bring about a comolete ban on chemical weapons.

CD/PV.501
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Mr. REESE (Australia):
Like our Belgian colleague, I have asked for the floor this morning to

I wish to introduce document CD/910,speak about a national trial inspection, 
concurrently numbered CD/CW/WP.234, which contains the report of a national 
trial inspection carried out by Australia from 17-18 November 1988.
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inspection was conducted at a multi-purpose comp .ex of an 
agricultural chemical company, the major purpose of which is the production of 
trifluralin and other herbicides, 
chemicals currently listed under schedule [2] of the "rolling text", but for 

of the inspection Dinitro was treated as a schedule [2] chemical.

At present the company produces no

the durpose
declared activity at the facility during the inspection was the productionThe

of herbicide from Dinitro.

The inspection was conducted in accordance with the provisions contained 
in the annex to article VI [2] of the "rolling text", and preparations for 
the inspection were made on the basis of the Chairman's working

In this regard, I should like to record my delegation'spaner CD/CW/WP.213. 
aporeciation for the efforts of the delegation of Sweden, and particularly 
Ambassador Hytenius, for their positive contribution to the conduct of 
national trial inspections and their continuing involvement in the evaluation
of these inspections.

To assist in the evaluation process, Australia's report follows the
The report also contains aoutline provided in the Chairman's working paper, 

number of conclusions and observations, including comments on models for
a suggested check-list of equipment relevant to the production ofagreement,

schedule [1] and [2] chemicals, and a note on the inspection team's use of a 
monitor to check for the absence of vapour of schedule [1] chemicalsvapour

during the couree of the inspection.

My delegation, in fact, has been able to highlight a number of these 
conclusions and observations in the course of the informal open-ended 
consultations Ambassador Hytenius has been conducting over the last two weeks. 
I would none the less draw the attention of the Conference to a few specific 
practical findings of our inspection.

Firstly, careful attention must be given to the composition of the 
inspection team, and particularly to the dossible need to include in the team 
one or more auditors, 
four to five man-days to conduct a complete audit of the documentation 
relevant to a declared schedule [2] chemical; and depending upon the 
complexities of use of the declared chemical within a facility being 
inspected, an appropriate inspection team might therefore consist of one 
chemist, one chemical analyst, one chemical engineer and two auditors, to 
enable the inspection to be completed in less than one week.

Secondly, our inspection demonstrated the usefulness of a chemical agent 
monitor during the inspection, and its acceptability to the company 
illustrates the potential for modern instrumentation to assist in tackling 
some confidentiality problems.

Thirdly, a video recording of the inspection, which was done during this 
inspection, could be a useful tool for the conduct of subsequent inspections, 
subject to measures to protect the confidentiality of information.

As a rough guide, it was estimated that it would take
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More generally, our conduct of a trial inspection underlined to us the 
mutual benefit, indeed necessity, of covernment-industry co-ooeration in 
resoIvina the complex verification issues associated with a chemical weapons 
convention. We were, accordinaly, pleased with the co-operation of the 
Australian chemical company concerned, 
the successful conduct of the inspection.

This, in fact, was a key element in 
An important asoect too was the

aood workinq relationship which developed between the team and 
oersonnel durinq the initial visit and the negotiation of the facility 
attachment. 
exchanges.
confidential information were a foundation to securing the confidence and full 
co-ooeration of the chemical comoany.

company

Problem-solving was conducted through frank, productive two-way 
Our assurances and practical steps to protect commercially

As a concluding remark, Australia believes that through the conduct of 
national trial inspections and, subsequently, international trial inspections, 
the chemical industry's understanding of the convention and its implications 
for their operations will be enhanced, and ultimately will ensure that the 
chemical weapons convention is both comprehensive in scope and practical in 
its application.
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An agreement on conventional forces in Europe is in itself a major
It would, however, be further and significantly enhanced by the

This session of the
objective.
conclusion of a global ban on chemical weapons.
Conference on Disarmament is indeed focused on the necessity of concluding the

We-must take advantage ofchemical weapons convention at the earliest date, 
the momentum generated by the successful Paris Conference on chemical

Not least due to the thorough preparations by the French Government,weapons.
-.he Conference achieved its two main objectives, which were to reaffirm the 
validity of the Geneva Protocol of 1925, and to give further impetus to the 
negotiations on the chemical weapons convention. The Final Declaration 
adopted in Paris represents a solid basis for further efforts and a commitment 
to intensify the negotiations on a global, comprehensive and effectively 
verifiable ban in the Conference on Disarmament.

The chemical weapons convention would enhance international, security by 
banning a whole class of weapons of mass destruction. Therefore, such a 
convention, which is now within reach, should be concluded at the earliest 
date. This requires that all participating States make every effort to come 
to grips with the issues that are still unresolved. Nineteen hundred 
eighty nine will be a year of crucial importance as regards efforts to solve 
the outstanding political and technical issues. I therefore welcome the 
dynamic leadership of the present Chairman of the Committee on Chemical 
Weapons, Ambassador Morel of France.

Sensitive and complex issues still remain to be resolved/» in particular 
questions concerning verification of non-production. The chemical weapons 
convention would entail monitoring relevant chemical facilities on a permanent 
basis. In this regard the national trial inspections will facilitate 
finalization of the relevant inspection procedures. These procedures should, 
of course, ensure that a State party is not prevented from pursuing legitimate 
activities or from developing its chemical industry for peaceful purposes.

Another major unresolved issue is the challenge inspection system. In 
our opinion the convention must contain a provision giving States parties the 
eight to submit a request for on-site inspection within 48 hours, which cannot 
be rejected. The mandatory nature of the challenge inspections represents, in 
fact, one of the corner-stones of the new convention.

(continued)
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The multilateral negotiating process has been facilitated by the bilateral 

consultations between the United States and the Soviet Union, 
call on these two States to resume their talks without delay.
United States and the Soviet Union, both of whom possess large stocks of 
chemical weapons, have a special responsibility in contributing to the 
conclusion of the convention.

We therefore 
The

My Government has appreciated the information concerning the 
United States programme of destruction of unitary chemical weapons, and 
welcomes the decision by the Soviet Union to begin eliminating its chemical 
weapon stockpiles in 1989. We look forward to the announced visit of experts 
to the new destruction facility in Chapayevsk. We also note with satisfaction 
the decision by the Government of the United States to explore ways to 
accelerate the removal of stocks of United States chemical weapons from the 
Federal Republic of Germany.

The United States and the Soviet Union are still the only countries which 
have declared that they possess chemical weapons. We call on other countries 
possessing such weapons to make similar declarations and draw up plans for the 
destruction of their stocks. As a confidence-building measure, all 
chemical-weapon States should furnish information about the number of their 
stocks, their location, composition and overall size. This is in keeping with 
the proposal by the Federal Republic of Germany concerning the multilateral 
exchange of data relevant to the chemical weapons convention. Norway has 
recently provided the Committee on Chemical Weapons with information 
concerning production, processing and consumption of relevant toxic chemicals . 
and the precursors.

Norway is continuing her research prograrane on verification of alleged 
use of chemical weapons being carried out by the Norwegian Defence Research 
Establishment. The program» is based on field experiments designed to 
provide realistic data for the development of procedures for verification of 
alleged use of chemical weapons. During the coming summer session we intend 
to present the results of studies on a new system for analysing gas 
concentrations in samples of soil, vegetation, clothing, etc 
used for such purposes.

not previously• 9

My Government has strongly condemned the use of chemical weapons in 
violation of the Geneva Protocol. Efforts must be made to see to it that

It is necessary to rid the world 
This can only be achieved through universal adherence to 

The Conference on Disarmament should bear this in mind in

these insidious weapons are not used again, 
of these weapons, 
the new convention.
its negotiations.

Until a global ban becomes effective, export controls on dual-purpose 
chemicals will play an important role in preventing the proliferation of 
chemical weapons. Norway has imposed export controls on 13 such dual-purpose 
chemicals. We support the proposal made by Mr. Genscher, Minister for Foreign 
Affairs of the Federal Republic of Germany, in his address to the Conference 
on Disarmament on 2 March, that government authorization should be required 
for the export of facilities and equipment which can be used in the production 
of chemical weapons. In this context, we also note with interest the
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initiative taken by Australia to convene an international conference in 1989 
to discuss the growing problem of international trade in chemicals, plant and 
equipment which can be used for chemical weapons purposes.

CD/PV.503
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I must also mention the Paris Conference of States Parties to the 
1925 Geneva Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use in War of Asphyxiating, 
Poisonous or Other Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare, and otner 
Interested States, a conference which has made a remarkable contribution to 
strengthening the positive tendencies in the international situation. 
Conference clearly and forcefully denounced chemical weapons.

The

The improved political environment also affected the proceedings of the 
First Committee during the forty-third session of the United Nations 
General Assembly. There was a greater willingness on the part;of States to 
meet each other's positions, and seme genuine efforts were made towards mutual 
accommodation. I venture to say that a forward-looking approach prevailed 
throughout tne session, indicating prospects for further progress in 
disarmament. Not without significance has been the role of multilateralism 
reasserting itself in the field of disarmament, especially the role of the 
United Nations. All that must be seen as promising for further progress in 
the process of disarmament. This Conference must prove able and willing to 
live up to the expectations of the international community, 
do so is both very simple and very difficult at the same time: 
disarmament instruments.

The only way to 
to produce new

Poland nas always attached great significance to multilateral disarmament 
measures and to the performance of multilateral disarmament forums, 
someone who has been associated with that area for more than two decades,
m a position to evaluate the development of the state of affairs in this 
field.

As
I am

Today, notwithstanding our initiatives focusing on Europe, 
commitment to the Conference on Disarmament is bigger than 
because of the role which the Conference is destined 
deeply one may regret the modest results which the 
Past decade or so.

our
This is

to play, no matter how 
Conference can show for the

ever.

.he Conference, which was designated by the first special session of the 
United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament as the single 
multilateral disarmament negotiating body of global scope, must take advantage
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of the new strength which the United Nations system has gained, particularly 
in the sphere of consolidating peace and international security, 
composed of the representatives of all groups of States, the Conference is 
best prepared to meet the concerns of the entire world community within a 
negotiating process in which multilateral, regional and bilateral disarmament 
endeavours must be comf-dmentary.
this body included, should produce concrete agreements, 
problems for which durable solutions are conceivable only in a global 
framework. This is particularly true of future agreements calling for a 
global verification network, or agreements which seek to ban weapons that 
could be obtained by a considerable number of States. Chemical weapons 
certainly belong to this latter category.

Being

This means that each level of negotiations,
Indeed, there are

My delegation is very pleased to join the delegations which have already 
paid tribute to the Paris Conference on the prohibition of chemical weapons. 
The unanimous condemnation of the use of chemical weapons and the 
reaffirmation of commitment to the 1925 Geneva Protocol should facilitate 
preventing the proliferation of those abhorrent means of warfare, 
has been Poland's firm view all along that tiré only effective way to exclude 
any possibility of chemical weapons use is to conclude a comprehensive 
convention on the elimination of these weapons at the earliest possible date. 
Therefore, a final say concerning the lasting validity of the Paris Conference 
belongs to the body which you, Sir, are presiding over. For it is here, at 
the Conference on Disarmament, that the universal appeal for a convention must 
be transformed into international legal obligations. I am sure that this 
Conference is able to live up to the expectations of the world public, to 
match the courage and wisdom demonstrated in Paris, provided sufficient 
political will is mustered by all concerned.

However, it

Regrettably, my delegation feels obliged to say that to date we have 
failed to see the Paris appeal properly reflected in the pace of the 
negotiations in Geneva. Moreover, the efforts to expand the mandate of the 

hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons so as to include the final drafting of a 
convention - which were logical following the Paris Declaration and the 
relevant resolution of the United Nations General Assembly - have failed.
Time is not our ally in work on the complete elimination of chemical weapons. 
Recent years have demonstrated painfully enough how disastrous chemical 
warfare can be. 
as soon as possible.
agreed are certainly most appreciated, 
concentrate on a few important remaining questions: verification, future 
organization, undiminished security during the transition period, destruction 
of stocks and effective monitoring of non-production. We do not try to 
underestimate existing difficulties, but we still believe that a convention 
could be completed this year, 
will into negotiations is indispensable.
translate their declarations into politico-legal facts, then a convention 
would really be within reach.

Mankind has every right to aspire to be free of these weapons 
The important provisions of a future convention already

Now the Ad hoc Committee should

To achieve this goal the injection of political 
If all Governments were ready to

We agree with these delegations which have advocated more cesult-orîencea
Some progress was made in this direction last 

But further efforts are needed. My delegation supports the
work oy the Ad noc Committee, 
year.
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organizational changes introduced by the present Chairman of the Committee.
We are also encouraged by the active participation in negotiations of 
22 non-member States.

As the Polish Minister for Foreign Affairs, Tadeusz Olechowski, declared 
before the forty-third session of the General Assembly, my country is ready to 
join such a convention as soon as it i~ open for signature, 
we are
beginning of January 1989, for instance, new strict controls on the export of 
dual-purpose chemical agents were introduced.

The successful completion of a chemical weapons convention would have a 
great positive impact on the entire situation in international affairs, 
would liquidate a whole category of operational weapons of mass destruction.
It would transform the concept of challenge inspections, without the right of 
refusal, into a multilaterally agreed principle, 
would open up new vistas for multilateral disarmament.

Chemical weapons undoubtedly represent a top-priority issue in the work 
of the Conference.
with other problems of great importance which are equally ripe for a 
negotiated solution.
a nuclear war would pose a threat of the total physical annihiliation of 
mankind.

In the meantime
making all the necessary modifications of our internal law. At the

It

And last, but not least, it

We must remember, however, that the Conference also deals

The question of nuclear disarmament comes first, because
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The Federal Republic of Germany carried out a trial inspection on 

9 February 1989 in a multi-purpose facility producing a substance listed in 
schedule [2] of article VI. The outcome and report of this inspection is 
before you in document CD/912. The inspection of the installation, which is 
located within a large integrated complex, was preceded by an initial visit 
which took place on 2** January 1989 and was meant to familiarize the 
inspection team with the facility A facility attachment was worked out on 
the basis of the framework provided in the model 
appendix II of the "rolling text". agreement proposed in 

Due to the careful preparations made it 
was possible to carry out the inspection within one day.

Our trial inspection showed that, as a rule, routine inspections are an 
appropriate means of verifying whether production in a chemical facility is 
for purposes not prohibited by the convention. In addition to the very useful 
insight gained into the detailed procedures for on-site inspections in the 
chemical industry, the following three problem areas were, of particular 
interest.

First, the inspection of a multi-purpose facility poses certain problems 
because the area to be inspected must be clearly delimited. The inspectors 
need to have a precise notion as to which parts of the plant they are 
inspecting are actually involved in the production of the 
question. substance in

It also became clear that in large plants consisting of 
multi-purpose installations it may well be possible that substances 
schedule [2] can also be produced in facilities other than 
actually declared as producing a schedule [2] substance.

several
listed in

that which is 
This again gave rise to the question of how to cover these facilities which might be considered as 

capable of producing chemical weapons.

Second, another area of particular interest was the question of how to 
take account of the legitimate concern of the 
confidential information. company in question to protect 

During our trial inspection it became clear that 
the schedule [2] type of inspections have to be rather intrusive in 
be effective and to meet the requirements stated in the aims 
verification of schedule [2] facilities in the "rolling
largely depend on exact and complete documentation concerning the declared 
quantities of the schedule [2] substance. A materials balance established 
with the help of original documents of the enterprise proved to be of crucial 
importance. Despite the intrusive character of the inspection, the trial 
inspection also demonstrated that it is possible at the same time to protect 
commercial interests like technological know-how and customer lists.

order to 
set out for the 

text". Success will

Third, the trial inspection clearly showed the need for a well-trained 
and experienced inspection team.
careful, rapid and proper implementation of the inspection.

Five inspectors were necessary for the
The training andrecruiting of inspectors is a subject which will require particular attention 

in preparing for the entry into force of the convention.

We are grateful for the very useful work undertaken by 
Ambassador Hyltenius of Sweden in evaluating the results of the national 
inspections which have taken place so far. 
held in the last two weeks have already given some detailed insights into the 
experience gained through the national trial inspections. The process of

tr îal
The informal consultations he has
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inspections and the evaluation of their results will also accompany
As Minister Genscher announced during his speech 

on 2 March 1989, we are currently in the process of preparing for a trial
ad hoc check at a major chemical plant.

ourthese
work here in future months.

inspection in the form of an

conclusion of the national trial inspection phase, it is planned
Again I wish to state that the

Upon the
out multilateral trial inspections.to carry

German chemical industry, with which we co-operated closely in carrying out 
trial inspection, has expressed its preparedness to make a facilitythis

available for a multilateral trial inspection.

The results of future national and multilateral trial inspections 
notwithstanding, I believe that the existing reports should enable us to draw

The experience gained so far should be used infirst conclusions already. 
re-examining and wherever necessary improving the existing provisions in the 
"rolling text" on the verification of non-production. We are looking forward 
to the work to-be undertaken in this regard in the Ad hoc Committee on 
Chemical Weapons during the summer session.
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Turning now to item 4, allow me to seize this opportunity to thank the 
French Government for convening the very important Paris Conference on 
chemical weapons. I wish in this respect to pay tribute to the efforts made 
by Ambassador Pierre Morel and the French delegation to the Conference of 
Disarmament for their meticulous preparations to ensure that the Paris 
Conference succeeded. The Paris Declaration recognized that the proolem of 
the elimination of chemical weapons should not be treated in isolation from 
all other weapons of mass destruction, 
that States are entitled to be reassured that they will not be threatened oy 
the possible use of weapons of mass destruction, 
right to possess such weapons is always discriminatory, 
absence of effective international controls comprising credible 
well as viable monitoring arrangments, the threat to national security 
persists.

In our view the crux of the issue is

Granting certain States the
Moreover, in the

assurances as

Egypt is a party to the 1925 Geneva Protocol for the prohibition of 
use of chemical and bacteriological weapons, and fully supports the current 
efforts to conclude a convention banning cnemical weapons, 
the vanguard of States that signed the Convention on the Prohibition of the 
Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and 
Toxin Weapons and on their Destruction in 1972. 
stated more than once before the CD, certain considerations prevailing in our 
region prevented us trom speeding up its ratification, 
considerations will not arise with respect to future disarmament

the

Egypt was also in

Unfortunately, as has been

We do hope that such
agreements.

I seize this opportunity to reiterate that Egypt considers that the 
prohibition of the use of chemical weapons is the objective we should all 
strive to attain. Any attempt at reaching interim measures on 
non-proliferation of chemical weapons should not be accepted. The oromoition 
has, in our view, now become a basic norm of international law, and tnerefore

Though Egypt recognizes that a considerableshould oe scrupulously observed.
degree of progress has been achieved, we do however realize that we still have 
a long way ahead. Many of the remaining differences, as my delegation has 
stated on more than one occasion, are not confined to mere drafting 
refinments. Many issues are still not resolved, 
some of these issues.

I shall address myself to

The first issue, in the view of my delegation, pertains to the relation 
between the chemical weapons convention and other international 
Our understanding, in accordance with the general rules of international law, 
is that the chemical weapons convention, from the moment of its entry into 
force, should prevail over any existing international agreement 
same subject-matter as that of the chemical weapons convention.
Ambassador Rolf Ekéus of Sweden summed

agreements.

covering tne

up this problem pertinently in a 
statement oefore this Conference on 13 September 1988 when he rightly said 
"our whole work would be undone if uni laterally declared 'rights 
Geneva Protocol of 1925

under tne
were to be transferred and thereoy somenow eternalized
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Such attempts should bein a comprehensive chemical weapons convention". 
resisted in order to establish a universally applicable convention with
enhanced effectiveness.

This issue has not beenThe second issue is the question of "sanctions", 
dealt with in the past within the context of the chemical weapons convention. 
However, this year the Ad hoc Committee is going to take it up through its

Egypt, for its part, would like to see provisions containingworking Group 2.
specific sactions should any State (party or non-party) violate the provisions 
of the convention, 
sanctions are applied effectively and without discrimination or delay.
Sactions should not be construed-as a mere device for punishment. In our view 
the reference to sanctions encompasses a more comprehensive approach that

We believe a clear distinction

We would also like to have guarantees to ensure that

could provide requisite elements of security.
should be drawn between nuclear and chemical weapons. The nature and 
consequences of the use of chemical weapons are of more limited scope, 
chemical weapons are concerned, the international, community should not in 
view limit itself to negative assurances in the rnaumer followed with respect 
to the NPT when the Security Council adopted resolution 255 in June 1968. 
chemical weapons convention in our view, should aim much higher, 
credible assurances should be the ultimate objective.

Where 
our
The

Positive and

Egypt does not subscribe to the view that the Conference on Disarmament 
should submit the convention directly to the General Assembly for adoption. 
Egypt prefers that an invitation be addressed to all States, members and 
non-members of the Conference on Disarmament alike, to attend a conference 
devoted to the consideration of the convention. We also believe that some 
form of preparatory work should be initiated as soon as possible to exchange 
views on all the dimensions and possible implications of the convention. We 
support the convening of an international conference under United Nations 
auspices open to all potential parties to the convention. In our view this 
procedure ensures direct participation and consequently would greatly 
contribute to the conclusion of a comprehensive document acceptable to all 
States.

Another pending issue is that of the settlement of disputes. There is no 
provision at present in the "rolling text" on this subject. Certain 
references exist, however, though scattered among some articles and specifying 
only one method, namely negotiation. What happens if a solution to a problem 
is not reached through negotiation? It should be expected that certain 
disputes may arise out of the application or interpretation of the 
convention. We must therefore provide adequate means for the resolution of 
such disputes.

With respect to reservations, it is the view of my delegation that there
should be no reservations whatsoever attached to the chemical weapons 
convention. If, however, such a view is not accepted, my delegation believes 
that reservations should be confined to certain provisions only, and that they 
should be compatible with and not derogate from the scope and purpose of the 
convention itself.
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Another area which Egypt is following closely is the negotiations on the 
organizational aspects. The Executive Council remains for most members of 
this Conference one of the most important issues. We believe that its size 
should be determined on the basis of the limits of the functional requirements, 
that is to say the rapidity of convening meetings and the ability to undertake 
timely decision making. Its composition should be based on both a geographical 
criterion and an industrial criterion. As for voting in the Executive Council, 
we favour the application of the rule of unanimity when it comes to substantive

However, we realize that unanimity might not always emerge.matters.
should therefore provide for some other rule to avoid paralysis in the

We

This is a point which should be further considered.Executive Council.

An issue which attracts special attention is that of "verification”.
We do share the views expressed by many delegations that we need a credible, 
verifiable convention without any loopholes. It is therefore imperative that 
the convention should include effective verification provisions. Yet such 
requirements should not be abused. Verification should never be distorted and 
stretched to threaten the national security of States parties. We are 
inclined to consider the nan-abuse of this device to be as important as the 
concept of verfication itself. We therefore support the inclusion of detailed 
provisions on verification procedures, in particular with respect to challenge 
inspection. In our view considerable progress has been achieved in this 
regard. The present state of the "rolling text" provides a basis for 
verficiation of activities relating to schedules [11 and [2]. However, we do 
realize that more time has yet to be devoted to the super-toxic lethal 
chemicals listed in schedule [11 and produced on a laboratory scale, and the 
relevance of this to medical and defence research. With respect to the 
schedules annexed to this article, we believe that for practical reasons, 
there should be a procedure to update them whenever necessary. Egypt is of 
the view that schedules [11 and [3] should be subject to modification whenever 
new chemical agents are produced.

We are rather concerned with the lacunae elesewhere. In this respect my
delegation can only support the efforts undertaken by Mr. Liideking, Chairman 
of the Working Group on verification, to reach agreement on this issue, 
this connection we welcome the proposal for ad hoc checks put forward by the 
Federal Republic of Germany in an attempt to bridge the "verification gap". 
Meanwhile, Egypt is following the work on this issue with great attention.

In

Egypt welcomes the positive step taken by certain States to have national 
trial inspections in their chemical facilities. These trials have resulted in 
a progressive boost in the area of inspection and verification, where the core 
of the problem lies. Through this experiment we may be able to solve the 
dificult equation of verification versus confidentiality, and avoid impeding 
the work and production of the chemical facilities. These trial inspections 
prove the importance and vitality of national verification and the creation of 
national authorities in this domain as stipulated in article VII.

My delegation considers that the convention should provide an umbrella 
for the States parties, in the form of assistance provided by other States 
parties to limit the effect of the use or the threat of use of chemical 
weapons. We believe that accession to the convention will depend to a large
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extent inter alia, on the nature and scope of the provisions that will provide 
for international co-operation to develop the peaceful uses of chemical 
industries, but not, however, impede peaceful chemical activities.

In conclusion it is appropriate to iphasize that Egypt, like many other 
States members and non-members of tue Conference, believes that the
conditio 3ine pua non for a State to become a party to a convention that 
affects important aspects of national security is that such a convention must 
be applicable to all States. It. is imperative that certain key countries, 
including all those in the "hot" regions, should become parties simultaneously.

CD/PV.503
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Our delegation has already had occasion during our debate to stress the 
importance that Romania continues to attach to a unitary approach to 
disarmament. We are in favour of a complex programme of disarmament focused 
on nuclear disarmament and also including measures to eliminate chemical 
weapons and other weapons of mass destruction, as well as substantial 
reductions in conventional weapons, troops and military budgets.
International peace and security cannot be guaranteed by acting in isolation 
through the prohibition and elimination of only one category of weapons, or 
through the maintenance of so-called "nuclear deterrence" or other concepts 
that are likely to promote the arms race. On the contrary - security can be 
achieved only through disarmament in all areas, through the prohibition and 
elimination, as part of a consistent process, of nuclear weapons, chemical 
weapons or other weapons of mass destructions. In short, the problem is not 
that of keeping a particular area of the negotiations in reserve, but of 
making progress in all areas. 'In other words, all disarmament measures should 
be viewed in a unitary manner, as part of a set of actions designed to 
contribute to stability in the world and to place relations among States on a

22
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new basis of equality and respect for the fundamental principles underlying 
international relations. As far as the context of our Conference itself is 
concerned, such a unitary, consistent approach to disarmament also presupposes 
measures designed to ensure necessary conditions and appropriate working 
arrangements for the substantive consideration and negotiation of all 
important issues on the agenda of th^. session. You will recall in this 
context that unfortunately this is not yet the case with the first three 
agenda items, namely the issues pertaining to nuclear disarmament.
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Ms. RADTIO (Finland): I have asked for the floor today to report 
conclusions of the national trial inspection carried out in Finland in March 
this year. The full report of the inspection has been circulated in the 
Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons as working paper CD/CW/WP.233.

some

Though not a member of the Conference on Disarmament, Finland undertook a 
national trial inspection in a civilian chemical facility to implement the 
initiative of the Ad hoc Committee.______ Since Finland has no facilities producing
scheduled chemicals, the inspection was carried out at a plant producing 
carbamate-type pesticides. The main purpose of the trial inspection was to 
try to find evidence of the previous production of n chemical which was not 
currently produced. The inspected facility produces two structurally closely 
related pesticides, one of them in large quantities and the other in a 
relatively small quantity, and only during short production periods during the 
year. The latter was chosen to be a mock schedule [1] chemical, 
production of this chemical had been stopped two months before the inspection.

The

The most important result of the inspection was that it revealed clear 
proof of the now ceased production of the mock schedule [1] substance, 
proof was obtained by analysis of wipe samples, air samples and waste samples, 
while the samples taken from the process did not bear any traces of the 
previous production.
off-site laboratory using different analytical methods, 
between the results obtained by the different methods and between the on-site 
and the off-site analyses was very good.

On the basis of the Finnish national trial inspection the following 
conclusions can be presented: Firstly, the samples taken from the ongoing 
process may not be sufficient to confirm the non-production of scheduled 
chemicals between inspections.
also be collected from the air, from wastes and from surfaces in the premises, 
including warehouses for raw materials and finished products, 
development of the corresponding methods and instrumentation deserves due 
attention in our future work.

This

Samples were analysed both on the site and in an
The correlation

As a complementary measure, samples should

The further

Secondly, as the number of samples to be taken out of the facility should 
be as small as possible, the necessary analyses should be performed on-site. 
These on-site analyses should be performed by the injpectors, with their own 
instruments. Although many modern chemical facilities use for process control 
purposes the same type of instruments as those that the inspectors will be 
using, these should not be relied upon for verification purposes, 
be able to identify listed compounds reliably, the equipment should have
©“Recorded identification data in its computer on all chemicals listed under 

the convention.

In order to

This of course is not the case with process control 
Moreover, the sophistication and individual characteristics ofequipment.
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instrumentation call for thorough knowledge of the operation of
In the case of facility-ownedsome of the

the instrument that is used for the analysis, 
equipment, the inspectors would have to rely on the facility personnel to 
perform these analyses without being able to verify the validity of the

The same problem would arise if the samples were to be analysed 
only in a laboratory within the State —irty, even in the presence of the

Therefore further work should be done to prepare a procedure by
results.

inspectors.
which samples can be sent to other laboratories of the Organization, taking 
due account of the confidentiality aspects.

Thirdly, there was further indication that monitoring the absence of 
listed compounds is feasible without the need to identify fully the 
composition of the samples. This constitutes a rapid and non-intrusive 
verification method which reduces the risk of undue disclosure of 
technologically or commercially sensitive information. The prerequisite for 
its functioning is the recording of the identification data of all the listed 
chemicals in an analytical verification data bags for the future Technical

The Finnish verification project has been working on this data 
base for the last two years, and we will report on its progress during the 

session in the form of a new volume of the Finnish "blue books".
Secretariat.

summer
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The prohibition of cb ical weapons, a task which can be solved in the 
near future, ranks prominently on the agenda of this Conference.
"global zero" solution would be an essential link in the overall process of 
disarmament.

Another

In Berlin, the foreign Ministers of the '«fersaw Treaty States 
reaffirmed their determination to do everything they can in order to attain 
that goal as soon as possible. The value of the Paris Conference regarding 
the conclusion of a chemical weapons convention at the earliest date will 
have to oe measured by the readiness of all sides to support practical 
solutions.

now

Clear signals would be given if, firstly, all States having such 
weapons -were to stop producing them now and were to begin destroying their 
stocks; and if, secondly, the other countries were to renounce the 
of chemical weapons.
weapons, both vertically and horizontally, even before a convention is 
concluded.

acquisltion
Such moves would stem the further proliferation of such

We welcome the decision of the Soviet Union to start destroying chemical
The interestweapons this year after having stopped their production earlier, 

in a conplete ban on chemical weapons voiced by President George Bush could 
already be convincingly d 
the further manufacture of binary weapons.

stratad if the Ohited States decided to renounce

In the Ad hoc Cone ittee on Ov lical Weapons under the chairmanship of 
Ambassador Morel of France, important steps have been taken for the 
intensification of the talks. Now it appears that it is time for a meeting of 
the Conference on Disarmament at foreign minister level to set the course for 
a purposeful effort to complete the convention. The foreign ministers could 

i.e. challenge inspections, the concosition andconcentrate on key issues, 
decision-making of the Executive Council of the future organization for 
chemical disarmament, and sanctions in cases of violation of the convention. 
The German Democratic Republic is ready to participate in such a meeting.

(continued)



CD/PV. 504
6

(Mr. Fischer, German Democratic Republic)

verification procedure to be provided for by the convention will
While the legitimate

The
reach deeply into civilian chemical industries.

of those industries must be protected, they must not serve as a 
undercutting the verification measures needed to make the

The chemical industry of the German Democratic Republic
My country is

interests
pretext for 
convention work.
already supports the cause of the convention in many ways, 
prepared to accept any form of verification required under such an 
instrument. The German Democratic Republic has already submitted data on its 
chemical production relevant to the convention, and has carried out a national

A facility of the pharmaceutical plant "VEB Arzneimittelwer ktrial inspection.
Dresden" will be available from the month of May for an international trial
inspection.

with all those who consider the elaboration of modalities and
In this

We agree
procedures for challenge inspections to be a high political priority, 
regard, trial inspections in the military field would also be advisable. 
Ideas on what procedure should be followed in future inspections could be
tested and fleshed out.

We consider that trial inspections "on challenge" might be undertaken in 
a bilateral as well as a multilateral framework.
Democratic Republic would be ready to prepare such an inspection together with 
the Federal tepublie of Germany and carry it out on the basis of reciprocity.

For example, the German

Transparency and openness create favourable conditions for the conpletion
The German Democratic Republic isof the convention and for its observance.

in favour of making full use of every chance that brings us closer to a 
comprehensive prohibition of chemical weapons, 
weapons in Central Europe, for instance, could be established relatively fast. 
We have taken note with interest of the announcement made by'the United States 
that it will examine ways of speeding up the withdrawal of its chemical weapons

Would it not be logical, in these

A zone free of chemical

from the Federal Republic of Germany, 
circumstances, to ensure Central Europe's freedom from chemical weapons by an 
international instrument, thus giving a powerful boost to the elimination of
these weapons on a global scale?

At this point, I wish to repeat and reaffirm what I said both before the 
United Nations General Assembly and at the Paris Conference in Januarys the 
German Democratic Republic has no chemical weapons, nor has it such weapons of 
other States stationed on its territory. It is neither engaged in the 
development of chemical weapons nor does it have the equipment for their 
production.
weapons convention immediately after its conclusion, 
decisive year in the drive for a ban on chemical weapons, 
service of life and not of death should be everyone's watchword.

The German Democratic Republic is ready to join a chemical
Let us make 1989 the

Chemistry in the

There is no doubt that a convention banning chemical weapons would also 
stimulate further global disarmament measures, 
the nuclear field, 
outstanding role in that area.

This applies in particular to
Indisputably, Soviet-American negotiations play an

We advocate the early conclusion of a treaty
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Mr. FRIEDERSDORP (United States of America):__ I have asked for the floor
today to commemorate an anniversary - an anniversary our delegation considers 
of signal importance. It was five years ago today, on 18 April 1984, that the 
United States introduced CD/500, a draft treaty for a comprehensive chemical 
weapons ban. We consider this an anniversary important for two 
is that Œ/500 introduced what was, at that time, an entirely new concept for 
overcoming the greatest obstacle in the path to a chemical weapons ban, that

The concept we introduced on that date

reasons. One

obstacle being verification, 
mandatory, short-notice, on-site inspection.

was
But this anniversary also serves 

as a sombre reminder that five long years have passed without the Conference 
on Disarmament reaching consensus that such a verification regime is necessary 
or acceptable.

Our delegation has felt some concern that more tangible results have not 
been achieved in chemical weapons negotiations thus far during the 1989 
session. We returned to Geneva with expectations that significant inroads 
could be made in resolving the remaining unsettled issues with which 
confronted.

we were
I know that other delegations had similar expectations. 

our delegation was concerned that, with the new United States Administration 
reviewing arms control and disarmament policy, progress in the chemical 
weapons negotiatios might outdistance our delegation's instructions.

Indeed,

That has

(continued)
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On almost all issues examined in our workingnot proven to be the case, 
groups, there
as it was before the Paris Conference, 
attribute this state of affairs to any general retrenchment, although we have 
not witnessed much flexibility in positions taken by various delegations.

is such wide divergence of views that consensus seems as distant
It would be overly pessimistic to

We were enjoined in the Pinal Declaration of the Paris Conference to 
redouble our efforts to achieve a chemical weapons ban, and we have 
endeavoured to do that.
Ad hoc Conmittee Chairman, Ambassador Pierre Morel, we have maintained a fast 
pace as we addressed a large number of inportant issues which affect the 
national interests of all delegations. It seems to our delegation that States 
have been preoccupied with preserving their own positions, and less concerned 
with reconciling their views with those of others.
forthcoming pause in our negotiations will enable all delegations to catch 
their breath and reassess their approach to these issues, with a view toward 
compromise and a convergence of views.

Under the guidance of our energetic and capable

We would hope that the

Our delegation is concerned, however, about th% disquieting possibility 
that, while all delegations earnestly may want a chemical weapons ban, they 
may not want the same chemical weapons ban. That is, we are concerned that 
there are fundamental aspects of this convention upon which there is no 
agreement, and no willingness to conpromise.

I will limit my remarks today to only one of those issues - the issue of 
mandatory, short-notice, on-site inspection. This issue has loomed in the 
background as something too hard to confront head on - something to be skirted 
as we have attempted to resolve other, less provoking issues. But, if we are 
to complete a verification re'gime for the convention, this issue cannot be 
avoided. Mandatory, short-notice, on-site inspection is the linchpin of such 
a verification re'gime, and until we all have acknowledged that fact, there 
will be no firm foundation for the resolution of other verification issues.

Consider the activity of Working Group 1 on the critical issue of 
verification of non-production of chemical weapons. We have been unable to 
make progress in this area despite the commendable stewardship of the 
Working Group Chairman, Mr. Liideking of the Federal Republic of Germany. This 
lack of progress is not attributable to a lack of effort. Many delegations 
have addressed the concept of ar "verification gap", and I am sure other 
delegations also have carefully considered this topic. The Federal Republic 
of Germany and, more recently, the United Kingdom, have tabled papers offering 
proposals designed to fill this so-called gap.

Although our delegation is not convinced there is such a gap, we 
willingly participated in the examination of this important topic, because the 
United States has been particularly concerned about civil facilities that are 
capable of producing chemical weapons agents or key precursors, but which 
would not be declared under present provisions of the "rolling text", 
several months' work on this subject, however, our delegation is convinced 
that we are approaching the question of the so-called "verification gap" from 
the wrong direction, and I will explain what I mean.

After
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A verification gap necessarily presides that there is seme discernible 
boundary defining either side of the void. More specifically, as applied to 
the draft chenical weapons ban as set out in the "rolling text", any gap in 
verification would be bounded on the one side by routine inspection of 
declared facilities, as defined in article VI of 03/881,

The quick answer would
And it is here that we

and on the other side 
seeB to be challenge inspection, as 

ceme to the source of
we have not yet reached agreement on the content of 

Indeed, the only elaboration of views on this aspect of the 
convention is found in a Chairman's, paper in appendix II of CD/881, 
prefaced with the Caveat that "nothing contained therein constitutes 
agreement and therefore does not bind any delegation", 
defined the boundaries of any so-called "verification 
understandable that

by what?
defined in article IX. 
difficultiesi our

article IX.

which is
any

Since we have not yet 
gap", it is

we are having difficulty devising a verification scheme to 
We must reach agreement on article IX beforefill such a gap.

determine if there is we can
a gap in the verification regime of the draft 

if so, how it should be filled, 
is time to get back to basics.

text, and,
cor that reason, our delegation believes it

The position of the United States on article IX of the chemical weapons 
convention is well known. When President George Bush, then Vice-President, 
tabled the tinted States draft convention, he made clear that mandatory,
short-notice, on-site inspection is indispensable to an effective convention. 
He stated:

Por a chemical weapons ban to work, each party must have confidence 
that the other parties are abiding by it. This elementary, comon-sense 
principle is the essence of what we mean by verification. No sensible 
Government enters into those international contracts known as treaties 
unless it can ascertain - or verify - that it is getting what it 
contracted for."

As related to a chemical weapons convention, Vice-President Bush 
explained that each party must know:

^rst» that all stocks have been destroyed;

that all declared production facilities have

that the declared stocks really do constitute all

"Second, been destroyed ;

"Third, the stocks;

And fourthly, that the declared facilities are all the facilities."

For the first two requirements Mr. Bush enumerated, the United States 
proposed continuous, on-site monitoring and periodic random inspection, 
are pleased that, during the past five years, there has evolved substantial 
acceptance of these proposals by the members of 
althougn we recognize that there

We

the Conference on Disarmament, 
remain specific aspects to be addressed.

;
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fourth essentials for verification» theRegarding the third and 
Vice-President stated:

-The verification difficulties inherent in the problem of undeclared 
- determining that there are no hidden stocks and no clandestine 

- remain our most formidable challenge, 
the problem of undeclared sites can be resolved only 

new, but absolutely necessary degree of

sites
production facilities 
formidable because 
if States commit themselves to a

It is

openness."

facilities easily
s econd,

Indeed, as 
more formidable task as a
^n^t^^proS^e^i^^a^nt^ Precursors-, 

t.he configuring of chemical facilities to con ply with stricter environments, 
and safety standards, which maxes it more difficult to distinguish a chemical 
facility manufacturing chemical-weapons-related products from those facilivie 
engaged in more benign production.

undeclared chemical weapons stockpiles andrno allay concerns about
clandestine oroduction, Vice-President Bush proposed the unprecedented 
verification procedure he called "open invitation" inspection - a mutual 
obligation of parties to open their territory to mandatory, short-notic-, 
on-site inspection, as set forth in article X of CD/500.

Recognizing the intrusiveness of such inspections, the vice President 
stated that the United States was willing to pay that price because an . 
effective ban on chemical weapons requires this kind of 'open invitation 
inspections we propose. " He concluded that:

"If the international community recognizes that such a provision is 
the sine qua non of an effective chemical weapons ban and joins us in 
subscribing to it, we will not only have realized the noble longing -or a 
treaty that actually bans chemical weapons, but we will have changed in 
an altogether salutary manner the way governments do business. "

the international community, as represented in our negotiations
of the Conference on Disarmament,Thus far,

by the members and participating observers
has been slow to recognize that such stringent verification measures are 
essential to a chemical weapons ban. Significant progress was made m that 
direction in August 1987 when the Soviet Union, which had been one of the most 
vocal opponents of mandatory, short-notice, on-site inspection, announced 
through its Minister for Foreign .Affairs, Eduard Shevardnadze, that the 
Soviet Union accepted the principle of "mandatory challenge inspections 
without the right of refusal."

United States and the Soviet Union were advocating
other delegations found it unnecessary to 

their national positions.

So long as the
opposing views on this issue, seme

or perhaps even to formulate, Shor tiyexpress,
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after the Soviet pronouncement, however, the Chairman of the Ad hoc Conmittee 
on Chemical Weapons, Ambassador to Lf Eke us, held intense consultations on the 
subject of challenge inspection. These consultations revealed that, while 
there was a convergence of views on some procedural aspects of an inspection, 
not all delegations were able to accept the fundamental concept of the 
United States proposal, 
the members of the conference chose to move on to other, less controversial 
issues and have not returned for serious re-examination of article IX our ing 

Perhaps it is time for us to do so.

Recognizing this as an area of major disagreement.

the past year.

While the members of the Conference on Disarmament contemplated /ear 
after year the concept of mandatory, short-notice, on-site inspection, such 
inspections have become familiar verification measures in the inplernentacion 
of other international agreements. Close to 20 such inspections have 
been conducted pursuant to the Stockholm accord. Furthermore, under the 
IWF Treaty, the Chi ted States and the Soviet Union are each allowed up to 
20 such inspections during each of the Treaty's first three years. Both sides 
have conducted such inspections during the first year, at a pace that 
indicates that each side will use most, if not all, of their first-year

While the verification regimes of the Stockholm agreement and thequotas.
IMF Treaty are not identical to that proposed in CD/500, their inspections are 
mandatory, they are on-site, and they are conducted on short notice.

Moreover, while the members of the Conference on Disarmament contenolated 
year after year the concept of such inspections, chemical weapons have been 
used, and possession of those weapons has become more widespread.

In closing, I -would repeat the observation mada in this chamber last 
Thursday by the distinguished Deputy Minister for Foreign Affairs of Poland, 

"Time is not our ally in work on the complete elimination of 
We cannot afford to wait another five years to come to

Mr. Jaroszek: 
chemical weapons. " 
grips with this difficult verification issue.

CD/PV. 504
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(Mr. Al-Kltal, Iraq)
tourthly, the Pinal Declaration of the Paris Conference 

weapons reflects the importance which the international 
the total elimination of these 
and use

on chemical
comunity attaches to

weapons and the prohibition of their production 
t in the context of the cornai tuent of the participating 

the strengthening of international peace and security in furtherance of the 
objectives of the Uhited Nations Charter and progress towards effective 
measures for disarmament. The Final Declaration also stressed disarmament 
priorities with reference to the Final Document of the first United Nations 
special session on disarmament, held in 1978, and the right of all States to 
peace and security. in accordance with these views Iraq will continue to 
participate in the work of the conmittees of

countries to

, . the Conference, as an expression
or *ts concern and strong desire to contribute to international efforts to rid 
the world of all weapons of mass destruction and create a world in which all
^U^t:es en^°Y equal right, to peace and security and in which confrontation 
and the threat of the use of force would be replaced by political dialogue.
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The Paris Conference on the prohibition of chemical weapons nave new hope 
community by makina possible consensus amona 149 States

Protocol of 1925 and the need forto the international
reqardinq the full validity of the Geneva 
the speediest conclusion of the current negotiations in order to eliminate

The Final Declaration is an essential point of
The universal naturechemical weapons forever.

for the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons.
concerted effort that must encompass allreference

of the future convention calls for a
during the final period of negotiations. At the same time the 

must maintain mutual trust and beStates
verification system, though not perfect,

5

(Mr. Larco Cox, Peru)

Finally, there is no doubt thatappropriate in terms of costs and benefits, 
the prohibition of chemical weapons must be absolute, with neither loopholes 

ambiguities, and the commitment entered into must be free from anynor
reservations.

CD/PV.506
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An accurate description of the general improvement in the international 
atmosphere would not be complete without mentioning the Paris Conference on 
chemical weapons, which invited the Conference on Disarmament, after 17 years 
of negotiations, to conclude as soon as possible the convention on the 
prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling and use of all 
chemical weapons, and on their destruction. This appeal meets the expectation 
of all of mankind, which is concerned about the awful danger of these 
weapons. The international situation is favourable for the continuation of 
our work towards the final conclusion of our convention. It is essential that 
the success and hopes mentioned at the beginning of my statement should take 
concrete shape in the area of chemical disarmament too.
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Belqium was among the first to sign the 1925 Geneva Protocol, which was a 
decisive stage in the codification of the prohibition of the use in time of 
war of asphyxiating, poisonous or other gases and of bacteriological weapons. 
In the recent oast, unfortunately, chemical weapons have been used in 
violation of the Geneva Protocol. Although this treaty still constitutes 
today the keystone of international law concerning the prohibition of the use 
of chemical and biological weapons, it is not a disarmament treaty. 
Furthermore, the 1972 Convention on the prohibition of bacteriological 
weapons, notwithstanding its obvious positive aspects, is certainly not the 
example to be followed for chemical weapons, because it does not provide for 
any effective verification measures. The international community clearly 
understood this when it commissioned the Conference on Disarmament to prepare 
a convention containina a comprehensive réqime for the prohibition and 
destruction of chemical weapons under effective international control capable 
of Guaranteeing absolute respect for the prohibition of the use of these 
weapons. The technical difficulties, but also the political reluctance that 
has to be overcome, are still great and complex: we are fully aware of that. 
Happily, in recent months a common will to move beyond the obstacles and to 
work to build a world free of chemical weapons has become apparent. At its 
last session the General Assembly adopted unanimously three resolutions 
dealing with chemical and biological weapons. The international community 
thus demonstrated its great concern with respect to recent cases of the use of 
chemical weapons and the terrifying orosoect of the development of production 
capacities for these weapons. The General Assembly and the Paris Conference 
stressed the need to force the pace of the work in Geneva and the urgent need 
to establish an international régime for the elimination of chemical weapons 
once and for all.

Several countries have taken steps in the right direction, and we welcome 
this favourable trend. First of all, President Mitterrand himself announced a 
move in the French position on undiminished security during the transition 
period. Very recently Mr. Roland Dumas recalled that here. Secondly, we also 
welcome the fact that the USSR is demonstrating a more constructive and 
flexible approach in several aspects of the Geneva negotiations.
Mr. Shevardnadze has announced the construction of a destruction facility at 
Chapayevsk and a commitment to begin the destruction of Soviet stocks as soon 
as the facility is operational, without waiting for the convention to enter 
into force. We see in this intention a very important manifestation of good 
faith on the part of the Soviet leaders. Like Mr. Andreotti in his recent 
statement at the Conference on Disarmament, Belgium regrets, however, that the 
Soviet Union did not take that decision before the United States adopted a new 
programme for the production of chemical weapons after a break of almost 
20 years.

Thirdly, the new President of the United States has on several occasions 
indicated his intention to make the convention on the elimination of all 
chemical weapons one of the top priorities of his foreign policy, 
last October at Toledo:

He said
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"I want to be known as the President who, workinq with our allies, 
the Soviets and others, led to the elimination of chemical warfare and

And if I'm elected President, if I'm remembered for 
a complete and total ban on chemical

chemical weapons .. 
anything, it would be this: 
weapons."

After his election, Mr. Bush reaffirmed this formal and sincere commitment
has any reason to doubt it ^ Aspublicly and repeatedly, and no 

Ambassador Friedersdorf recently recalled, moreover, the United States is now
for the elimination of its unitary chemical agents,

one

engaged in a proqranme 
which will be completed in 1997.

Fourthly, we also welcome the fact that, in response to the appeal made 
by the Paris Conference, many countries are participating in and contributing 
to our work as new observers. This particularly important fact is a good

for the universality of the future convention. We should also stressaugurythe importance of the new accessions to the Geneva Protocol during and after
the Paris Conference.

Fifthly, we must thank Sweden in particular for its efforts with regard
The recommendations which Sweden preparedto international trial inspections, 

in September 1988 and the multilateral consultations which it has held in this 
forum have been very useful and fruitful for the conduct of trial inspections 
in a number of countries, including Belgium.
inspection carried out by Belgium was recently transmitted to the 
secretariat. Belgium hopes to see a greater number of countries, from all 

and from all quarters of the world, also carrying out national

The report on the trial

groups
inspections, whose usefulness for our work has already been amply

Belgium is sure that a detailed comparative analysis of thedemonstrated.
inspections carried out by many countries will be a crucial source of concrete 
information based on experience which can only be of benefit to our work in

Once this detailed analysis has been carried out, wethe Ad hoc Committee, 
will be able to think of moving on to the next stage, that of multilateral 
trial inspections, which it will be important to prepare in the best interests 
of the objectives we are pursuing, identifying the many practical problems to 
be settled, some of which have been listed in the interesting working paper 
submitted on this topic by the delegation of the German Democratic Republic.

The progress which i have listed is, very happily, a sign of the 
fundamental chanqe from a situation of near-standstill in the negotiations 
towards a new take-off which is both political and concrete in the right

We are particularly appreciative of this because Belgium, alongdirection.
with other States, has made an international commitment to renounce the 
oroduction and use of chemical weapons, even before the conclusion of the 

On 20 February last the Council of Ministers of the Europeanconvention.
Community adopted regulations whereby controls were placed on the export of 
eight chemicals capable of being used for the production of chemical weapons. 
However, like other States, Belgium does not believe that national and 
international measures can forestall the terrifying prospect of the 
develooment of chemical weapon production capabilities, which unfortunately is

Together with other Governments which have set out theirrelatively easy.
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views before us, we are profoundly convinced that there is no alternative to 
the drawinq up of a universal and effective leqal instrument so that 
seekinq to violate the rule will have to pay a very hiqh price.

anyone

I should like to make a few observations concerninq our work on chemical 
There is no doubt that our fundamental task is to devise qlobal,

Where chemical weapons 
are concerned, verification is particularly Comdex and restrictive in order 
to furnish a reasonable assurance of compliance with the commitments entered 
into, as well as sufficiently dependable dissuasion.
procedures which must cover all violations cannot of course offer complete 
quarantees, but must be sufficient to create and maintain mutual trust, 
leads one to the conclusion that the convention must in this reqard include a 
network of diversified and independent measures which, without makinq the 
system excessively complicated, can, by complementinq and even backinq up one 
another, lead us to the objective souqht.

weapons.
effective and comprehensive verification machinery.

The verification

That

Combinations of different systems are also necessary as a result of the 
fact that there is no sinqle solution to the problem of a concentration of 
risks of violations. No activity can be iqnored - certainly not facilities 
which, in technical terms, present the qreatest danqer of production of toxic 
aqents, and should therefore be inspected reqularly. Verification should, in 
fact, be dissuasive and should be desiqned to discouraqe violations by makinq 
the risks qreater than the benefits that a country could hope to obtain.

Challenqe inspection is a necessary and important element, and for that 
reason we welcome its acceptance by the Soviet Union and other States which 
still had reservations about this system of inspection until recently. 
Nevertheless, we share the feelinq expressed by other countries that it is, if 
not vital, then at least very important to secure the co-operation and qood 
will of our manufacturers, who will have to bear the burden, not to say the 
risks, of verification. To that end we think it is essential to place in the 
text of the convention, I would even say in an exhaustive manner, provisions 
that will reassure industry as to recognition by the States parties of the 
need not to harm its interests, either technologically, financially or 
commercially.

I should like to address another aspect of the convention which is of 
qreat importance for a country like ours, which has a relatively extensive and 
varied chemical industry and accordinqly will be amonq the States likely to be 
subject to frequent verification exercises. I have in mind the institutional 
aspect of our future Orqanization. A general consensus already exists 
concerninq the structure and major areas of operation of the international 
orqanization. However, political agreement has vet to be found on certain 
points, notably the composition of the Executive Council. Each State must 
have a reasonable chance of joining the Council. The Executive Council 
cannot, in our view, become a "club of inspected States", but we consider 
nevertheless that a certain proportion of the seats on the Executive Council 
should be designated on the basis of a list of States with a large chemical 
industry. The other members of the Executive Council might be designated on 
the basis of criteria to be agreed in the future. In this context, I wish to 
reiterate my country’s offer of Brussels as host city for the headquarters of
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In makingthe international organization to be set up under the convention. 
this proposal, Mr. Tindemans, the Minister for Foreign Affairs, underlined the

the establishment of thethat such a choice would have:
in the country where chemical weapons were used 
decision would also illustrate the improvement in

symbolic nature 
organization's headquarters 
for the first time, 
the international climate, thanks to which we can look forward to a

Experience has shown

Such a

conclusion to the current negotiations.satisfactory
that the Belgian capital is in a position to provide rapidly the

and logistical support needed for a major organization.infrastructure

In conclusion I would like to say that the outstanding questions in the 
field of chemical weapons certainly require the greatest attention, since they 
touch on such sensitive issues as State security and the protection of

However, the Paris Conference gave a powerful political
It would be

It would be unacceptable

industrial interests.
boost to our work that no other initiative could hope to equal, 
disastrous to let this impetus become dissipated, 
and in fact extremely dangerous for the future of the convention itself if the 
pointless build-up of technical and political difficulties, intellectual red 
tape, the very concern for illusory perfection were to lead to delay in the 
conclusion of an agreement and cause it to suffer the fate of other 
disarmament initiatives which the loss of a sense of priority objectives 
condemned to the limbo of oblivion.

An excessive concern for exhaustiveness on the part of the negotiators, 
apart from adding to the work—load of the Ad hoc Committee and inevitably 
slowing it down, would result in essential interests and goals being lost from 
view and would imbue intrinsically secondary issues with an importance they do 
not possess. Several ideas put forward here for expediting the convention's 
entry into force deserve our attention : the adoption of national measures in 
advance with a view to the application of the convention, the delegation of 
certain purely technical or administrative problems to the Organization or the 
Preparatory Commission, the destruction of stocks before the convention enters 
into force and, generally, initiatives for anticipating some of the 
obligations deriving from it.

As I have already emphasized, the negotiations will proceed in a more 
favourable international climate of profound commitment to unchallengeable

It is this context that we must draw on withoutpreceots of law and morality, 
delay in order to take up the challenge of chemical weapons and pass a new 
milestone in the cause of peace and disarmament throughout the world, 
more than ever, I believe in the importance of our Conference and in its

Hence,

chances of success.

CD/PV.506
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In my statement today, I wish to speak on item 4 
of our agenda, Chemical weapons, but before doing so, however, I should like 
to convey to you, Mr. President, the appreciation of my delegation for the 
excellent manner in which you have presided over the deliberations of the 
Conference during the month of April.
opportunity to thank your predecessor, Ambassador Yamada, for his skilful 
guidance during his presidency in March, and especially for his efforts to

Mr. HYLTENIUS (Sweden) :

I should also like to take this
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reach consensus on the mandate Cor an ad hoc committee on the nuclear test 
ban, the first item on our aqenda. My delegation hopes that these efforts 
will be crowned with success in the near future. I listened with great 
interest to the important statements made by His Excellency the Foreign 
Minister of Peru and by my colleague the distinguished Ambassador of Belgium, 
covering a wide range of issues. My own intervention, as I said, will be 
devoted entirely to the question of chemical weapons.

The 1989 session of the Conference on Disarmament started with the firm 
joint commitment to redouble efforts, as a matter of urgency, to resolve 
expeditiously the remaining issues and to conclude a comprehensive Convention 
on chemical weapons at the earliest date. The support for our endeavour could 
not have been more clearly stated than in the Paris Declaration and in the 
consensus resolutions of the General Assembly. Public opinion world-wide, 
outraged by the suffering of chemical warfare victims, also expected rapid 
progress from the negotiations in Geneva. The risk of further spread of 
chemical weapons had made such progress imperative. The necessary framework 
to deal successfully with the remaining issues was quickly established, above 
all through the energetic, resourceful and methodical leadership provided by 
Ambassador Morel as Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee and by the five working 
group chairmen. The first half of the session is now drawing to a close, and 
it is time to take stock of the situation. I should, therefore, today like to 
offer a few observations on the part of the Swedish delegation.

Undeniably we have made some progress, but against the background of the 
political will and sense of urgency expressed in the Paris Declaration, and 
the negotiating framework and resources provided to us, this progress is far 
too modest.
declared intent and real commitment.

The question imposes itself of whether there exists a gap between

The inability of the Conference as a whole to reach consensus on a minor 
updating of the mandate for the Ad hoc Committee seemed ominous to some of us, 
already in February. During the ensuing months a considerable amount of 
important work has been done, including in some key areas of the draft 
convention. However, we have been unable to come closer to a solution 
regarding a few crucially important outstanding issues, e.g. challenge 
inspections, the Executive Council, the order of destruction and the effective 
prohibition of the use of chemical weapons. At the same time we have devoted 
considerable time to issues of detail which have acquired disproportionate 
importance. There is also a tendency to compensate for lack of penetration in 
key areas by prematurely discussing new concepts. Too many meetings have 
provided repetitions of discussions held in 1988 or 1987. It is evident that 
outdated instructions are not sufficient to make progress in these 
negotiations.

It is not my intention to paint too gloomy a picture. However, only if 
we realistically face the issues can we make substantive progress. The spring 
session has permitted us to clear the field and to identify and define a 
number of problems. Hopefully, the May recess will give sufficient time to 
delegations and capitals for thorough study and review of the main issues,



CD/PV.506
15

(Mr. Hyltenius, Sweden)

resulting in a renewed readiness to deal effectively with them during the 
second half of the session, 
delegations do not lead to tangible progress in key areas during the summer 
session, there is a risk that discouragement will take the upper hand.

The verification system is the key to the chemical weapons convention. 
Mr. Lüdeking of the Federal Republic of Germany has provided an inspired and 
dedicated chairmanship of Working Group 1. 
concern that we have not been able to provide a clear picture of the general 
pattern of verification.

If the time, enthusiasm and effort spent by most

It is, however, a matter of

A number of delegations have felt that there may be a need for additional 
verification measures, beyond routine inspections of declared facilities and

Proposals like those on spot checks bymandatory challenge inspections.
Australia, ad hoc checks by the Federal Republic of Germany and ad hoc 
inspections by the United Kingdom, have considerable merit. They have been 
given thorough study by my delegation, and we have participated in the 
discussions of these proposals with an open mind, 
those discussions have left many questions unanswered. 
of course that it is difficult to concretize additional measures when we do

My delegation, therefore, is

However, it seems that
The reason for this is

not know to what they are supposed to be added, 
inclined to agree with the view stated by Ambassador Friedersdorf on 18 April 
when he said that we are approaching the question from the wrong direction.

The procedures for routine inspection^ under article VI have been worked 
Further input is expected from the national trial

This is one part of
out in some detail.
insoections so that the "rolling text" may be improved, 
the general pattern of verification where important results have been 
achieved.
on schedule [2], part B, and a consideration of new agents.
"waiting and warning list" constitutes an interesting approach.

It must be supplemented by further work on the schedules, not least
In this context a

There seems to be general agreement on the need for mandatory challenge
This stands in contrast to

There
inspections. However, the agreement ends there.
the degree of elaboration on routine inspection in the "rolling text". 
is as yet no agreement, for example, on how to initiate a challenge 
inspection, the specificity of the request and at what time it should be 
communicated to the challenged State. Procedures for access to the facility, 
measures to protect confidential information not related to chemical weapons, 
report writing, submission and assessment of the inspection report are still 
not agreed.

Differing views are held regarding the role of the challenging State and 
the Technical Secretariat throughout the challenge inspection. To what extent 
should the observer of the challenging State be able to influence the 
decisions of the inspection team? Should conclusions be drawn in the 
insoection report, by the Executive Council or by States parties individually, 
first and foremost the challenging State?
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The dividinq line goes between those who see the challenge mainly 
bilateral action through an international instrument and those who see it 
multilateral action triggered by a State party. For my delegation it is 
natural to regard challenae inspections as a truly international concern, 
reducing the role of the challenging State without overlooking it. Be that as 
it may, the important thing is to finally face the issue of mandatory 
challenge inspections, and to ensure that the perceived agreement on the need 
for such inspections results in agreed principles for their implementation. 
Only when the picture has been thus completed can we realistically assess the 
possible need for additional ad hoc verification measures.

as a
as a

From plenary statements it.seems that the two major chemical weapons 
possessors hold similar views on challenge inspections. This has been the 
case for some time now. They also have, between them, the greatest experience 
of practical implementation of mandatory on-site inspections at short notice. 
In view of that shared experience, as well as their shared commitment to a 
chemical weapons convention, they could exercise some leadership on this issue 
and make, jointly or individually, practical proposals regarding challenge 
procedures. That would certainly be more constructive than simply to state 
that the divergence of views in the Committee is too wide to permit consensus.

Considerable time has also been spent in Working Group 1 on the issue of 
confidentiality. My delegation understands the concerns of many delegations 
over this problem. The trial inspections have already shed some light on what 
the real sensitivities might be.^ This having been said, the confidentiality 
issue belongs, in the view of my delegation, to a category which is attracting 
disproportionate attention. Except for general guidelines on confidentiality, 
included in an annex or otherwise, some detailed provisions on the procedures 
for routine and challenge inspections will be needed in the "rolling text". 
Many of the issues we address, however, should preferably be referred to the 
Preparatory Commission or to the Technical Secretariat. I should like to add 
in this connection that my delegation does not at present see the need for a 
special article on confidentiality.

Working Group 2 on legal issues may not have reached conclusive results, 
but the work it has carried out has been extremely useful in so far as a 
thorough inventory of different alternatives has been made and the problems 
have been well defined and identified. The detailed preparation and solid 
legal skills of its Chairman, Mr. Gomaa of Egypt, have decisively contributed 
to the systematic approach taken by the Group.

Sweden supports the efforts to establish a mechanism for amendments to 
the convention on the principle of equal obligations of all States parties. 
One means of excluding the possibility of amendments incompatible with the 
objectives of the convention could be an "immunity" period of 10 years, 
corresponding to the destruction period, during which no article could be 
amended. After this period, an amendment should require a decision by a 
qualified majority of the States parties. Certain provisions in the annexes 
should, however, not be subject to these stringent amendment procedures, 
changes as are necessary to keep the convention up to date and facilitate its 
implementation should be subject to a simplified procedure for revision.

Such
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question of reservations is linked to the issue of article XII, on 
the convention and other international treaties. 

Sweden has again expressed its strongly felt conviction that no 
should be possible with regard to the scope of the convention, 

of its entry into force, roust unambiguously rule out the use of
i.e. any use of chemical weapons under any circumstances, 

this fundamental obligation of the convention should be

The
the relationship between 
this regard 
reservation 
which, as 
chemical weapons, 
Reservations to 
explicitly prohibited.

In

There is also reason to take note with appreciation of the results 
achieved in Working Group 3 on institutional matters, under the soft-spoken 
but firm stewardship of Mr. Sood of India.
article VII as well as the progress made regarding the Preparatory 
Commission.
the composition, functions, and decision-making of the Executive Council - 
not yet been addressed. My delegation hopes that the informal consultations 

being held by the Chairman of the Committee will facilitate consideration
Sweden's basic and pragmatic views on the

I will not

This relates to the new text on

However, the most difficult issue in the area of institutions -
has

now
of this issue in the summer.
subject were stated by my predecessor in September last year. 
repeat them here. The important thing now is that delegations take a flexible 
and constructive approach to the question of the Executive Council. This 
constitutes one of the politically most complex outstanding issues.

In the institutional area my delegation welcomes the fact that the French 
delegation has now elaborated its proposal for a Scientific Advisory Council. 
While time.has not permitted detailed study of the proposal, Sweden supports 
its general outline.

The matters considered in Working Group 4 under the chairmanship of 
Mr. Molander cover a complex area of highly technical issues, sometimes with 
important political implications, 
welcomes the substantive progress made concerning the annex to article VI [1] 
and the proposed new annex on chemicals.

It goes without saying that my delegation

As regards the annex to article VI [1], the new text brought to the 
attention of the Committee in working pacer 4/12/Rev.1 of the Group seems to 
offer the parameters for a comprehensive solution of the question of

Hopefully delegations
In the view of

production and synthesis of schedule [1] chemicals, 
will be able to reach a compromise during the summer session.
Sweden, there should be a possibility of declaring at the end of each calendar 

least those laboratories which have synthesized schedule [1] chemicalsyear at 
for protective purposes.

As far as verification, in this context, is concerned the view of my
Verification must be applied to a stage of thedelegation is well known, 

research and development process where it would conceivably be possible to 
demonstrate a violation of the convention, or at least a serious inexplicable 

This would hardly be possible before research and development have
Trying to

anomaly.
left the laboratory and entered a Dilot plant or testing phase. 
verify what is not verifiable does not create confidence, 
be applied to what is relevant and significant.

Verification must
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The major achievement of Workinq Group 4, the result of intensive work 

during recent weeks, is contained in the proposed annex on chemicals, 
general outline of such an annex was proposed by my delegation last year. 
Sweden welcomes the constructive and supportive approach taken by all

The

delegations in considering the annex, as well as their substantial 
contributions to it. The text now contained in Group 4 workinq 
paper 4/3/Rev.3, brought to the attention of the Committee and recommended for 
close scrutiny in capitals durinq the May recess, confirms our belief that 
such an annex is a practical and indispensable part of the draft convention.

As regards the contents of the annex, the Swedish delegation maintains a 
flexible approach regarding the olacement of some of the chemicals in the 
existing lists. We do not, however, accept the view that toxins are of no 
concern to the chemical weapons convention on the grounds that they are 
covered by the biological weapons Convention. Toxins which have been 
weaponized or field-tested for chemical weapons purposes are for all practical 
purposes indistinguishable from other chemical weapons and should, in our 
view, be included in schedule [1]. Once included, however, my delegation 
feels that they are sufficiently covered by the definition of super-toxic 
lethal chemicals. Therefore, no special category of ultra-toxic lethal 
chemicals would be called for.

In the discussion we have also noted a tendency to argue that precursor 
chemicals highly relevant for the convention should be placed in schedule [3] 
rather than in schedule [2], part A, for the simple reason that they are 
commercially produced for purposes not prohibited by the convention. In the 
opinion of my delegation, the fact that a chemical is in fact being produced 
does not exactly reduce the risk it may pose to the convention. In our view, 
key precursors do not belong in schedule [3]. In that schedule, only such 
precursors should be listed which are produced in such quantities as to render 
the verification reoime under schedule [2] impracticable. Finally, there 
would also seem to exist a contradiction between the search for so-called 
"verification gaps" elsewhere in the convention on the one hand, and a 
tendency to minimize the concrete concern caused by production of certain key 
precursors on the other.

During the summer, special emphasis will have to be given to the complex 
issue presently covered by schedule [2], part B. For the first time the text 
in the annex now contains the mention of certain chemicals. Two general 
criteria are also contained in the section entitled "Guidelines for 
schedule [2], part B". My delegation would hope that these elements, possibly 
together with a consideration of proposals for a "waiting and warning list", 
will permit substantive progress in the near future.

Sweden welcomes the constructive discussion on the guidelines for 
schedules [2] A and [3], which has produced new texts enjoying a considerable 
degree of support. We think those guidelines could be consolidated further 
and the guidelines for schedule [1] somewhat simplified. Those definitions 
which have now been transferred to the annex on chemicals call for detailed
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Accordinq to the view of my delegation, some of them reflect 
an earlier stage of our negotiations. The question might, therefore, well be 
asked whether all of them are relevant or even necessary.

consideration.

It should finally be noted that one crucial issue covered by Working 
Groups 4 and 5 offers another important opportunity for initiatives from the 
two major chemical weapons possessors, namely the order of destruction, 
this key issue the Committee has now been at a virtual standstill for a whole 

It is obvious that no other delegation has the know-how and experience

On

year.
to make a decisive contribution to the resolution of this matter.

Working Group 5 has greatly benefited from the long experience and sense 
of purpose of its Chairman, Dr. Krutzsch of the German Democratic Republic. 
However, the issues under consideration in the Group are complex and do not 
easily lend themselves to structured discussions or concrete proposals. One 
such issue is covered by the heading "universality". The task of the CD in 
this connection is to elaborate a convention which in a balanced manner takes 
account of the legitimate concerns and interests of all nations. It is 
Sweden's view that the Conference, with the scope for non-members to 
contribute actively to our negotiations, is sufficiently representative to 
permit the elaboration of a convention that can attract universal adherence. 
Let me in this context express my delegation's deep satisfaction that so many 
non-member countries have joined the chemical weapons negotiations. My 
delegation hopes that still more countries from relevant regions will 
demonstrate the same interest and be given the opportunity to participate.

The key to enhancing universal adherence to the convention would, in the 
view of Sweden, be the concept of non-discrimination. This is an abstract 
concept that might sound too ideological to be oractical. In terms of the 
chemical weapons convention, however, it would contain some very precise and 
concrete elements. First, the convention must provide for equal rights and 
obligations of all States, whether they possess chemical weapons or not.
Thus, the prohibition of the use of chemical weapons must be absolutely 
effective for all as of the entry into force of the convention. Second, the 
convention must provide for an effective system of verification giving 
reassurance to all States parties that the convention is being complied with. 
Third, the convention must ensure the unimpeded right of States parties to 
develop, produce, exchange, transfer and use chemicals and technology in the 
chemical field. Hence it is the view of Sweden that an effective way in the 
short term to ensure positive interest in the convention would be the 
immediate incorporation of article XI into the "rolling text", a view which is 
shared by the Group of 21 in its entirety. Fourth, the convention must ensure 
immediate and effective assistance in the case of use of chemical weapons 
against any State party.

Assistance in cases of perceived threat, however, is a moot question.
Such provisions could in our view easily be abused and thus create unnecessary
political confrontations in an organization whose smooth functioning is in the 
universal interest. Provisions for obligatory assistance in such unclear
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They may otherwise, forsituations must be elaborated with qreat care, 
instance, compromise fundamental political principles of countries with a
policy of neutrality, like Sweden.

Over the last few months an important number of countries have carried 
out national trial inspections. My delegation finds it very encouraqinq 
indeed to note the broad participation in these inspection activities. We 
welcome the fact that additional countries are preparing for such 
inspections. These activities permit concrete familiarization with the 
provisions of the "rolling text", and also serve to widen the circle of people 
and institutions in each country that get directly involved with the practical 
issues regarding implementation of the future convention.

As Chairman of the open-ended consultations I have reported on the 
current situation in documents CD/CW/WP.236 and 237. The first evaluation 
made durinq these consultations demonstrated that, although certain provisions 
in the "rolling text" will need further elaboration, the system provided for 
in the draft convention constitutes a sound basis for a routine inspection 
regime. It is the view of my delegation that the momentum must not be lost 
and that planning should be initiated for the next stage - multilateral trial 
inspections. In this context, Sweden welcomes the announcement by the German 
Democratic Republic that a plant has already been selected for a multilateral 
trial inspection. The next stage should be carefully planned in order to give 
tangible results of relevance for the draft convention. Also, those 
delegations which are still in the process of preparing for national trial 
inspections should be given the opportunity to present their results to the 
Committee. In the view of my delegation, the Ad hoc Committee would be well 
advised to start detailed consultations on preparations which may be necessary 
in order to embark on a multilateral stage of trial inspections as soon as 
possible.

Before concluding I should like to make a few brief comments on the 
forthcoming Canberra conference on chemical weacons. Let me first note that a 
comprehensive solution, a chemical weapons convention, is within close reach. 
Interim measures, which may sometimes be useful, may at this advanced stage of 
our negotiations even be counter-productive. All efforts roust instead be 
concentrated on concluding the convention at the earliest date.

The Canberra conference has the potential of contributing positively to 
that goal, if the dialogue between governments and industries of participating 
countries takes as the starting-point the need to ensure both the free and 
non-discriminatory exchange of chemicals and technology for peaceful purposes 
and the need for effective verification of the total prohibition of chemical 
weapons, within the overall framework of the convention. In that context it 
will be a useful contribution if that conference increases the awareness of 
the chemical industry of the implications of the coming convention and 
promotes co-operation by the industry in its implementation.

A dialogue between governments and the chemical industry may certainly 
serve a useful purpose, not least because a considerable measure of 
co-operation on the part of the latter will be required to establish an
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But it is of utmost importance that theeffective verification system, 
oarameters for the dialoque are riqht, otherwise a potentially useful 
contribution to the neqotiatinq efforts may be turned into the opposite.

I should like to state that ary deleqation is encouraqed by the 
important issues made durinq the sorinq, and impressed by the

In summary
progress on some
enerqy and sense of purDose brouqht to the neqotiations by the Chairman of the

At the same time, however, it is a matter ofAd hoc Committee and his Bureau, 
concern that so many basic oroblems are beinq put aside, and that new

As has been pointed out oninitiatives are lackinq in some imoortant areas, 
several occasions, time is not on our side, 
redouble our efforts.
determination to resolve the remaininq issues.

We have kept our ororoise to
Let us come back to Geneva in June with the firm

CD/PV.506
24

(Mr. Kamal, Pakistan)

... Let roe turn finally to the subject of chemical weapons, which is 
exercisinq us all so deeply these days. The use of chemical weapons in the 
First World War led to the adoption of the 1925 Geneva Protocol, which outlaws 
the use in war of chemical and bacterioloqical weapons, but not their 
development, production, possession or transfer. Thereafter, chemical weapons 
were perceived to be principally a super-Power problem, and the international 
community paid scant attention to these aqents of warfare. However, with the 
deterioration in respect for the norms embodied in the Geneva Protocol and the 
recent use of chemical weapons in some reqions of the world with devastatinq 
effect, the need for a comprehensive, effectively verifiable and truly qlobal 
chemical weapons ban has become apparent. This responsibility has been 
shouldered by the Conference on Disarmament, and we are gratified to observe 
that neqotiations to conclude a chemical weapons convention are proceeding at 
a speed which is remarkable, but which nevertheless carries the real risk of 
marginalizing the concerns of developing countries.

Only the early conclusion of and universal adherence to a comprehensive 
convention, placing a total and verifiable ban on chemical weapons, provides a 
real solution to the danger posed by such weapons: no ad hoc, stop-qap, 
partial or discriminatory measures aiming at only selective fragments of this 
global problem can provide us with an effective solution. Above all, any 
attempts to divert the neqotiations onto a side-track of "non-proliferation" 
which sanctions the production and possession of chemical weapons by some, 
while prohibiting them for others, would undermine these neqotiations, and 
would delay the conclusion of a comprehensive convention.

Hopefully, such attempts will not be made, and we will be takinq a major 
step in mankind's quest for general and complete disarmament by concluding a 
convention outlawing an entire category of weapons of mass destruction. 
Unfortunately, the entry into force of such a convention would not by itself 
make chemical weapons vanish. The goal of universal adherence, if realized, 
will only be achieved gradually and over a considerable lenqth of time. As 
long as some countries with a chemical weapons capability remain outside the
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convention, those which have given up the option will continue to feel 
threatened, and the prohibition regime will remain incomplete, if not 
fragile. It is therefore necessary that the convention should contain 
effective, reliable and mandatory provisions on assistance in protective 
measures to States which are either threatened by or are the subject of a 
chemical weapons attack. The importance of such provisions, particularly 
during the early stages of the implementation of the convention, is 
unquestionable. Equally certain is the fact that these provisions will call 
for inevitable financial outlays, 
tactics of some who seem not to appreciate the integral nature of these 
provisions vis-à-vis the future convention.

We are therefore astonished at the dilatory

A matter related to the subject of assistance is the question of 
to be taken collectively against another country, whether a party to the 
convention or not, which uses chemical weapons or otherwise poses a chemical 
weapons threat to a State party. A reprimand or condemnation by the 
international community is not an adequate or effective deterrent, 
therefore essential that the convention should contain a mechanism either to 
make the delinquent State desist from its acts, or at least to raise the cost 
to that State of pursuing such a course. This matter needs to be discussed 
further in our deliberations.

measures

It is

Before concluding, I would like to point out that in our enthusiasm to
conclude a chemical weapons convention at the earliest, we seem to have 
relegated the most important item on our agenda, namely nuclear disarmament, 
to the background of our collective subconscious. Is this because we in the 
CD have reached a mental plateau and thus lack the political will and the 
moral determination to forge ahead with the mandate entrusted to us by SSOD-I 
over 10 years ago? Or is it because some of us feel more at ease on the path 
of bilateralism, thereby contributing to the sure but steady erosion of the 
role assigned to this multilateral body in the field of disarmament? 
instead of the measured sessions in which we routinely sit and talk awhile 
before dispersing again, we might instead pause and reflect on these 
unanswered questions. The 10th anniversary is surely a good occasion for us 
to do so.

Perhaps,
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in each of the particular areas dealt with
andA diverse range of interests

by the Conference have, to some extent, decelerated progress in its work, 
therefore demand a great deal of patience and perseverance on our part.

namely the development of a convention banning chemical weapons, we 
series of complicated aspects have still to be considered 
broad approach toward finalization of the convention.

In
one area 
all realize that a Itin an in-depth and .is encouraging to note, however, that negotiations in this particular field

towards the further codification of an internationalhave shown positive signs 
legal instrument banning those despicable weapons.

Despite the positive signs marking the said negotiation, one cannot help 
but see that the work of the Committee on Chemical Weapons has not been 
similarly matched by the work of the other established committees, 
view of my delegation that efforts to introduce more substance into the 
discussion in the Committees other than the one dealing with chemical weapons, 
are still needed.

It is the
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Touching upon the question of the prohibition of chemical weapons, as 
mentioned earlier, even though we need further in—depth and broader approaches 
toward the finalization of the convention, we recognize a positive sign 
marking the negotiations in this particular field. It is my delegation's 
view, however, that the stage of negotiations during the first session of our 
Conference has exposed a series of aspects warranting further examination.

The question of assistance, dealt with by Working Group 5 of the Ad hoc 
Committee, needs to be thoroughly examined, giving particular emphasis, in the 
first instance, to humanitarian measures taken in the case of use of chemical 

One can always be an advocate of a view emanating from a wider
However, as I mentioned earlier, humanitarian measures in

weapons, 
source of thought.

(continued)
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the provisions of the convention should be qiven particular emphasis so that 
the convention has, in the first place, a pledge to protect mankind from 
suffering, death and other forms of mass destruction caused by the use of such 
horrific weapons. The idea of implementing assistance measures through the 
decisions of an organ which ocerates on a non-daily basis could impede the 
urgent adoption of measures to secure lives.

On this agenda item, intensive negotiation is currently being undertaken 
within the framework of the five working groups, and problems involved in 
issues of verification, amendments, organs of the organization, national 
implementation measures, lists of chemicals, undiminished security during the 
destruction period and assistance, as well as protection aqainst chemical 
weapons, are being intensively considered. In my delegation’s view, the

failure of these exercises can be duly judged in the summer sessionsuccess or
when the Ad hoc Committee reaches consensus on translating its work into
treaty language.
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On the one hand, the Conference was able to settle some orqanizational
subsidiary bodies on some important itemsquestions and to re-establish some

On the other hand, the Conference was unable to conclude, 
within the time allocated to its spring session, its consultations on the 
nuclear issues on its agenda as well as other pending matters before it. 
Conference was able to re-establish the Ad hoc Committees on Chemical Weapons, 
on the Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space, on Effective International 
Arrangements to Assure Non-nuclear-weapon States Against the Use or Threat of

The Ad hoc Committee on

on its aaenda.
The

Use of Nuclear Weapons, and on Radiological Weapons, 
the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament resumed its work, 
these Ad hoc Committees will continue their valuable work during the summer 
session, and I would like to thank all their Chairmen for the work done so far

I note that all

in these subsidiary bodies.

I do not wish to comment on the substance of the work being carried out 
in all these subsidiary bodies, but I do feel that I should make special 
mention of the work of the Ad hoc Committees on Chemical Weapons, on the 
Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space and on the Comprehensive Programme 

This, of course, does not mean that the work in the other
I also feel that I should mention

of Disarmament.
subsidiary bodies is of less importance, 
briefly the consultations on the nuclear issues on the agenda of the 
Conference, and some pending matters before the Conference.

The Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons was re-established against the 
background of the Paris Conference on the prohibition of chemical weapons 
which was held in early January this year, 
conference, which was adooted unanimously by all 149 States attending the 
Conference, underlined further the determination of States to ban for ever the 
development, production, stockpilina and use of chemical weapons and ensure

This important document urged the Conference on

The Final Declaration of that

their destruction.
Disarmament to redouble its efforts to conclude a convention on the prohibition 
of the development, production, stockpiling and use of all chemical weapons,

It is hoped that thisand on their destruction, at the earliest date. 
objective will be realized.

The Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons commenced its work with its 
existing mandate after some efforts were made by many delegations, albeit 
without success, to inject some important elements into it which were part of

The work of this subsidiarythe Final Declaration of the Paris Conference, 
body is now being conducted in five working groups, each dealing with specific 
subjects, and it appears that this exciting approach may bear important 
positive results during the 1989 session of the Conference and the 
inter-sessional period on many of the outstanding issues under consideration.

CD/PV.507
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The Czechoslovak delegation welcomes the intensification of work in the 
Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons. It represents a precondition for 
fulfilling the mandate of the Paris Conference, to which we still owe a lot.
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A number of issues have been discussed thoroughly, and on some of them certain 
progress has been achieved. In particular the material included for further 
consideration in the annex on chemicals seems to lead us towards progress on 
some technical issues which have either not been discussed or have been 
considered without much success in recent years. Our delegation supports 
active continuation of this work and hopes that the results, once agreed, will 
be incorporated into the structure of the "rolling text" in a way which will 
not weaken but rather streamline and strengthen it.

The discussion on the "verification pattern" can hardly be described as 
conclusive. However, it was useful in so far as it confirmed, in our opinion, 
that sufficient clarity regarding the whole verification concept of the 
chemical weapons convention can only be achieved when basic types of control 
activities which have been suggested and discussed for years are finalized and 
subscribed to by all participants to the negotiations. We expect that the 
national and international trial inspections now under way will soon 
contribute to the completion of procedures for systematic routine 
inspections. Czechoslovakia is prepared to offer a facility for such an 
inspection. While we agree that such inspections should be well prepared, we 
do not think that certain divergences in approaches to individual MTIs will 
necessarily be detrimental. We suggest that there is no need to be afraid of 
possible conflicting situations. Their identification and thorough evaluation 
afterwards might be more useful for the accurate completion of the chemical 
weapons convention than scrupulous avoidance of problem areas during the stage 
of multilateral trial inspections. We therefore do not favour unduly 
postponing MTIs, and my country would be prepared to accept an international 
team of inspectors as early as during the CD's summer session.

Challenge inspections also require our attention during the summer 
session. Some consider this kind of inspection to be confrontational and 
politically charged; others maintain that they will constitute just another 
form of verification, which could be regularly applied. In some cases, 
perhaps in most of them, these inspections might operate in an ordinary and 
smooth way. In other cases elements of confrontation may be present, 
depending on the rationale justifying a request, the participants in the 
challenge process or the conclusions of the inspection. However, what is 
important is an agreement on all the procedures, so that they stipulate 
clearly the rights and obligations of the States parties, the role and 
activities of inspectors, and the process after the conduct of a challenge 
inspection.

At the same time we would not like to underrate the complexity of 
article IX. A number of approaches have evolved in recent years, and a lack 
of clarity is evident in the positions of more than just a couple of 
delegations. Indeed, it would be interesting to know whether the authors 
of CD/500 still subscribe unconditionally to all the relevant provisions 
contained in this document, or whether their approach to some of them has been 
modified. Occasionally we are under the impression that the mandatory nature 
of such inspections would not necessarily mean an unconditional obligation to 
accept such an inspection at the request of any of the States parties without 
the right of refusal. Our delegation also wonders whether inspection on 
challenge is regarded by the United States delegation as applicable to any
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We consider it important thatplace or facility without any limitations, 
these basic questions be cleared up before makinq a final assault on
article IX.

Durinq the sprinq session quite considerable effort went into discussion 
of the concept of ad hoc checks or inspections.
United Kinqdom submitted a proposal in this reqard, which we consider useful 
and interestinq.
relevant proposals, miqht be useful.
claritv could be achieved durina the summer session on the scope of 
application of ad hoc inspections as well as on procedures, 
clarifyinq of this verification concept could also contribute to the 
discussion on other forms of verification, includinq inspections on challenqe.

The deleqation of the

Further discussion on this approach, as well as on previous
Our deleqation would be pleased if more

Further

My deleqation shares the view that the equitable composition and 
effective dec ision-makinq procedures of the Executive Council will be 
important for smooth implementation of the CW convention, 
that the Executive Council is in a position to take effective action whenever 
necessary, this body must inevitably have limited participation, 
should be based on considerations takinq into account the views and interests

The representative nature of the

In order to ensure

Such action

of all reqions and qrouos of States.
Executive Council should be ensured through the principle of rotation of its 
membership and throuoh its composition, which should be based primarily on

The level of development of the chemicalgeographical and political criteria, 
industry in individual States is also of relevance for the composition of the 
Executive Council. While a spirit of compromise and co-operation should 
prevail in the dec ision-makinq process, the functionina of the CW convention 
would be hampered if the composition of the Executive Council made it possible
for decisions to be imposed unjustifiably.
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Mr. MOREL (France) (translated from French):

The purDOse of my statement as Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee on 
Chemical Weapons is to try to qive an overall assessment of the work of the 
Committee, a personal assessment which reflects only the Chairman's view.
That was done specifically yesterday, in the Committee, through the 
introduction of a "statement by the Chairman" which all the delegations are 
familiar with. Today I would like to try to take a more detached view and 
consider the main elements of a political nature which may concern the 
Conference in its plenary meeting. I would like to say on this occasion that 
I was unable to produce a typewritten text of this statement, for which I 
would ask all delegations to excuse me. The main points are in the statement 
that I introduced yesterday in the Committee. It was designed to summarize 
the work done during the first part of the 1989 session, and it was drawn up 
in conjunction with the chairmen of the five working groups. It is an 
informal interim report on the deliberations of the Committee and the working 
groups, and the aim is to help delegations to do further work in their 
capitals during the recess on the questions taken up so that they can be 
settled during the second part of the session. In this statement, then, I 
will deal with the following three points: first of all a general assessment 
of the results of the work in the groups, to see how it stands today; next, an 
overall political evaluation of the state of the negotiations; and finally 
some comments on working methods.

With regard first of all to the results of the work in the groups, I will 
begin with Group No. 1, chaired by Mr. Liidekinq, which has undertaken an 
overall review of the verification machinery under the convention, 
that sooner or later an integrated approach will have to be arrived at. 
Committee in general, and Group No. 1 in particular, are still searching on 
this central issue, reconnoitring and identifying the key elements in the

I consider 
The

(continued)
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convention's verification system, in doing so they have to comply with a 
double imperative: first of all, to consider verification as a whole, because 
we need a coherent overall system, and secondly, to consider very closely each 

this whole which have been submitted for consideration by
routineof the parts of

delegations and will have to be finalized in the "rolling text : 
inspections, of course - and in this regard we have to incorporate all the 
lessons of the national trial inspections which have begun - the question 
which has been raised, and which is as yet unanswered, of the possibility of

well-known issue of challenge inspection, as well 
which have been re-examined inadditional measures, and the

as clarification procedures under article IX,
Thus it is an essential element of the future convention which

been the subject of difficult but detailed work.
the Committee, 
has

Gomaa, dealing with legal aspects, similarly 
It dealt, on the one hand, with

Group No. 2, chaired by Mr. 
considered the problems in an integrated way. 
what we might call an external aspect, a very important one, the relationship 

the 1925 Protocol and the convention, and also the relationship
convention and other international agreements, an issue which isbetween

between the
not yet settled, and one on which there are strong differences of opinion.

this situation is understandable and natural, and
The Group also dealt with theHowever, in many ways

choices will eventually have to be made, 
internal aspects of the legal system of the convention, namely amendments, for 
which a specific draft article has been prepared, final clauses and the 
question of the settlement of disputes, which had not been taken up so far.

With regard to Group No. 3, chaired by Mr. Sood, dealing with
activities generally involved consolidating the fundamental

as it has already become familiar.
institutions, its
tripartite structure of the convention,
This concerns primarily the Conference of States Parties, on which specific 
work has been done. Next it concerns the Executive Council, on which 
consultations have been initiated in two stages, first in the Group and now 
under the aegis of the Chair of the Ad hoc Committee, I think the work on this

Lastly, it concerns thesubject is promising because it is very progressive.
Technical Secretariat, which has already been considered carefully through the 
intermediary of the Preparatory Commission, which has in a sense been 
entrusted with prefiguring the establishment of the organs, and in particular

In addition, this Groupthe operational organ of the Technical Secretariat, 
held an initial exchange of views on the question of the scientific advisory

and will have to be discussedcouncil, which is not viewed as a separate organ 
again. It also studied the very important question of the articulation 
between this tripartite institutional arrangement and the national authorities 
in each country. The entire problem of national implementation measures under 
article VII has thus been organized and in a way updated after a long period 

I think on this chapter genuine progress was made,without change.
considerably facilitated by the work done in the national trial inspections.

4 is concerned, chaired by Mr. Molander and dealing
TheAs far as Group No.

with the technical aspects, the activities covered two major aspects, 
first concerns what the delegations now routinely call the chemical annex, or 
the annex on chemicals, and the review permitted a reordering with the very 
valuable help of experts from capitals, of an entire series of technical 
provisions which were scattered throughout the "rolling text", to produce a
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clearer and more coherent and usable presentation of the lists and the 
guidelines for each of them. This work is encouraging in particular in making 
it possible to incorporate in the overall consideration of the problem of 
lists the old and difficult question of "schedule [4]", and also to develop 
more coherent, better structured and more accurate schedules, in particular by 
deleting the products which hitherto appeared in the "rolling text" (CD/881) 
under the heading "to be discussed". The other aspect of the work of 
Group No. 4 dealt with the devising of a simplified structure for the 
presentation of the annex to article VI [1] . Two successive reviews were 
carried out in this regard, so that the question came before the Group twice 
for in-depth work, and the latest result offers in particular a possible 
solution for the very sensitive question of the production of schedule [1] 
chemicals outside the single small-scale production facility.

Group No. 5, chaired by Mr. Krutzsch, dealt with the transition, a topic 
which at the outset may have seemed less familiar and less conventional, but 
one which quickly found its place, I think, because it met a need. The Group 
accomplished very useful work in this regard, which comprised two components. 
The first concerns assistance and protection against chemical weapons, and 
here there are two aspects : on the one hand, the text, on which substantial 
work was done in an endeavour to move beyond the two alternatives that at 
present appear in the "rolling text" in order to prepare a draft - and the 
work that has begun on this, notably a draft on the provision of assistance at 
the request of a State party, is well under way and should be continued. In 
addition, and above and beyond the text, there is the question of the very 
principle of assistance, which now, thanks to the contributions from many 
delegations and a very lively debate, enjoys much clearer understanding among 
all delegations as to the raison d'etre and the role of this essential 
assistance machinery during the 10-year period. The second component of Group 
No. 5's work covered the question of the preparatory period. Here too, the 
concept was perhaps a little vague, but it has become familiar and has proved 
very useful by making it possible in particular to identify and examine 
closely the question of confidence-building measures and the role that they 
can play even before the convention comes into force to achieve true 
universality in accession to the convention. The Group has also been 
concerned with economic and technical development, and here it has run into a 
familiar difficulty which may be summed up in a question: Should we seek a 
compromise on a text which may seem to be almost ready, or should we go back 
into substantive issues? The question has been asked, and it will be taken up 
again during the summer part of the session. Of course, the Group also had 
consultations on the vital question of undiminished security during the 
transition period, which were conducted with a view to the methodical 
treatment of this issue during the next part of the session.

In a word, IHow can the work accomplished so far best be described? 
wound say that it was work in depth. We worked on the foundations, and if we 
have not really seen the building rise into the sky, it must be said that
without solid foundations, nothing can be done.

In this way I come to the second aspect, the general assessment of the 
state of the negotiations. The rapid outline I have given of the activities 
of the Ad hoc Committee and the working groups might seem to fall short of the 
ambitions set forth by the Paris Conference at the beginning of the year,
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delegations here at the Conference on
However, from the viewpoint 

The involvement
which have been reaffirmed by many

since the beginning of the session.
should not misjudge the present situation.
of delegations and the detailed consideration of all

convention constitute necessary groundwork for tangible 
The Committee - and I mean all delegations as well as

Disarmament 
of the Chair, we
of a larger number
aspects of the future 
and suitable progress, the Chairman of the Committee, the chairmen of the grouDS and the

- has worked in an unprecedented way, I think one can say, and 
is taking fully into account the resolutions of the

United Nations and the Final Declaration of the Paris 
Conference. Subjects which had been somewhat bushed aside have been taken up 
again. New topics have been introduced or developed, for the first time in

Others, high on the agenda for several years, have 
Furthermore, more than half of the 

I think this must be stressed

secretariat 
thereby it 
General Assembly of the

the case of some of them.
subjected to intensive consideration.been

delegations in the Conference on Disarmament - and re-emohasized - have been involved in the demanding work of carrying out 
national trial inspections. There has thus been considerable mobilization of 
delegations, but this cannot of course be an end in itself. The new pace and 
the new methods of work are necessary stages which should lead to real

the goal of the second part of the 1989 session.
concentrate their attention in theprogress, and this will be 

All the members of the Committee can nowclearly identified difficulties and prepare themselves
As has been the case sincemost specific way on

thoroughly for the search for suitable solutions, 
the beginning of the session, this will need careful scheduling of the

The tentative programme submitted yesterday in the Ad hoc
It will be formallyCommittee's work.

Committee for indicative purposes gives a first outline, 
introduced at the beginning of the next part of the session in a 
enlaraed version incorporating delegations' reactions and suggestions, and it 
will then be submitted to the Committee for its approval. In the Chair's

attitude of the delegations that took part in the 
encouraging sign for the second part of the session and

to even

revised and

opinion, the co-operative 
Committee's work is anshould lead, especially in view of the very little time available,

After covering very extensively thegreater willingness during the summer.topics identified in CD/CW/WP.222, which is the Ad hoc Committee's work 
programme for 1989, the time has come to get down to intensive negotiations in 

In conformity with the Paris Declaration, the Committee has 
It should now be ready toearnest.

redoubled its efforts as a matter of urgency. resolve expeditiously the remaining issues and to conclude the convention at
the earliest date.

the Conference some more specific thoughts 
There are three points.I would now like to put to

about the method of work that we have taken up.
Firstly, the conversion of the results of the Paris Conference on the 
prohibition of chemical weapons into real progress in the negotiations cannot 
be immediate. It is difficult to get some 40 delegations, plus more than 
20 delegations of countries which are non-members of the Conference on

Everyone has his own contribution to make, 
It should also be noted that the complexity of the

have witnessed a degree
Disarmament to move still faster, 
and that is natural.
treaty is considerable and inevitable, 
of change of perspective, with a greater concern for universality and a better 
over-view of what is at stake in the convention. Therefore it was necessary 
and it is necessary, to intensify our efforts, with more participants and more

Moreover, we

subjects to cover.
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Secondly, these problems of method are very important. These are not 
secondary issues. tor each of the major topics and each of the groups that I 
have mentioned, we can see how important the problem of method is. I have 
spoken of verification arrangements. We are having to consider verification 
methods which have no precedent or equivalent, and cannot have any. Hence the 
importance of dealing properly with these problems of method. Similarly, at 
the legal level, we have to cope with apparently contradictory arguments, each 
of which has its own raison d'etre. We must take them into account. With 
regard to institutional aspects, all the delegations recognize the complexity 
of the arrangements to be made for the organization of the Executive Council, 
for example, each of them, of course, having its own preferences ; but at least 
one thing is clear - that everybody recognizes the conplexity of the method 
that we must find to ensure suitable representation, and satisfactory 
decision-making procedures in the Executive Council. As for the chemical 
annex, let me sum up the problem. It is a question of managing to combine the 
constraints relating to the security of States with those relating to 
industrial production. TVo separate worlds, two value systems, two series of 
criteria to be pu t into a single document in a compatible way.

Finally, with regard to Group No. 5, security and trust among partners 
cannot be determined and decided upon in a day. We have to proceed by 
stages. The idea of the period of transition is obviously a key element of 
the convention, and there too we will have to determine very precisely the 
best method. It is therefore important, on the methodological level, not to 
minimize the differences between delegations, but to note that it is a 
question of jointly taking charge of a situation which is difficult to grasp.

My last comment concerning method will be as follows. I think that the 
common search for common solutions to unprecedented problems is already well 
under way - that is the general spirit of the assessment I have tried to give 
you. Simply, we must base ourselves on the actual situation and not on 
ready-made formulae; it is better for things to be stated clearly, since it is 
from that moment that the real negotiating work begins. In conclusion, I am 
tempted to quote a well-known Latin tag , labor omnia vincit improbus - 
"never-flinching labour proved lord of all", as Virgil put it in the Georgies, 
which constituted in a way his hyim to the land. But man is more changeable 
than the land, and negotiation is less predictable than ploughing. 
Nevertheless, I believe that while taking into account the element of 
unpredictability and the difficulty of the conmon effort, we have, with the 
general political guidelines, everything we need to demonstrate the political 
will of the international community. In these circumstances never-flinching 
labour should indeed enable us to achieve a convention on the prohibition of 
chemical weapons. There is much at stake; this is one of the means whereby we 
must jointly seek to master one of the aspects of the evolution of the 
contemporary world at the frontier of technology and security. We must 
continue the work under way and commit our selves more and more to 
negotiation. This will clearly have direct consequences for the future 
organization of international security.
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Mr. DIETZE (German Democratic Republic):

As in previous years, the Conference mainly concentrated this year on

of multilateral disarmament and to the appeals launched by the Paris
redouble efforts to resolve exoeditiously the

We note
area
Conference to this forum to
oendinq issues and to conclude the convention at the earliest date, 
that under the effective guidance of the distinguished representative of

Ambassador Pierre Morel, the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons,
resultina from the organizational structure of

Certain strides have
France
making use of the advantages
the Committee, has succeeded in intensifying its work.

13

(Mr. Dietze, German Democratic Republic)

been made concerning a number of issues, in particular the annex on chemicals, 
the régime for laboratory synthesis of schedule [1] chemicals, the 
confidentiality annex, a number of issues regarding the future organization, 
assistance for protection against chemical weapons, as well as some final
clauses. _____
session for the first time encaged in substantive discussion on a number of 
issues which objectively existed also before, but for some reason remained in 
the background. This has become possible largely due to the chairmen of the 
five working groups which were established within the Ad hoc Committee.

Furthermore, the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons has at this

The socialist countries on their part made an active contribution in 
submitting a prooosal on the laboratory synthesis of schedule [1] chemicals as 
well as in displaying their readiness for compromise regarding a solution for 
super-toxic lethal chemicals not included in schedule [1]. Another proposal 
provided for testing the challenge inspection procedure in multilateral trial 
inspections. Four countries of our Group reported on the results achieved 
during trial inspections carried out by them. We call for an early start of 
well-preoared multilateral trial inspections.

It is deplorable that no noticeable progress has been reached on the 
outstanding key problems. Therefore, we appeal to all delegations to conduct 
serious work in a spirit of accommodation durinq the summer part of the 
session. We hold that a real breakthrough must be achieved in the 
CW negotiations, first and foremost in such areas as challenge inspection, the 
overall system of verification, the régimes under article VI, the composition 
and decision-making of the Executive Council as well as the order of 
destruction of chemical weaoons and CW production facilities. Reaching 
agreement on articles X and XI of the "rolling text" would contribute to 
ensuring global adherence to the convention. We believe that the oresent 
stage of negotiations calls for endeavours aimed at finding solutions rather 
than creating new difficulties.
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Mr. NAZ ARK IN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics ) (translated from
Russian) :

Today's meeting is a farewell meeting for me, since I am leaving my post 
as representative of the USSR at the Conference on Disarmament for 
assignment. It gives me satisfaction to recognize that in the two years and 
three months during which I have represented my country at the Conference, the 
international situation has undergone important positive changes, 
had a tangible effect on the work of the Conference on Disarmament, 
negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons, major advances have been 
made which have brought us closer to the conclusion of the convention, 
although progress in the negotiations has alternated with a slowing of the 
pace of work. I do not intend in today's statement to analyse the status of 
the negotiations. An assessment has been provided today on behalf of the 
Group of Socialist Countries by its co-ordinator for this month, the 
distinguished representative of the German Democratic Republic,
Ambassador Peter Dietze. I would like in a purely personal way to express my 
regret that I did not manage to take part in the completion of the draft 
convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons, including its final 
drafting. I hope that this stage is not far distant. I also regret the fact 
that during the period in which I occupied the post of representative of the 
USSR at the Conference, we were not able to set up a working body on a nuclear 
test ban. I think that it has finally become possible for the Conference to 
begin practical work in earnest on this problem, which for many years has been 
item 1 on its agenda. This work must bring us closer to the achievement of a 
comprehensive ban on nuclear tests, an important measure to curb the arms race.

a new

They have 
In the

CD/PV.508
2

The PRESIDENT (translated from Spanish):

In respect of the second of the items I mentioned above, that is the 
elimination of chemical weapons, we should bear in mind the importance of the 
Conference of States Parties to the 1925 Geneva Protocol and Other Interested 
States, which met in Paris from 7 to 11 January of the current year under the 
chairmanship of M. Roland Dumas, Minister for Foreign Affairs of the French 
Republic. Mexico, which became a party to this Protocol without reservations 
in 1932, welcomed with satisfaction the provisions of the Final Declaration of 
the Paris Conference, and along with all the participating States stressed 
"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", and to that end called on the 
Conference on Disarmament to "redouble its efforts, as a matter of urgency, to 
resolve expeditiously the remaining issues and to conclude the convention at

The convention, as we have already said, will representthe earliest date", 
no threat to the security of any State; rather, it will strengthen the
security of one and all.
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Government's view that a comprehensive and effective ban on
The risk ofIt is mychemical weapons within the near future is absolutely necessary, 

the further spread and use of chemical weapons is otherwise going to remain 
with us for ever. People all over the world are concerned about chemical 
weapons, and recognize the imperative need to ban them completely. Now it is 
up to politicians and diplomats to face this challenge.

its detailed viewsAt the close of the spring session, my delegation gave
the current stage of the chemical weapons negotiations. I

The Conference onin the plenary onwill therefore limit myself to a few basic considerations.
Disarmament has made considerable progress towards a chemical weapons ban m

9

(Mrs. Theorin. Sweden)

After the Paris Conference, which underscored the urgency of
- under the creative guidance ofrecent years.

our task, the machinery set up here in Geneva 
Ambassador Morel - has taken up important aspects of the challenge berore us. 
But, unfortunately, not enough political commitment has yet been devoted to

We are, for example, notsome of the most problematic issues and key areas.
yet close to solving the difficult questions connected with.challenge 
inspections. We have not made enough progress on the question of the 
Executive Council; nor on the order of destruction; nor on the effective 
total prohibition of the use of chemical weapons.

Instead of focusing on these and other crucial problems, much energy has 
been spent on less urgent issues and also on new and probably less fruitful 
concepts. This is, of course, not due to anybody's bad intentions. It is 
simply because a strong enough political commitment has not yet been

The technicalities will be far from impossible to overcome,
It is unfortunate that recent 

of disarmament do not yet seem to have 
If that issue were to be energetically

mobilized,
once
positive developments in other areas 
reached the area of chemical weapons. addressed by the two super-Powers, giant steps could be taken within a few

the political commitment is manifested.

months.
It canThe only new initiative in this area is the Canberra Conference. 

useful contribution if it increases knowledge within the chemicalmake 21
industry about the implications of the coming convention, and encourages the 
industry to co-operate in order to implement its provisions. What that 
Conference must not do is limit our focus to the non-proliferation of chemical 

That would distract from rather than support the work here in 
The only solution to the threat posed by chemical weapons is a

concerted effort to ensure its
weapons.
Geneva.
comprehensive convention, and we must make a 
speedy conclusion.
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... The time the CD is devoting to item 4 of its agenda clearly reflects 
the willingness expressed in the consensus Final Declaration of the Paris 
Conference to redouble efforts towards the elaboration of a chemical weapons 
convention. My delegation, by words and deeds, has fully supported this 
thrust, conscious that a universal and non-discriminatory instrument on the 
prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling and use of chemical 
weapons is an attainable though complex objective, which certainly justifies 
comprehensive, detailed and intensive negotiations.

CD/PV.508
22

—Evans. Australia)

Let me comment first on the subject of chemical weapons. This Conference 
has a unique role and responsibility as the only multilateral disarmament 
negotiating forum. In exercising that role and discharging that

(continued)
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responsibility, the Conference is engaged in an undertaking of immense 
significance in the negotiation of a comprehensive and universal convention 
on chemical weapons. The improvement in international relations which is a 
feature of our times does present us with an opportunity to conclude the CW

This is an opportunity which cannot and must not be lost. All of 
united in our abhorrence of these weapons and our commitment to ensure

Through a universal convention, the
convention.
us are
that they are banned for all time.
Conference will make an historic contribution to international security and 
stability. The Paris Conference, held in January, provided the impetus for 
the negotiating process this year. The collective call by 149 States to 
intensify the chemical weapons convention negotiations, and to conclude the 
convention at the earliest date, could not have been clearer. We appreciate 
very greatly, may I say, the energetic and creative approach of the Chairman 
of the CW Committee, Ambassador Morel of France, whom I had the pleasure of 
meeting earlier this afternoon, in injecting the international community's 
expression of commitment at the Paris Conference into the work of this 
Committee. Under his leadership, the Committee has the prospect of recording 
real progress this year.

Others who have addressed this plenary in recent times have asserted 
that the final text of the CW convention is within reach.

I am convinced that, with a concerted and sustained effort by all
I share that

conviction.
members of this Conference, the text of the convention can be finalized in the

As a result of developments in recent years, most of the
Thisvery near future.

major conceptual issues, and many of the details, have been resolved. 
has been achieved through the active participation of the entire membership of 
the Conference, which is essential if the convention is to have universal

A perusal of the "rolling text" reveals that a considerable amount
However, this is not

validity.
of technical detail apparently still awaits resolution.

for prolonging the negotiation process, which has now been going on 
Rather, it is up to us to address the outstanding issues

a reason
for many years.
rigorously - to look constructively for solutions that will bring about the

The problem posed by chemicalearly conclusion of an effective convention. 
weapons is serious; a convention is needed without delay; this Conference has 
a responsibility to provide it.

The achievement of a global chemical weapons convention is one of the 
Australian Government's principal disarmament objectives, 
that objective is reflected in our active participation, over many years, in 
the negotiations in Geneva and our technical contribution to that process 
through, for example, the conduct of national trial inspections. An area of 
the convention with which Australia has been particularly associated in recent 
times, as you have been aware, has been those provisions which concern the 
interrelationship between States parties and their national chemical 
industries.
imperative that the right balances be struck in the text — between the need to 
ensure that chemical weapons are not being produced by the chemical industry 
of a State party; the right of States parties to be able to engage in 
activities not prohibited by the convention ; and for chemical industries to be 
able to operate without overburdensome monitoring or intrusion.

Our commitment to

It isThis is of course a crucial aspect of the convention.
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The provisions which have been developed so far represent, in our view 
a sensible approach, envisaging as they do specific levels and schemes of 
monitoring for different categories of schedules of chemicals, depending on 
the risk they are considered to pose to the aims of the convention, 
of work has already been done in this area.

A lot
The "rolling text" indicates,

In the last couple
of years, successive chairmen have initiated discussions with representatives 
of industry, to help them understand what the negotiations are seeking to 
achieve and to allow them to express their views and concerns to the 
negotiators. These consultations have been valuable initiatives, and 
Australia welcomes a similar exchange which is to take place under 
Ambassador Morel later this month.

however, that a number of questions remain to be resolved.

But there will need to be further work done to achieve a universal 
understanding within the chemical industry of the implications of a chemical 
weapons convention, and the ways in which the industry can contribute to the 
elaboration of provisions which will be both practical and effective. In 
Australia's case, we have developed a very productive dialogue with 
chemical industry on chemical weapons issues, encompassing the CW convention 
negotiations, over a number of years. Our industry has stated publicly its 
commitment to a CW convention and its total opposition to chemical weapons. 
Such a dialogue between governments and their chemical industries can be of 
enormous benefit for the convention from two perspectives : in resolving 
outstanding questions and thereby facilitating the early conclusion of the 
convention, and in ensuring that the convention is implemented effectively, 
both for government and industry. Through this dialogue, industry will be 
able to develop its understanding of its role and responsibilities in 
international endeavours to eradicate chemical weapons, in particular the 
contribution it can make to a global, comprehensive ban on those weapons.

There is a need as we see it for this dialogue to be intensified, 
developed and extended to all relevant countries. It is for this reason 
that on 7 March I announced that Australia would host a Government-Indus try 
Conference Against Chemical Weapons.
from 18 to 22 September, in our national capital Canberra, 
will bring together governments and representatives of chemical industries 
world-wide, with the aim of raising their awareness about the problems of 
chemical weapons, and considering ways in which they can work together, in 
partnership, both internationally and domestically, in support of a 
comprehensive convention.

our

The Conference will be held this year,
The Conference

Australia has invited to the Conference all member countries of the CD, 
as you are aware, other countries with significant chemical industries and 
those countries with a particular interest in chemical weapons issues. Such 
participation will encourage the universal support which the convention must 
secure and which Australia is intent upon generating. It will be a joint 
effort designed to give, and which we believe will give, impetus to the 
negotiations here in Geneva. To facilitate the full and effective 
implementation of a convention, industry must appreciate its role in 
addressing the problem. Verification procedures under the convention will 
require the co-operation of industry to achieve full effect. The time to take 
this step is now, so that effective consultation begins while the convention 
is being negotiatied. Let there be no misunderstanding as to what Australia
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It is fundamental to our approch that 
are proposing to host take placeis about in hosting this Conference, 

the Government-Industry Conference that we
of the important negotiations being conducted here, in the

chemical weapons convention; that it supportin the context 
Conference on Disarmament, 
fully those negotiations; and that in its own way it contributes to and moves 
forward those negotiations. There is no separate agenda. This Conference is 
what we are about in pursuing chemical weapons objectives, and the universal 
chemical weapons convention is the only objective that we are seeking to 
obtain. We believe the Government-Industry Conference will provide that 
support and contribute to the early conclusion of that convention - 
we must achieve without further delay.

on a

which

In addition to bringing about an increased dialogue between government
that those countries which areand industry, it is also important to ensure

not members or observers of the CD be fully informed about the convention 
which is being negotiated, so that they can give it their support and become

Australia has been active in international 
In June 1988 our Prime Minister announced

parties to it at an early stage, 
efforts towards this objective, 
that Australia would launch an initiative to raise regional awareness about 
chemical weapons issues. In that respect Australian officials have visited 
South-East Asia, Indo-China and the South Pacific to promote understanding

This dialogue will beof and support for the chemical weapons convention, 
followed by a regional seminar which is also to be held in Canberra on 
3 and 4 August, which we believe will reinforce the growing regional consensus 
in support of a convention. This may be an example which could usefully be 
followed by other CD members in their own regions.
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And it is not one-way traffic. The spread or use of weapons of mass 
destruction outside Europe's borders could lead to crises with world-wide 
implications. They could produce devastation in the regions directly 
concerned, and affect the security of other regions. The NATO declaration 
acknowledges this. It commits the allies to work to contain the security 
threats and destabilizing consequences of an uncontrolled spread of modern 
military technologies. The declaration makes plain that one of NATO's 
long-term priorities is to work for a world where military forces exist solely 
to preserve national independence and territorial integrity.

The issue of chemical weapons is immediately relevant here. A convention 
to ban chemical weapons is the active item on the agenda of this Conference. 
This is right, for in Europe the imbalance in chemical weapons between East 
and West is a potentially destabilizing factor of great significance. Outside 
Europe the number of countries with chemical weapons capabilities is growing. 
The problem is not just one of proliferation, serious though that is. Chemical 
weapons are also being used. We have all seen the horrifying consequences of 
their use relayed on our television screens. It is an awful reminder of our 
common vulnerability, and the pressing need for a global solution.

The Paris Conference, which I attended in January this year, made clear 
the widespread revulsion of the international community against the use of 
chemical weapons. It recognized that a comprehensive and global ban on such 
weapons offered the only effective solution. The clear message from Paris to 
Geneva was to urge you - to urge us - to redouble efforts here to achieve a 
ban. You have put a great deal of work into this. The general concept of the 
convention is in place. Progress has been made on the detail, although there 
is still much hard, technical work left. The need now is for a clear, 
practical, problem-solving approach to removing the remaining obstacles.

Verification remains the top priority. For a convention to work it needs 
verification which works. The existing verification provisions go a long way 
towards achieving this. But areas of particular concern remain. We must be 
satisfied that all high-risk facilities and activities are adequately covered, 
whether they are dual-purpose production plants or military installations. 
Further efforts are needed. The British approach is on two levels: practical 
verification proposals and efforts to shape the climate of international 
opinion.

(continued)
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On the practical level, we have recently presented ideas for ad _hoc 
inspections to strengthen the verification framework, 
forward the debate originating with the proposals of Australia and the Federal 
Republic of Germany in this area. More work is needed in this key area in

convincing structure for the verification regime.

Our aim was to carry

Weorder to establish a 
have also recently presented a working paper on novel agents which aims to

It ispoint up issues which have to be addressed in the negotiations, 
essential that the convention should be able to deal effectively with 
developments in chemical and biochemical technology.

On challenge inspection, we have been concentrating on a comprehensive 
of national trial inspections at a wide range of military 

Challenge inspection will of course be crucial to the
Yet there is still uncertainty about how to 
for effective verification with the protection 

Our national trial inspections

programme 
facilities, 
verification of a convention.
reconcile the rigour necessary 
of legitimate national or commercial secrets.

The paper, CD/921, which I have theare starting to produce some answers, 
honour to present today offers some interim observations in the light of our 
experience to date in trials at ammunition storage facilities. We will be 
giving a presentation on this subject with supporting video material during 
this session. And we hope to offer more considered conclusions after further 
practice inspections at more sensitive facilities.

ForWe hope the United Kingdom's experience will be useful to others.
We strongly encourage others 

The benefits
our part, we have found these trials invaluable. 
to carry out similar trials, if they have not already done so. 
of practical experimentation have also come out clearly in the considerable 
number of routine civil trial inspections held by various nations. Two points 
have emerged particularly strongly - concerns over commercial secrecy, and the 
need for work on verification technology. It is right that you should be

The time is now ripe to assess the lessonslooking closely at these issues, 
learnt from the trials for the "rolling text".

I return here to the second of the themes I introduced earlier. 
Underlying all this work is the basic question of confidence, 
between East and West is growing in many areas. Chemical weapons must not be 

This is why the lack of Soviet openness about their stockpile 
It damages that indivisible quality of trust.

Confidence

exempt.
We hope that thematters.

general improvement in the Soviet attitude to publishing data will soon extend 
to the area of chemical weapons, where evasion and distrust are currently a

NATO and the Warsaw Pact are well placed to offermajor obstacle to progress, 
a lead.

But all countries - not just NATO and the Warsaw Pact - have a collective 
responsibility to demonstrate in practical ways their commitment to the 
control of chemical weapons. We must all take practical steps to control the
proliferation of chemical weapons and join international efforts to apply

We must allto countries seeking to conceal their production or use.pressure
give data on our national chemical weapons capability where this exists.

all honour existing international obligations against the use of chemical 
Above all, we must recognize that the leap-frogging acquisition of

We
must 
weapons.
chemical weapons undermines rather than enhances security, and we must work
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seriously - here in the Conference on Disarmament - for a global ban. The 
United Kingdom feels an increasing urgency about this, 
be simply to bypass the work which remains to be done, but to put our backs 
into doing that work. Hence the detailed papers we keep tabling.

Our response must not

It is sometimes argued that the acquisition of chemical weapons is a 
justifiable response to the possession or acquisition of nuclear or 
conventional weapons by other States - whether suspected or actual. This is a 
false argument. There is no evidence that chemical weapons have ever had this 
deterrent effect in the past. But what we can predict is that, wherever they 
are introduced, chemical weapons are likely to have a destabilizing effect on 
the local balance of power as the other side looks for ways to catch up. In 
the medium term, everyone will gain from the verified, total ban which is the 
prime aim of this Conference. As for the threat from nuclear weapons, the 
best way to reduce that is not to oppose them with other weapons, but through 
a common effort to reduce existing numbers, and prevent nuclear proliferation.

CD/PV.510
U

(Mr. Kosin. Yugoslavia)

The next priority item - the universal and comprehensive prohibition of 
chemeical weapons — represents a historic challenge for the Conference and for 
the multilateral approach to disarmament. It is not only the negotiating 
capacity of the Conference that is at stake here, but also the credibility of 
the repeated declarations of political commitment. The declaration adopted by 
the Paris Conference was a welcome expression of an universal political 
consensus on the need to conclude the convention on chemical weapons as soon 
as possible. Any hesitation now would have a serious impact not only on the 
work of the Conference but on the dynamics of disarmament as a whole.

The Conference has already done considerable work on a number of complex
While mindful of the differences on variousconceptual and technical issues. 

substantive aspects, I nevertheless believe that the convention is within our 
reach and that the degree of agreement in principle is greater than it may 
seem at first sight. Ambassador Morel continues to inject new energy into the 
work of the chemical weapons Committee. However, it is our impression that 
the Ad hoc Committee has not yet tackled thoroughly the substance of certain
key problems.

First of all, we should abandon anyI wish to address only some of them, 
ambition that the convention should cover every single detail, any possible

The demandsWe would never reach our goal in that way.event or situation, 
for strict control of the production of chemicals, even in the smallest 
facilities, and the overplaying of the importance of protecting commercial 
secrets, fall into this category. By adopting a more rational and realistic 
approach to these two questions we could more easily come to satisfactory
solutions.
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The system of international control and verification should be rational - 
i e cost-effective and efficient. We consider it fully justified to raise 
the question of how to control and verify facilities that would not be subject 
to routine or challenge inspection, bearing in mind that both of these kinds 
of inspection obviously have their own limitations. A number of suggestions 
and opinions on that question have been put forward. They offer quite a solid 
base for establishing a common framework acceptable to all.

The starting-point on this question must be an understanding that, 
established, an international mechanism to oversee the implementation of the 
convention should have specific responsibility, including the capacity to take

initiative and preserve its independence vis-à-vis any State 
On the other hand, the strict obligation of States

once

action on its own 
party to the convention, 
parties to respect the ban on chemical weapons production fully should be 
verifiable through declarations in a national register, e.g. of any facility 
that could represent a potential risk for the convention. To this end, the 
international inspectorate should include these facilities too in the draft 
annual programme of control. A schedule for inspections might also be based 
on the quota system, leaving the final choice of facilities and dates to be 
decided upon by the international inspectorate. The international 
inspectorate could take into account, for example, not only general risks for 
the convention, but also specific requests, suggestions and suspicions from
various sources.

In spite of the different approaches still existing in the Conference 
with regard to the question of "challenge" inspection, we consider the largest 
part of this question as agreed upon, especially the part formulated in the 

us paper". However, an important question in this domain remains open.
The final judgement should be the responsibility of the international organs, 
and not only the concern of the States parties involved. Otherwise, we might 
ask ourselves what would be the real role of the Executive Council or of the 
Conference of States Parties. Of course, any politicization of the final 
judgement on the outcome of the inspection and its content should be avoided.

Although the question of the composition of the Executive Council has not 
been fully addressed so far, we consider that its solution should reflect our 

for the universality of the convention. The first condition
Membership in any organ orcommon concern

should be the full equality of all States parties.
body of the future international mechanism should not be treated as a 
privilege. We are, however, aware that the composition of an international 
organ cannot avoid some reflection of realities and divisions in our world, 
and has to provide the necessary balance aimed at the elimination of political

This might be achieved through adequate political and 
Any additional criteria or a different approach

partiality and tension, 
regional representation. 
should be supported by relevant and valid reasons.

In our current negotiations on article XI, relating to economic and
differences still exist. Ittechnological development and co-operation, 

seems, however, that these differences are in a way artificial. The 
convention in itself will represent simultaneously a result and an instrument

some

It will be, in itself, an incentive for
In short, the

of international co-operation, 
co-operation in economic and technological development.



convention will lead to fewer suspicions, less distrust and less fear. W 
will be turned towards each other, rather than confronting each other. I 
this article the convention must reflect exactly such an approach, and we 
believe there is, in fact, already a broad consensus on that point.

Regarding adherence to and duration of the convention, 
explicitly provide that they will not be limited. The question of withdrawal 
from membership is related to this. The final solution of this question must 
be viewed within the framework of the justified demands for universality, or, 
at least, the need for the inclusion of all countries with a technological 
capability to produce chemical weapons. Such an approach already contains 
specific limitations on withdrawal from the convention.

the text must
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With these reflections in mind, I turn briefly to the specific issues 
before us at the CD, starting with agenda item U - chemical weapons. 
past two years, agreement has been reached on vitally important issues 
relating to verification, methods and timetables for CW destruction, and 
declarations in advance of a treaty. The next few steps - hammering out the 
details - will not by their very nature give the appearance of dramatic

But appearances cannot be a substitute for real, if slower and more
The key lies

Over the

progress.
arduous, headway in completing the draft convention before us. 
in keeping the negotiations free from artificial deadlines and from the 
inclination to force issues ahead of what consensus can sustain. Progress 

the next session will be step—by—step and will depend on appropriate 
I commend the Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee,

over
attention to detail.
Ambassador Pierre Morel, in facilitating this progress through his 
well-focused and practical work programme.

We must not lose sight of the fact that the 16 verification principles 
at the UNDC constitute the corner-stone of an emerging 

This consensus must be protected and
agreed by consensus 
common approach to disarmament. 
nourished to allow its roots to sink deeply into the multilateral disarmament 
process. Naturally, these roots, as they develop, will become more 
intertwined and complex, but this is true of any firmly established system.
We should not be dismayed at the prospect of complexity in verification, 
question is how we can carry out practically and effectively that which has 
been agreed in principle and by all member States of the Conference.

The

control and disarmament have become, to theIn the modern age, arms
surprise of some, perhaps, increasingly reliant on short-notice, on-site 
inspection. The feature is found in the United States/Soviet Treaty on 
intermediate-range nuclear forces, as well as in the multilateral Stockholm

CD/PV.510
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Both agreements haveaccord on confidence- and security-building measures. 
been successfully implemented and fully complied with, a result, I would

to a large measure attributable to the possibility of such inspections.argue
Allow me to amplify these remarks by applying them to the draft chemical 

I find it difficult to imagine that any futureweapons convention.disarmament treaties can be reached without the prospect of potentially 
intrusive international verification. Should this be alarming or a cause for

We should always bear in mind that no verificationdisquiet? Not at all.
measures will come into play without their being carefully tailored to the 
requirements of the treaty at hand.

details will make the intrusiveness of international on-site inspection 
into a means of assuring all concerned that the treaty is being fully complied

Moreover, co-operation and consensus over
these

with by the parties.
I have heard it suggested that in the case of the chemical weapons 

convention, requests for challenge inspections would generate political 
sensitivities and suggestions of guilt. This outlook misconstrues the 
objective of such inspections, 
rather as confidence-inspiring, 
permit more systematic methods of inspection to carry the full load of 
verification, I submit that challenge inspections will be de rigueur in 
virtually all disarmament treaties, the chemical weapons convention being one

What we could be encountering is an "attitudinal"

They need not be regarded as provocative, but 
Until such time as experience and technology

of the more prominent, 
problem, a problem that can be overcome as long as we keep our eyes firmly on 
the following: first, an essential concern of the convention is to ensure 
that international inspectors have access to any facility where clandestine 
activities might be undertaken ; second, the essential obligation is on the 
challenged State to demonstrate its compliance, and not on the requesting

As we have all indicated an abiding interestState to prove non-compliance. 
in a global, comprehensive and effectively verifiable chemical weapons 
convention, this objective in regard to verification should be fully embraced, 
with the obligations willingly, indeed cheerfully, shouldered.

Since we have already agreed with the UNDC 
conclusion that the request for inspection not carry with it implications of 
guilt but rather be considered a normal element of verification, let us put 
this "attitudinal" problem behind us and move to a more practical, less 
anxious understanding of what challenge inspections imply.

There is thus
no reason to shrink back in fear.

By the same token, we should not venerate challenge inspections as the 
"be-all and end-all" of chemical weapons verification. Careful thought should 
be given to elaborating a verification régime that would avoid unnecessary 
recourse to the challenge provision. Indeed, we can also explore other

perhaps by making challenge inspections as "routine" as possible ; byavenues,
keeping them as multilteral as possible in execution and reporting of findings; 
and by allowing as much flexibility as possible in solving compliance problems 
to everybody's satisfaction through other means.
include, inter alia, mutually agreed bilateral measures, fact-finding 
"clarification visits" or other means of demonstrating clarification short of 
invoking the challenge provisions. I have every confidence that, with 
ingenuity and perseverance, the Ad hoc Committee will find a way to 
accommodate the concern over intrusive on-site challenge inspection without 
jeopardizing the integrity of the "mandatory, short-notice" principle.

These other means could
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We all know how things stand at the moment. We know about the 
deficiencies. But we are also cognizant of the possibilities that need to be 
exploited to arrive at constructive solutions regarding the pending 
contentious issues. Meaningful steps have, in fact, been undertaken to 
intensify the negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons. I share 
the views on this subject expressed this morning by Ambassador Kosin. In 
addition, however, we feel that it is now high time to focus more attention on 
the outstanding essential questions. In this respect, we are thinking in 
particular of the following: finalizing the provisions on challenge 
inspections, agreeing on the order of destruction of chemical weapons and 
chemical weapon production facilities, and reaching understanding on the 
composition and decision-making of the Executive Council of the future 
Organization. The German Democratic Republic is prepared to make a 
distinctive contribution during the summer session.

To ensure the speediest conclusion of the convention, as agreed upon in 
Paris, let me also refer to the suggestion for a meeting of the Conference at 
foreign minister level, 
within six months or one year, then there is all the more reason to consider 
that the early conclusion of a chemical weapons convention constitutes a 
realistic goal.

If it is deemed possible to reach agreement in Vienna

CD/PV.510
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Despite this picture we have described in general terms, which prompts 
encouraging and well-founded hopes for world peace for the coming years, we 
cannot fail to express our concern at the lack of progress in the multilateral 
framework in which the question of disarmament is being dealt with. For many 
years there has been no concrete progress within the Conference on 
Disarmament. We recognize that intensive negotiations are taking place to 
conclude a convention which will ban chemical weapons once and for all, and we 
are certainly aware of the technical difficulties which have to be resolved.
It is clear that, over and above their undeniable complexity, the technical 
problems will be overcome in so far as there is a real political will to 
conclude the convention. Strictly speaking, in sum, only these negotiations 
in the area of chemical weapons may be noted as a specific prospect in the 
multilateral field of the United Nations. But within a broader framework, and 
ominously, we must also note the failure of the third special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, held a year ago at United Nations 
Headquarters in New York. To retrieve for the United Nations the exercise of 
competence in the field of disarmament is an aim which should be borne in mind 
by member States in their immediate actions.
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We cannot fail to derive satisfaction from the continuing positive trends 
in the development of international relations which many speakers before me 
have referred to here. These trends emerged once again during the May visit 
to Moscow by United States Secretary of State, James Baker, which we regard as 
a good beginning to a major undertaking, a serious and substantial dialogue. 
During the visit, agreement was reached in particular to set in motion once 
again the Soviet-American machinery for negotiations and consultations on a 
wide range of arms limitation and disarmament problems, including nuclear and 
space weapons, the prohibition of chemical weapons, and the limitation and 
cessation of nuclear tests. This is important because in disarmament matters 
the pace of negotiations is extremely significant, since the forces of inertia 
and the constraints are considerable. This is why we would like to end the 
pause in the negotiating process as soon as possible and begin intensive 
discussion of outstanding issues.

CD/PV.511
5

(Mr. Batsanov. USSR)

... In general the spirit of the times is noticeable in the NATO documents, 
although both the text and the subtext still contain many concepts inherited 
from the period of confrontation, including those serving ideologically 
motivated didactic purposes. From time to time they crop up in the 
discussions at our Conference. The understandings reached between the USSR 
and the Federal Republic of Germany during M.S. Gorbachev's visit to that

We believe that theycountry are of fundamental and long-term significance, 
have imparted new dynamism to the process of East/West co-operation,

The joint statement on the resultsovercoming the legacy of the "cold war". 
of the visit not only sets out basic approaches to the creation of a Europe of 
peace and co-operation and the further development of bilateral relations, but 
in fact puts forward a programme of concrete action in the area of arms 
limitation and disarmament, including the prohibition of chemical weapons, the 
cessation of nuclear tests, confidence—building, the development of 
transparency and the prevention of crises.
special statement on the prohibition of chemical weapons aimed at the speedy 
implementation of the decisions of the Paris Conference.

The foreign ministers agreed on a
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Like the delegations of many other States, the Soviet delegation 
sincerely hopes that during the sunnier session of the Conference on 
Disarmament we will succeed in translating the results of the Paris Conference 
on the prohibition of chemical weapons into real progress at the negotiations 
within the framework of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, making it 
possible to prepare a convention on the subject for signature at the earliest 
date. The efforts of the representative of France, Ambassador Morel, to 
attain that goal deserve the highest appreciation. We trust that with active 
and constructive participation by all member States of the Conference on 
Disarmament and observers in the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons we shall 
be able shortly to reach agreement on a general system of verification of 
compliance with the future convention, resolve outstanding issues relating to 
the régime of authorized synthesis and production of schedule [1] chemicals, 
and move forward in resolving the issues of economic co-operation and 
development (article XI) and assistance in the event of the use of chemical 
weapons (article X). As for verification of compliance with the convention, 
in our view it should be based on a combination of systematic international 
verification and challenge inspections of any site or facility without the 
right of refusal. On this understanding we will not object to the proposal 
made by a number of States that no specific mention of the activities of 
national technical means of verification should be made in the convention.

A number of interesting considerations designed to improve the system of 
verification have recently been set out at the Conference on Disarmament. In 
particular, in April this year the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the German 
Democratic Republic, Oskar Fischer, advanced the idea of testing challenge 
inspection procedures. We are also studying with interest the working paper 
introduced by the delegation by the United Kingdom containing the first 
results of such trial inspections carried out in that country. For my part I 
wish to inform you that the USSR is also carrying out a national experiment 
related to challenge inspections, within the framework of which one visit to a 
military storage facility has already taken place. A summary of the results 
of this experiment will be presented at the negotiations.

Since the Soviet delegation intends to make a separate statement on the 
problems involved in the prohibition of chemical weapons, I shall refrain from 
a more detailed presentation of our views on this issue now, and limit myself 
to just one additional remark. Like all other delegations of member States of 
the Conference on Disarmament, we welcome the active interest in the talks on 
the prohibition of chemical weapons on the part of a great number of 
countries, and note with satisfaction that the number of countries now

(continued)
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regions In this connection the Soviet delegation attaches great significance 
to the provision of the Final Declaration of the Paris Conference which states 

State wishing to contribute to the negotiations on chemical weapons
be mindful of the agreement reached by all of

and from the

that any 
should be able to do so• Let us
us in Paris.
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The impact of these developments has certainly been appreciated in the 
CD, as many of the statements in plenary have indicated. Nevertheless, in 
most areas of work in the Conference, despite its accepted position as the 
single multilateral negotiating body on disarmament, a corresponding will to

In Sri Lanka's last statement, comment was

• # •

negotiate has not been built up. 
made on the lack of tangible progress in respect of negotiating a 
comprehensive nuclear test ban, and on initiatives consequently being uaken 
outside the Conference that might help to spur the CD's own efforts.
Similarly we expressed the hope that following the Paris Conference of January 
this year, which underlined in universal political terms the urgency of the 
CD's tasks in respect of chemical weapons, the requisite political 
determination would be manifested to expedite a comprehensive and effective 
ban on these weapons. We have been kept briefed about the proposed Canberra 
conference. While we acknowledge the important need to "prepare” the chemical 
industry for the effective implementation of the convention being negotiated 
here in Geneva, the Canberra conference should not give credence to any 
possible partial or interim measures which could detract from the Geneva 
negotiations or lead to industry restraints on the transfer of technology.
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Mr. FRIEDERSDORF (United States of America):
As you mentioned, Mr. President, we are pleased and highly honoured to 

note that with our delegation today are members of the United States Senate 
Arms Control Observer Group and their staff, who are visiting Geneva for 
consultations on the nuclear and space talks, the nuclear testing talks, 
and the chemical weapons negotiations. Our delegation welcomes 
Senator Claiborne Pell, Chairman of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee, 
who represents the State of Rhode Island, Senator Richard Lugar of Indiana, 
Senator Jake Garn of Utah, Senator Dale Bumpers of Arkansas,
Senator Patrick Leahy of Vermont, Senator Paul Sarbanes of Maryland 
and Senator John Warner of the State of Virginia. Their presence here 
testifies to the strong interest in the legislative branch of the 
United States Government in our negotiations on a chemical weapons ban.

(continued)
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the views of the United States on some of
At the outset I want

Today I would like to present
issues in the chemical weapons negotiations.the current

to strer.s the personal commitment of the President of the United States,
Our delegation knows that thisGeorge Bush, to chemical weapons arms control, 

commitment is shared by our colleagues here in the Conference,
the Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons,

and

particularly by -----------
Ambassador Pierre Morel of France, and the chairmen of the five working groups
serving under Ambassador Morel. They have all amply demonstrated their 
ability and commitment, and there is no lack of dedication in the Conference.

also encouraged by the fact that most of the countries that need 
to be parties to the convention to make it effective are already participating 
in the negotiations. The future convention must be a truly global one.

the United States attaches great importance to the principle that 
expressed in the Final Declaration of the Paris Conference last January, 

wishing to contribute to these negotiations should be able

We are

For

that reason 
was
namely, "any State
to do so". All of us supported this principle in Paris; let us all support it
in Geneva.

show us that commitment is only part of the 
Hard work on the details of a

The negotiations, however, 
solution to the problem of chemical weapons, 
multitude of complex issues is necessary as well, particularly in the area of 

With that in mind, let me address specific verfication-related 
Working Group 1 on verification is dealing now

Our

verification.
issues in the negotiations.
with a number of issues that are vitally important to an effective ban. 
insistence upon verifiability of arms control agreements is broader than just 
the agreement being negotiated here in the CD. 
that is well known in all arms control areas, 
aim for substantial cuts in existing arsenals, and as arms control agreements 
increase in complexity, detailed and effective verification provisions become

We welcome the growing recognition by the international
The building of confidence, however, 

We need confidence

It is indeed an insistence 
As arms control negotiations

even more critical.
community of this very important fact, 
must begin well before an agreement enters into force.
that the information to be provided under a particular agreement will be 
accurate and that the verification procedures will be sound.

strongly support advance data exchange, with provisions for its
For these

reasons, we
verification, and trial inspections as an essential component of the process
of negotiating a chemical weapons ban.

Our striving for effective verification is not, as it is sometimes
Rather, it is an effort to ensure

We will
described, an effort to achieve perfection.
that the future chemical weapons convention protects our security, 
not lower our standards for security simply to meet an artificial deadline or

As we have saidto experience the exhilaration of a treaty-signing ceremony. 
before, having an agreement without effective verification would be worse than 
having no agreement at all.

One critical task in the negotiations on a chemical weapons ban involves
We welcome the informal consultationsverification in the chemical industry, 

being held this week between negotiators and chemical industry representatives
We welcome as well the convening of the conference infrom many countries.
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It can provide an opportunity for serious discussionAustralia in September. 
between government and industry, not only on the negotiations but also on
other aspects of chemical weapons arms control, such as the growing problems 
of the movements of chemical weapons precursors and technology in 
international commerce. From the beginning of the negotiations, the 
United States Government and the United States chemical industry have 
recognized the importance of providing assurance that the civil chemical 
industry is not being misused for illegal chemical weapons production 
activities.
develop provisions for a future chemical weapons convention that will provide 
effective verification and at the same time protect legitimate sensitive and 
confidential business information.

Since 1977, government and industry have been working together to

The United States welcomed the suggestion in 1988 that States 
participating in the negotiations conduct trial inspections in the civil 
chemical industry to assist the negotiating process. In February 1989,
United States experts conducted a national trial inspection at the facility 
operated by Akzo Chemicals in West Virginia. This facility produces 
schedule [2] chemicals from a schedule [3] chemical. The schedule [2] 
chemicals are legitimate commercial products that are used as flame retardants 
and for other purposes. I have already provided preliminary comments on this 
trial inspection in my plenary statement on 4 April. Today the report on this 
first trial inspection is being distributed as document CD/922. This report 
describes in detail the activities that were carried out, and it outlines our 
findings.

One of the most important findings is that further work is necessary in 
specific areas identified in the report. The United States views this first 
national trial inspection as the beginning of a process to develop and refine
inspection procedures, not as a test of procedures that are close to final 
form. This first trial inspection omitted testing some necessary procedures,
such as notification, transportation, and escort arrangements. Other gaps 
have also been recognized, and procedures need to be improved. Thus, it is 
clear to us that further work on a national level, especially additional trial 
inspections, will be necessary to establish a realistic data base. This 
emphasis on further work at the national level does not mean that we oppose 
discussion of possible approaches to multilateral follow-on efforts. We will 
seek to ensure, however, that multilateral activities contribute to the 
negotiation of effective verification provisions. In our view activities 
should be organized to facilitate broad acceptance of the results. Thus, the 
activities should be based on muItilaterally agreed objectives, they should 
provide realistic tests, and they should involve all interested delegations in 
the preparation and conduct of the activities.

In the absence of realistic and valid multilaterally agreed inspection 
procedures, and adequate protection for confidential business information, we 
question the value of multilateral equivalents of the national trial 
inspections. We need well grounded, business-like experiments, and not media 
events. We are concerned that such efforts either will be superficial, and 
therefore a poor model for inspections under the convention, or that they will 
be inadequate to protect confidential information. We also are sceptical that
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such inspections could add much to what has already been learned from national 
inspections. Instead of focusing attention on multilateral inspections, it 
would be better to undertake several types of multilateral activities related 
to chemical industry verification. Collectively, these might be termed a 
multilateral verification experiment. This could include such activities as 
visits to chemical plants and on-site demonstrations of inspection 
procedures. Work by multilateral expert teams to solve problems discovered in 
national trial inspections, such as the need for on-site instrumentation and 
the question of how to handle verification data that is acquired on industry 
activities, are other important matters deserving attention.

Before leaving the subject of trial inspections, I would like to express 
our appreciation to Ambassador Hyltenius and the Swedish delegation, 
have been instrumental in the success of the initial trial inspection 
activities. We hope
political skill and technical expertise in future work in this area.

They

that the Conference will be able to draw on their

With regard to monitoring the chemical industry, the Conference has
extend the verification system of the draft conventionsought to find a way to 

to chemical production facilities that are not covered by the existing data 
reporting and inspection régimes, but that could be used for chemical weapons 

These are the so-called "CW-capable" facilities. For this 
had advocated that a new list, which was initially called

production.
reason, some
"Schedule [4]", be established with a monitoring régime very similar to the 
already agreed régime for key precursors under schedule [2].
United States position, based on the 1984 United States draft convention, has 
been that any toxic commercial chemical that poses a substantial risk should 
be placed under the same monitoring régime as key precursors, and that a

In addition, we have expressed

The

separate, new schedule is not necessary. 
concern about "CW-capable" facilities.

Positions have been evolving as a result of the detailed technical
The flaws in a separate schedule [4] 

broadly recognized and delegations are groping for an alternative.
discussions of the schedule [4] concept.
are now
During the spring part of the 1989 session, a proposal to subdivide 
schedule [2] to create a "schedule [2B]" for toxic chemicals attracted

In addition, the United Kingdom has suggested that itsconsiderable interest, 
concept of "ad hoc inspections" could assist in dealing with the "CW-capable

Most delegations, however, have not formally committed 
Nor has a clear picture emerged of what specific

facilities themselves, 
themselves on these ideas, 
chemicals should be placed on a list.

After carefully reviewing the different approaches, the United States 
believes that both a schedule [2B] and ad hoc verification provisions are 

We propose that the insecticide "Amiton" be placed on schedule 
This insecticide, which is no longer produced, is chemically related to

Existing toxicity information is

necessa ry.
[2B].
the nerve agent VX and is extremely toxic, 
sparse, but it suggests that this chemical falls in the super-toxic lethal

We are not persuaded that any of the other toxic chemicals suggestedrange.
for the list are appropriate.
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The United States welcomes the very constructive proposal by the 
United Kingdom for "ad hoc inspections", as outlined in document CD/909, 
proposal, and the significant proposal for "ad hoc checks" presented by the 
Federal Republic of Germany in document CD/869, have opened up important 
possibilities for strengthening the verification of non-production. While the 
two approaches are somewhat different, both have strong points that could be 
incorporated in an eventual provision for ad hoc verification. We hope that 
such a provision can be developed relatively soon.

This

Let me turn now to the question of challenge inspection. From the 
beginning of the negotiations, challenge inspection has been recognized as one 
of the key issues. The United States proposal in April 1984 for mandatory, 
short-notice challenge inspections represented a turning-point in the 
negotiations. Another turning-point was reached three years later in 
August 1987, when Soviet Foreign Minister Shevardnadze announced to the 
Conference that his country also supported challenge inspection without the 
right of refusal. For almost two years now, the United States and the 
Soviet Union have had a common approach to challenge inspection. Yet during 
that time there has been no concerted effort to complete this key provision. 
Delegations which have serious concerns have remained largely silent. This 
has left a gaping hole in the most important area of any convention, the 
verification régime.

We are heartened, however, by the positive developments. The initiation 
of trial inspections represents a major contribution to the negotiations. In 
this connection, we welcome the ambitious efforts by the United Kingdom as 
reported in document CD/921, as well as the announcement that the Soviet Union 
has carried out a trial challenge inspection. It is our hope that these 
efforts will help to resolve concerns about the intrusiveness of challenge 
inspections. Furthermore, we are encouraged by the plans to hold consultations 
on challenge inspection this summer. We urge delegations to participate 
actively and to make their views clear. In this connection I want to emphasize 
that ad hoc verification and challenge inspection are complementary. Both are 
normal and necessary types of verification and each has a separate and 
distinct role to play. Nether can take the place of the other. Both types of 
verification should be discussed in parallel in the Conference.

With regard to the question of protection of confidential information, in 
our view, a convention must contain detailed safeguards for sensitive 
information. This topic was discussed at length during the spring and is 
expected to receive attention during the summer as well. As a result of the 
spring discussions there now appears to be general recognition that the need 
to protect information applies not only to commercial secrets, but also to 
sensitive military information, such as security arrangements for CW storage 
sites and technical information on CW production facilities. We believe that 
a special annex on confidentiality is warranted. The Chairman's working paper
resulting from discussions in the spring provides an excellent basis for 
further work. A certain amount of refinement and strengthening is necessary, 

It is important that the planned annex provide a clear and simplehowever.
framework for the detailed regulations of the Technical Secretariat that will
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We have a number of specific suggestions that will be provided to
It is our hope and expectation that abe needed.

the Chairman of Working Group 1. 
revised text for the annex can be incorporated in the "rolling text" in August.

While the annex on confidentiality is already well along, work is just 
beginning on the proposed protocol containing detailed inspection provisions. 
We welcome this new undertaking, which builds on earlier accomplishments under 
Dr. Krutzsch of the German Democratic Republic and Mr. Numata of Japan. 
Developing the inspection protocol will be a complex undertaking that will

It is critical to an effective verification system.require great care.
Thus, it should not be drafted hastily to meet some artificial deadline. The
United States has carefully considered these matters and plans to participate 
actively and constructively in development of the protocol.

Finally, I would like to comment on activities in Working Group 4 that
I have in mind the development of the so-called 

We applaud this effort by Mr. Molander to consolidate
relate to verification.
"chemical annex".technical provisions related to the lists of chemicals subject to restriction 

The chemical annex makes the structure of the convention moreor monitoring, 
logical and comprehensible.

I wanted to focus today on verification-related issues because of their
There are, of course, othercritical importance to an effective ban. 

important issues which I was unable to address today because of time
However, I plan to present additional United States views inlimitations, 

some of these areas later in the session.
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... The traumatic experience with chemical weapons during the First World War 
made the international community aware of the barbarity of these weapons and 
led to the conclusion of the Geneva Protocol of 1925. 
somewhat similar situation:

We are now in a
the use of chemical weapons in the war between 

Iran and Iraq and against the Kurdish civilian population has alarmed the 
international community.
indication that the taboo on chemical weapons is disappearing? 
rapid spread of these weapons seems to confirm this notion, 
are now said to be in the arsenals of more than 20 countries, 
which must cause serious concern, calls for determined action, 
act expeditiously.
weapons from becoming an accepted means of warfare, 
united high-level representatives from 149 countries in the common endeavour 
to put an end to the use and spread of chemical weapons. Tb this end, all 
participants in the Paris Conference stressed in the Final Declaration the 
urgency of concluding, at the earliest date, a convention banning chemical 
weapons.

Is the recent actual use of chemical weapons only an
The alleged 

Chemical weapons 
This situation
And we have to

We are called upon to stem the tide and prevent chemical
The Paris Conference

The Geneva Protocol has proved - as we have become painfully aware - 
inadequate to prevent the use of chemical.weapons. It still allows the 
development, acquisition and stockpiling of chemical weapons. Another major 
drawback is that the Geneva Protocol does not provide for any verification 
measures. Clearly the best way to stop the proliferation of chemical weapons 
and to free mankind once and for all from the scourge of chemical weapons is 
the conclusion of a comprehensive and effectively verifiable convention which 
ensures that all existing chemical weapons stocks and chemical weapons 
production facilities are eliminated and that any further manufacture, 
acquisition, transfer and use of these weapons is prohibited and that this is 
sub]ect to effective verification. Unless such a comprehensive solution is 
obtained, the risk of use of chemical weapons will persist.

Interim measures designed to prevent the proliferation of chemical 
weapons are far less effective than a comprehensive chemical weapons 
convention and I will say why. A comprehensive ban is the only means of 
establishing an internationally and globally accepted norm that makes the 
possession of chemical weapons illegal. A regime providing only for 
non-proliferation measures would be considered by many to be discriminatory. 
There may not be sufficient incentive to renounce the option of acquiring 
chemical weapons as long as arsenals of chemical weapons continue to exist. 
Interim measures, moreover, cannot reliably rule out any misuse of chemicals 
and equipment which have been supplied for peaceful purposes. And there will 
be no means of verification to deter such misuse and dispel suspicion of 
clandestine production of chemical weapons. If we perceive the fight against 
chemical weapons as consisting only of measures to prevent their proliferation, 
we are ignoring the real scope of the issue. We could thereby undermine the 
commitment of the international community to erase chemical weapons from the 
face of the Earth by way of a global and comprehensive convention.
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My plea today for a comprehensive global convention banning chemical 
weapons is prompted by my Government's concern not to miss a historic 
opportunity.
the negotiating table here in Geneva. Despite the tight schedule of our 
meetings and the increased pace of our negotiations, I cannot but observe that 
we have so far failed to turn the impetus given by the Paris Conference into 
the urgently needed progress on the crucial issues of our negotiations.

The Paris Conference called for a redoubling of our efforts at

Let me try to illustrate this point. The verification of compliance with 
the provisions of the convention we are endeavouring to achieve is one of the 
crucial aspects of our negotiations. From the outset we knew that it would be 
one of the most difficult issues to resolve. We welcomed the progress which 
has been achieved on this problem over the last few years. We now have a
verification system, the elements of which have already been largely 
developed.
to commit themselves.

Yet I get the impression that some delegations are still hesitant 
Challenge inspections must - and all delegations seem

to agree on that - be considered a corner-stone of the whole verification 
system, as they constitute an all-embracing measure enabling all States 
parties to clarify doubts about compliance. The concept of this measure has 
been under discussion for several years. Yet views still seem to diverge on 
the specific modalities of this measure. However, these differences are, in 
my opinion, by no means insurmountable. Rather, I am under the impression 
that their significance is sometimes overestimated. It should be possible to 
achieve concrete results which would be reflected in the "rolling text" by the 
end of this session. A text on challenge inspections in appendix I completing 
the existing draft of article IX would be a manifestation of our common 
resolve. Such a result would also provide the necessary basis to complete the 
verification system. It would be understood as a long-needed signal which 
could also stimulate work on other parts of the convention.

The numerous national trial inspections which have been conducted over 
the past few months bear witness to the fact that we are on the right track. 
The report on the British trial challenge inspections confirms this notion.
It should provide a very useful input on the further discussions, in 
particular on inspection procedures. A review of the reports on national 
trial inspections in chemical industry facilities demonstrates that article VI 
and its annexes provide a sound basis for the verification of non-production. 
The valuable experience gained in these trials should have a reassuring effect 
and enable us to put the finishing touches to the verification regimes of 
article VI.

The extensive discussions on the need for additional verification 
measures in the convention have as yet not been conclusive. At the beginning 
of last year it was my delegation which put forward a proposal for ad hoc 
checks that are intended to supplement the existing routine measures for the 
verification of non-production. We proposed this concept in an attempt to 
meet concerns expressed about the ease with which chemical weapons can be 
produced clandestinely in the chemical industry. Ad hoc checks are a 
flexible, easily manageable and unintrusive means of verification which can 
cover all facilities in the chemical industry capable of producing chemical 
weapons and deter any production of chemical weapons in them.
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Only last week we concluded a trial ad hoc check at a chemical plant in 
the Fideral Republic of Germany. The results, on which a report will be 
submitted to the Conference soon, are encouraging, and corroborate our view 
that ad hoc checks are effective and feasible. We have presented our proposal 
as an input to an ongoing debate, as I explained in my statement on 
13 September last year, in which I introduced our second working paper 
(CD/869) on ad hoc checks. It has been our intention to stimulate further 
thinking. We are open to any other suggestion or compromise which meets the 
requirement of a solution that is manageable and at the same time effective.

Let me stress again that we consider the existing verification system 
sound and reliable. Any ad hoc verification measure we may add to it should 
be regarded only as filling out the existing draft provisions. It should not 
in any way fundamentally change or detract from the established verification 
framework. The convention we are envisaging poses particularly difficult

But we should keep in mind that no disarmament
Yet we believe that the

verification problems, 
agreement will be 100 per cent verifiable.
verification system of the convention will be effective in deterring possible 
violations of the convention.

And at a more general level, all States would in terms of security be 
better off with a comprehensive and global convention than without it, even if 
the convention did not contain verification measures which could come up to 
the ideal of 100 per cent detectability. This should be especially clear in 
view of the current situation, which is characterized by speculation and 
suspicion about the threat posed by existing or allegedly existing CW 
stockpiles and the proliferation of chemical weapons. A convention would 
provide confidence: existing CW stockpiles and production facilities would be 
eliminated, and this process would be subject to strict verification; the 
production, processing and consumption of the chemicals in question would be 
monitored, thus giving assurance that such substances are not diverted for 
chemical weapons purposes; even if doubts about compliance were to persist. 
States parties could resort to the instrument of challenge inspections, which 
would permit swift clarification in any case involving serious concerns about 
security. Had the international community been able to resort to such an 
instrument in the past, many ambiguous situations - also pertaining to the 
alleged proliferation of chemical weapons - could have been resolved or, more 
likely still, avoided in the first place.

The Paris Conference gave expression to the world-wide consensus for a 
global ban on chemical weapons. Let us not lose this consensus, 
conclusion of our negotiations is overdue. It is not possible to maintain the 
momentum in the negotiations indefinitely. We here in Geneva should not 
succumb to the danger of getting bogged down in protracted discussions of 
unnecessary details. It is our responsiblity to seek early breakthroughs on 
the crucial issues which remain to be resolved and stand in the way of final

The

Let us make use of the "window of opportunity" provided by the
time is

agreement.
historic situation we find ourselves in. Let us also remember this:

The risk of further proliferation, and of chemical weapons
Thus, there is no time to

not on our side, 
becoming an accepted means of warfare, is growing.
lose.
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Today I shall only introduce some working documents. Later in this 
session I hope to give a somewhat more elaborate presentation on a number of 
issues. Let me start by introducing a document on behalf of those countries 
of the CD that are members of the North Atlantic Alliance, which I believe 
will be available at the end of this morning. It is CD/926, to which are 
attached two documents in the original French and English, a "Declaration of 
the heads of State and Government participating in the meeting of the 
North Atlantic Council in Brussels (29-30 May 1989) ", and a report entitled "A 
comprehensive concept of arms control and disarmament" as adopted on the same 
occasion by the North Atlantic Council in Brussels. These important documents 
together reflect the views of the North Atlantic Alliance on progress in the 
field of arms control and disarmament. They point the way to achieving 
increased security at substantially lower levels of armaments. As such they 
are highly relevant for our work in the CD. The "comprehensive concept of 
arms control and disarmament" reiterates the Western commitment to a total ban 
on chemical weapons. The documents also make clear the Western position on 
nuclear weapons and conventional armaments. On this basis heads of State and 
Government have demonstrated both what can be achieved and the limits of what 
is feasible. I recommend these documents to your close scrutiny.

On behalf of the Netherlands delegation I would like to introduce working 
papers CD/924 and CD/925 on two trial inspections recently held in the 
Netherlands both in the same plant. I wish to recall that in 1986 the 
Netherlands organized one of the first trial inspections, which was followed 
by a workshop for all participants in the chemical weapons negotiations. The 
value of testing out inspection procedures has now been widely accepted, and a 
surprisingly large number of national trial inspections has been held since 
last year's summer session. Ambassador Ekéus and later Ambassador Hyltemus 
of Sweden have played a pivotal role in preparing these trial inspections and 
guiding their follow-up, and I wish to thank them for it. It has, up to now, 
been a very successful exercise.

(continued)
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Our efforts should, indeed, be called inspection exercises, as we have 
not taken all necessary steps required for a real international inspection.
The United States delegate, Ambassador Friedersdorf, made a similar remark 
this morning. We conducted two exercises in order to highlight some problems 
which we encountered in the negotiations recently. These problems are related 
in particular to the objectives of an inspection. For example: Is this 
inspection required because we are afraid that a declared schedule [2] 
compound is being misused? Or is it required primarily because the production 
equipment of the declared plant is suitable for the production of schedule [1] 
chemicals? In short: is the inspection concerned with the chemicals or with 
the equipment?

In fact, in our view, it concerns both. In article VI of the present 
"rolling text" more attention has been given, however, to misuse of particular 
chemicals and not so much to that of equipment: a plant that produces 
non-toxic schedule [2], chemicals will be brought under routine inspections, 
even when it is clearly incapable of producing super-toxic chemicals. On the 
other hand, under the currently envisaged régime, a plant that is perfectly 
suited for large-scale production of super-toxic chemicals will not have to be 
declared and routinely inspected as long as it does not produce or process one 
of the scheduled chemicals.

I would like to suggest that different objectives call for different 
approaches. In the Dutch verification exercises we have therefore pursued two 
different tracks. In one exercise we monitored the batch processing of a 
schedule [2] chemical in one reactor of a very versatile multi-purpose plant. 
Before the inspection took place, a facility attachment was negotiated with 
the plant management. In the second exercise we verified the non-production 
of chemical warfare agents in the whole chemical complex, consisting in fact 
of more than 100 reactor vessels. This inspection had an ad hoc character, 
i.e. it was not based on an agreed facility attachment. Both exercises were 
carried out satisfactorily, but they also gave us quite some food for thought, 
as will be clear from the working papers.

For example, a question that may seem purely technical at first sight, 
but which in fact is crucial for the relevance of routine inspection under 
annex [2] of article VI, is the definition of "facility", 
reactor with associated equipment? Do we mean all reactors within one 
building? Or do we mean the whole chemical complex?

Do we mean one

The reports on trial inspections conducted so far show that all three 
interpretations have been used, 
trial inspections that have used the broadest interpretation might be 
100 times or even 1,000 times as wide as when the most restrictive 
interpretation has been used. The relevance and feasibility of routine 
inspection is therefore highly dependent on a clear definition of "facility .

The implication is that the scope of those

During the ad hoc exercise in the whole chemical complex we studied some 
specific characteristics of a plant that is capable of producing chemical 
warfare agents. A list of some possible characteristics is included in 
CD/925. We hope that our suggestions will be discussed in the relevant
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working groups, together with important proposals made by others, including 
the Federal Republic of Germany and the United Kingdom, and that they will 

solving the difficult problem of the CW capability of thecontribute to 
chemical industry.
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At the same time, the differences that have to be reconciled in the
It is very importantcourse of the negotiations should not be underestimated, 

not to undertake measures that are likely to complicate the negotiating 
process in Vienna. It should not be forgotten that the problem of tactical 
nuclear weapons also recruires negotiations. The appeal from the States 
parties to the Warsaw Treaty to the member States of NATO, contained in
document CD/918 submitted by the delegation of Romania,

which ensures confidenee-building, must cover
states that "the

the entiredisarmament process, 
complex of the armed forces, infantry, air force and navy, and all armaments 
conventional, nuclear and chemical ^ ready to be used in a European
contingency".

It is generally recognized that bilateral, regional and multilateral
Moreover, it is desirable that they 

In this vein, I wouldefforts should not be mutually exclusive. 
should, as much as possible, be complementary options, 
like to draw the attention of the Conference to the declaration signed^on 
23 April this year by the President of the State Council of the People s 
Republic of Bulgaria, Todor Zhivkov, and the Prime Minister of the Republic o 
Greece, Andreas Papandreou and distributed in the Conference as document 

submission the declaration is consonant with the positive
The leaders of the two States, which belong toCD/919.

trends in international life, 
different politico-military alliances, state the intention of their respective 

"elaborate norms of behaviour with a view to turning their 
territories into a zone free of nuclear and chemical weapons". 
be noted that the two leaders state that they are encouraged by the favourable 
prospects for concluding a convention on the prohibition and destruction of 
chemical weapons, and are determined to sign it immediately upon its opening

The declaration as a whole is based on a wish to contribute by

In our

Governments to It should also

for signature.
concrete actions to promoting multilateral Balkan co-operation and working out 
confidence-building and security-building measures in the region.

Speaking about expectations and hopes, it is natural that we ask 
ourselves what role the Conference on Disarmament can and should play in the 

political environment that is taking shape today. We would not be honestnew
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if we did not admit that the Conference still has difficulties in joining the 
general stream of events in the world and - at least to some extent 
unaffected by the positive trends in international life. There is definitely 
a change - in the tone and in the general atmosphere. We welcome that. But 
international public opinion is expecting results, at least one multilateral 
convention as soon as possible.

remains

It could be said, without exaggeration, that at present the credibility 
of the Conference on Disarmament, as the single multilateral negotiating body, 
is staked mainly if not exclusively on one card - the elaboration of a draft 
convention on a comprehensive and total chemical weapon ban. In January of 
this year 149 countries gathered in Paris were unanimous in acknowledging "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". The Paris Conference called upon the Conference on 
Disarmament "to redouble its efforts, as a matter of urgency, to resolve 
expeditiously the remaining issues and to conclude the convention at the 
earliest date".

My delegation highly appreciates the efforts deployed so far by 
Ambassador Morel in his capacity as Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee on 
Chemical Weapons, as well as the energy and dedication of the five chairmen of

There is no doubt that the work has been intensified. Wethe working groups.
have a new structure for the negotiations, more meetings, more discussions,

A great amount of technical»work hasmore participants in the negotiations, 
been done, and some results have been achieved. Most unfortunately, however, 
we have been unable, during the spring session, to come closer to the solution
of a few critically important outstanding issues which are generally 
recognized to be the crux of the future draft convention. In our view it is 
imperative at this stage for the Ad hoc Committee, and in particular its 
working groups, to avoid a repetition of past discussion, 
imperative for them not to be obsessed with issues of detail which have - at 
least to some extent - acquired disproportionate importance during the spring 
session. It is high time for the negotiations to give priority to efforts 
aimed at finalizing the provisions on challenge inspections, agreeing on the 
order of destruction of chemical weapons and chemical weapon production 
facilities, and reaching understanding on the composition and decision-making 
powers of the Executive Council. Given political will on the part of all 
participants in the negotiations, it should be possible to reach agreement on 
a general scheme of verification of compliance with the convention and to 
resolve the outstanding issues related to the regime of synthesis and 
production of schedule [1] chemicals not prohibited by the convention, 
also time to move forward in finding solutions to the problems involved in 
article X and article XI.

It is also

It is

My delegation welcomes the resumption of the Soviet-American 
consultations on chemical weapons, 
give a strong impetus to the negotiations in the framework of the Conference. 
My delegation hopes that during the summer session the Conference will succeed 
in translating the spirit and letter of the Declaration of the Paris 
Conference into real progress in the elaboration of the draft convention.

We expect them to produce results which
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In the establishment of a regime to totally ban chemical weapons, doubts 
whether the Conference has achieved a tangible result. Ithave arisen as to

has been argued that the plethora of technical details means that more time is

(continue^.)
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needed. It could also be argued, however, that the improvement in the 
international political climate which presents us with a positive momentum 
should be seen as an opportunity to speed up the conclusion of the regime. A 
great deal of effort has been directed towards the conclusion of 
to totally ban chemical weapons. 
details of establishing such a convention have been thoroughly examined during 
these last few years, and we believe that the establishment of the regime is 
within our reach. The efforts and dedication of the Chairman of the 
Ad hoc Committee, Ambassador Pierre Morel, as well as the five Chairmen of the 
Working Groups, in guiding the work of the Committee deserve our special 
appreciation. In this regard, my delegation particularly appreciates the 
initiative to invite experts to give their comments and suggestions to the 
Committee. This constitutes a useful practice which could enrich our 
discussions in drafting the convention.

a convention 
The technical as well as the conceptual

The issue of verification of the convention is of utmost importance for 
the Committee. We believe that the establishment of a comprehensive and 
applicable verification regime embodied in the future convention will be the 
litmus test of the sincerity of States' intentions to remove the chemical 
weapons they possess. Another element which is no less important is the order 
of destruction of chemical weapons, as well as their production facilities. A 
verifiable order of destruction which assures the total elimination and 
banning of these weapons will be a source of credibility for the future 
convention. This particular part of the draft convention is in need of a 
practical and problem-solving approach which takes into account the wish of 
those who really want to see these horrific weapons banned soon once and for 
all.

At the last spring session of the Conference, my delegation mentioned 
that we could only judge the success of the Conference in establishing the 
regime if, at the end of this summer session, we could see the result of our 
exercise in treaty language incorporated in the "rolling text". It should be 
remembered that the international gathering of 149 States in Paris in January 
of this year resulted in an obligatory mandate to redouble our efforts to 
conclude the regime at an early date. Technical information suggests that 
protection against a chemical-weapon attack is nearly impossible in a tropical 
climate like ours. Recovery from such a catastrophe is also said to be an 
extremely difficult task. These are only two of the many reasons why 
Indonesia, as a densely populated tropical country, has as one of its 
principal disarmament goals a total ban on chemical weapons.

My delegation has an open mind and constructively considers any idea or 
initiative which would contribute to the goal of totally banning chemical 
weapons. Any initiative which will enhance endeavours to finalize a global, 
comprehensive and verifiable chemical weapons convention negotiated at the 
Conference on Disarmament should be supported. Our readiness to positively 
consider such an initiative also applies to efforts outside the framework of 
the CD, provided that they would speed up the conclusion of the chemical 
weapons convention being negotiated in the CD.
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One of the most significant items on the agenda of this negotiating body 
is the elimination of chemical weapons. The horrors of chemical warfare were 
hardly remembered in 1980. Yet, the 1980s became a turning point in the 
banalization of chemical weapons and their treatment as conventional ones.
The almost unabated and indiscriminate use of these weapons of mass 
destruction by Iraq in the course of its war of aggression against the Islamic 
Republic of Iran added yet another frightening dimension; that is, even this 
despicable method of warfare and genocide can be employed almost with impunity 
in a world dominated by political expediency. Repeated warnings by the 
Islamic Republic of Iran, reports by international mass media, and even eight 
reports produced by United Nations teams of experts did not create any genuine 
reaction by the international diplomatic comnunity, or even the States parties 
to the Geneva Protocol of 1925. And in this atmosphere of silence and 
acquiescence, the world witnessed a quantitative and qualitative 
intensification of chemical warfare by Iraq.

Chemical warfare started with sporadic use of chemical weapons in limited 
areas and developed into a regular method of warfare. The victims, who 
in 1981 were a limited number of Iranian soldiers, grew in numbers, and 
finally engulfed innocent Iranian civilians in Sardasht. The emotional report 
of United ttetions specialists witnessing the martyrdom of chemically wounded 
children did not move the custodians of international peace, security, law and 
human rights. Had they reacted differently, the Iraqi re'gime might have been 
deterred from resorting to such a massive chemical at-tack in its genocide in 
Halabja. The chemical agent with which Iraq started its chemical warfare was 
sinple mustard gas. However, they gradually moved on to technologically 
sophisticated nerve gas and agents such as Sarin and Suman. This development 
is not only significant because of the vast difference in toxicity, but also 
because of the significant change in the required technology. Sarin cannot be 
produced with the normal equipment of pesticide plants. It is evident, 
therefore, that the technology for the production of these agents was supplied 
to Iraq, regrettably, in the course of the war and certainly after the Iraqi 
policy of chemical warfare had become public knowledge.

The delivery system of chemical weapons had an even more dramatic 
development. According to the report of the Uhited Nations team, in 1984, the 
delivery system was so inperfect that many of the chemical bombs did not even 
operate. By .1986, this shortcoming had already been overcome. In addition, 
spray tanks, and more inportantly surface-to-surface missiles carrying 
chemical agents, were introduced, once again proving the complicity of others 
in the criminal development of the Iraqi chemical war machine.

The Halabja chemical massacre shocked international public opinion and 
created the expectation that effective measures would be taken in order to 
reverse the conventional approach of indiscriminate use of chemical weapons. 
Against this background, and following the establishment of a cease-fire
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between Iran and Iraq, the Paris Conference was announced. But in a bid to 
pre-empt any action against the culprit, the Iraqi foreign Minister in an 
interview with a Kuwaiti paper on the eve of the Conference threatened that he 
would reveal the names of European suppliers of chemical agents and technology 
to Iraq, if those countries persisted in their pressure against Iraq. The 
blackmail was so effective that the Conference did not even name the culprit. 
It is, therefore, not surprising to see that although the Paris Conference 
called on the Conference on Disarmament to redouble its efforts for the speedy 
conclusion of a convention banning chemical weapons, no agreement has been 
reached in CD even for minor improvements such as changing the mandate of the 
Ad Hoc Cormittee to add "prohibition of use" in the title of the convention 
being negotiated.

What is really needed for the speedy conclusion of a conprehensive, 
global and effectively verifiable convention is a strong political will by all 
parties. Our collective efforts should be directed towards total and absolute 
elimination of chemical weapons through the early conclusion of a convention 
enjoying universal adherence. Interim measures such as non-proliferation of 
chemical weapons will not serve the objective of abolishing chemical weapons 
and preventing their use. In this connection, the order of destruction 
envisaged in the convention should include qualitative and quantitative 
aspects of these weapons. The order of destruction should give priority to 
destruction of the most lethal ones such as nerve gas, and not start with
mustard gas, which because of its obsoleteness will have to be destroyed 
sooner or later. The big Powers should prove their genuine will by acting

The Canberra Conference should also 
refrain from acting towards non-proliferation of chemical weapons, since that 
will adversely affect the work of our Conference in Geneva, 
ensure the universality of the convention, it is necessary to provide 
incentives, and in this respect article 10 plays a key role.

indiscriminately in this direction.

In order to

Assistance to
victims of chemical weapons should be automatic and mandatory, because any 
delay in providing assistance such as antidotes, medical care and first aid 
would cost human lives. Another area which still needs to be specified is 
punitive measures against States parties which may breach the convention.
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The Conference on Disarmament has its own share to contribute to the 
positive general trend in world events. Negotiations on the comprehensive and 
total ban of all chemical weapons are definitely one of the areas where the 
Conference on Disarmament is in a position to make a significant step. The 
work resumed in the five working groups under the dynamic guidance of 
Ambassador Morel, Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee, in the view of my 
delegation, should be directed towards the solution of the remaining problems 
which have been identified so far, and the agreements achieved should be fixed 
in the rolling text. When I speak about the remaining problems, I mean those 
of considerable political importance. The five working groups in our view 
should give their attention to resolving the problems which may facilitate the 
earliest completion of the convention on the global ban of all chemical 
weapons.

My delegation considers that the Conference has done useful work with the 
accomplishment of quite a number of national trial inspections. The practical 
experience gained and the conclusions drawn will facilitate the final 
elaboration of the verification system of the future convention. I would like 
to express my delegation's appreciation to the Swedish delegation for the 
excellent work it has accomplished.

While in Geneva the Conference on Disarmament is engaged in the 
negotations on a chemical weapons ban and an increased significance is 
attached to the problems of verification, a number of countries are busy in 
their efforts aimed at contributing to the solution of that key issue.

Hungary was one of the first to conduct a national trial inspection late 
last year. As declared on several occasions Hungary does not possess chemical 
weapons, nor an industrial establishment for their production. It does not 
conduct any sort of research on chemical weapons, nor does it intend to 
acquire such weapons in the future. Furthermore no other country stores any 
kind of chemical weapons or conducts any kind of related activity on the 
territory of Hungary. Our participation in trial inspections serves purely 
political purposes : to promote negotiations and help create mutual confidence.

The objectives of the first trial inspection were limited: to provide 
opportunities for a Hungarian team to learn and practise the basics of 
inspection. In view of the favourable expereience gained, and the desire to 
maintain the momentum of the negotiations in Geneva, we think it useful to 
give consideration to following up - at the appropriate time - the national 
trial inspections by different types of multilateral activities including 
multilateral verification experiments.
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I should now like to make one or two comments on the work of the 
Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons. My first words of course are to 
Ambassador Morel, to congratulate him, and also the Chairmen of the five 
working groups, for the dedication and brilliance with which they 
conducting their work. Bent as we all are on concluding the negotiations as 
soon as possible, in accordance with the spirit of the Paris Conference, my 
delegation cannot but salute the great effort that is being made by the 
Conference on Disarmament to fulfil its responsibilities in this field. As 
you know the negotiations taking place in the Conference on Disarmament with a 
view to arriving at the total prohibition and destruction of chemical 
are unique in post-war multilateral negotiations, and that is worth 
remembering. In the first place, we are faced with negotiations that have no 
deadline; that is to say, we attend them and take part in them without any 
time-limit, remaining exposed to changes in the international environment, and 
hence liable to go over the same ground year after year. If we had a deadline 
for completing our work, or at least a particular year accepted by everyone, 
then our work might take on a different pace and a different look, 
of such a date might make an unkind observer think the conclusion of the 
convention could be put off

are

weapons

The lack

(continued)



CD/PV.515
11

(Mr. Calderon. Peru)

Another factor that makes these negotiations unique is that so far the 
mandate still does not explicitly refer to the prohibition of the use of 
chemical weapons.
matter of establishing the relationship of the future convention with the 
Geneva Protocol of 1925, a divergence appears. Obviously, nobody is thinking 
of a total prohibition, but of a limited prohibition of use, whether it is 
first, second or whatever use.

Another factor has to do with the proliferation of provisions and texts, 
all of them related to the future convention, which would also make it unique, 
because it would be necessary to agree not only on the basic provisions but 
also on all the regulations and subsidiary aspects connected with the 
application of the various articles of the convention. We are therefore faced 
with a situation in which we have to concern ourselves with both legislating 
and regulating, sometimes finding that the regulatory aspect prevails over the 
legislative.
value from the legal point of view and the differences that could arise as a 
result of different régimes in domestic law do not allow us to rule out the 
possibility of new and unwelcome complications in the future.

Related to this last factor is the question of the "rolling text" - 
a good term coined some time ago — which has made it possible to maintain 
continuity over the past few years, 
we should keep that term, 
text coming out of the Ad Hoc Committee, because it could happen that 
continuity comes to mean continuing for continuing's sake, which is not at all 
the same thing. We could think of a preliminary draft convention for next 
year, and that would appear to be the most logical thing if we wish to be 
consistent with the Final Declaration of Paris.

Obviously, this is in everybody's mind, but when it is a

But the fact is that this is still not clear.

The interrelationship that in the end exists between them, their

Nevertheless, it is worth asking whether 
Perhaps the time has come to give a new name to the

Finally, another factor that makes these negotiations special is the 
method of work. At first sight, it would appear logical to try to make 
specific progress in all areas related to the future convention, and yet when 
the pace and progress of the work is not smooth and even in all areas, that is 
to say, when there are ups and downs, we do not see why we cannot choose to 
defer until a later stage those subsidiary questions that need to mature 
further so that we can concentrate our attention and efforts on the major 
subjects that are interdependent and indispensable, in order to give the 
convention its final form. A popular saying is "Jack of all trades, master of 
none", and it might be advisable not to disregard that advice, incidentally 
making it easier for everyone to get a grasp of all the really substantive 
issues that will shape the future convention. I think it is very good to 
redouble on efforts and hold all kinds of meetings, but only in the knowledge 
that we are not going to disappoint expectations and that we are going to have 
a final text of the convention within our reach.
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Mr. KARHILO (Finland): Mr. President, first of all I would wish to 
express my great appreciation for the fact that I have the possibility of 
addressing the CD under your chairmanship.

I shall devote my statement today to the issue of chemical weapons, 
although Finland attaches great importance to all items on the agenda of the 
Conference on Disarmament. A complete ban on chemical weapons has clearly 
become one of the foremost priorities of international disarmament efforts.
It is an issue of today, not of any undefined later day in the future. The 
negotiations for a comprehensive chemical weapons convention within the 
Conference on Disarmament are where our efforts should be concentrated. The 
global approach is the only one that can have durable results. At the same 
time Finland is ready to participate in complementary international efforts as 
long as they truly uphold the main objective and do not lead to any diversions 
from it. It was in this spirit that we participated in the Paris Conference 
last January. It is in this spirit that we support the United Nations 
Secretary-General's role in investigating reports of possible use of chemical 
weapons and the work of the qualified experts' group in developing this 
procedure. It will be in this spirit that we shall go to Canberra next 
September.

(continued)
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In Paris last January the world community, practically in its entirety, 
condemned once again these sinister weapons of mass destruction, and gave 
strengthened impetus to the on-going negotiations on the chemical weapons 

The Paris Conference called for the redoubling of efforts in
were. The Conference also called for

As a result new
countries joined the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons as observers.
Despite these positive developments one can sense widespread disappointment 
after the spring session of the CD as to the concrete results achieved in the 
aftermath of the Paris Conference. We acknowledge the fact that an 
effectively verifiable chemical weapons convention is both technically and 
politically complex and no quick breakthroughs are to be expected. During the 
spring session several issues which had not been discussed for some years were 

This was helpful as a reminder of the wide scope of issues
Lengthy discussions were dedicated to other 

issues, which, although relevant to the final outcome, could now be left aside 
for the time being in order to have more time for tackling the major problems.

convention.
these negotiations; and redoubled they 
all States to make their contribution to these negotiations.

taken up again, 
that still have to be addressed.

We share the concern of several other delegations that the impetus 
created by the Paris Conference will wither away in the absence of meaningful 
concrete results on the major questions.

for shifting the main emphasis in the negotiations to the politically
This would also help the technical experts to correctly

Otherwise the technical

We strongly feel that the time has
come
problematic aspects.
focus their work on the real needs of the convention, 
discussions will become a never-ending story of new gaps and new theoretical

The basic information available to thepossibilities to be covered, 
negotiators is already sufficient for this shift to take place.

I will now turn to some of the issues at hand in the negotiations which 
we consider to be of major significance.

First, there is the issue of existing stocks of chemical weapons and 
their destruction. It is of cardinal importance for the credibility of the 
convention that all existing stocks be declared from the very beginning and 
that their destruction be promptly initiated. The order of destruction needs 
to foreclose any possibilities for proliferation of chemical weapons once the 
convention enters into force. It goes without saying that the verification 
measures covering this issue have to be the strictest possible tinder the 
convention. We have welcomed the information the two major possessors of 
chemical weapons have provided about their destruction programmes already 
under way. As was pointed out during the spring session the safe destruction 
of the existing stocks is both technically difficult and costly. We hope that 
the technology that has been developed for this purpose by the Soviet Union 
and the United States could be made available in due course to any interested 
country. This would ensure that all existing stocks were disposed of safely 
within the lime-limits set in the Convention.

Secondly, effective verification that no new chemical weapons will be 
produced once the convention enters into force is of essential importance. 
Unlike the arrangements for the destruction of the existing stocks, these
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measures have no fixed time-limit. When approaching this issue one has to 
keep constantly in mind the purpose of the convention, which sets the limits 
to the verification measures. The main task is to verify non-production of 
chemical weapons. We have not undertaken to monitor the whole production of 
all the chemical industries of the world. Not even the production of 
dangerous or lethal chemicals as such. We are interested in the weaponizable 
chemicals, in weaponizable quantities, and, in making sure that they are not 
being used to produce weapons. Beyond that, the verification of 
non-production of minor quantities in a cost-effective way will become 
increasingly difficult. The best we can strive for is to create a régime that 
can be used to clear any doubts of non-compliance. If possible, that should 
be done even before such doubts become serious. In practical terms that would 
mean a régime that allows selective intrusiveness, includes a factor of 
surprise, and uses technically and scientifically sound methods. We are 
convinced that all the main elements required are already in existence. The 
technical methods have been developed to the extent that non-production of the 
named chemicals can be verified. The further tuning of these methods now 
depends on clear definitions of all parts of the régime.

The concept of mandatory short-notice on-site inspections and the details 
of that part of the verification régime should be taken up as a matter of 
priority during this summer session. The challenge inspections and the 
different proposals concerning ad hoc procedures should be moulded into a 
consistent régime which allows for a flexible application of measures to the 
variety of situations that may arise. Without going into the details of such 
a régime we feel that the inspections should always be conducted by the 
Technical Secretariat. There should also be a possibility for the Technical 
Secretariat to initiate the process. The most important feature, however, is 
that the inspections falling under this category should constitute a normal 
procedure under the convention. Their role should be regarded as preventive 
and not as offensive or as a last resort. Care should also be taken to create 
reasonable safeguards against abuse of the régime. The inspection activities 
should not decrease the confidence of the country being inspected or its 
industry in regard to the overall usefulness of the convention.

The third part is the relationship between the chemical weapons 
convention and the 1925 Geneva Protocol. In our opinion the convention will 
have to supersede the provisions of the Protocol, including the reservations 
made to it. The convention bans chemical weapons from the day it comes into 
force. The destruction period of 10 years is there to create a realistic 
timespan to get rid of the existing stocks safely. When the use of chemical 
weapons is prohibited by the convention there can be no excuses for 
circumventing that obligation. The maintenance in force of the reservations 
to the Geneva Protocol would maintain the option of the second use of chemical 
weapons. This would clearly undermine the convention.

Fourth comes the right of every nation to strive for the normal and 
legitimate development of its own industrial base including the chemical 
industries. The convention cannot compel the Governments of the States 
parties on behalf of the individual enterprises to transfer technology when it
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is against the interests and will of the owners of that technology, 
nothing in the convention should prevent the transfer of technology for 
permitted purposes. Under the convention the verification régime is for the 

of ultimately verifying that the technologies and chemicals are not 
used illegitimately.

However,

purpose

We clearly understand that the inclusion of this kind of a provision in 
the convention is important to the nations whose chemical industry is in the 
early stages of development. 
value some other countries, including my own, attach to the verification

The export controls that many countries are preparing or already

As a confidence-builder it is comparable to the

provisions.
imposing on relevant chemicals and technologies should be regarded as

In the absence of a global ban the spread ofnecessary provisional measures, 
chemical weapons and the widening availability of long-range delivery systems 
for them is everyone's concern, 
should not be allowed to go free.

The spectre of long-range chemical warfare 
After the chemical weapons convention has 

into force the importance of these controls will diminish. Theircome
application to trade between the States parties could then be relaxed.

Universal adherence to the Convention is of utmost importance for it to 
The legitimate concerns and interests of all nations should be

This can be done in two
be effective.
given equal attention during the negotiations, 
parallel ways without hampering the effectiveness of the Conference on 
Disarmament as the negotiating body. First, all countries willing to make an 
active contribution should be encouraged to do so. The observer countries 
here in the CD should make full use of this opportunity to put forward their 
views and have them duly reflected in the process. The number of observers 
has grown considerably since earlier years, and we hope that this trend will 
continue.
for different reasons, cannot participate in the negotiations even as

In this field we acknowledge the valuable work done by Australia

Secondly, efforts should be made to inform those countries which,

observers.
in promoting regional awareness about chemical weapons issues.

I would like to turn now to some more detailed and technical aspects of 
the convention. Earlier I touched upon some general aspects of the 
verification of compliance with the convention. However, verification does 
not only involve working out the necessary procedures in the convention 
itself. The development of reliable technical methods and instruments to 
carry out the specific verification tasks that those procedures entail is 
equally important. Moreover, this work is continuous and requires constant 
attention, testing, research and improvement in all the fields connected with 
the inspection activities.

It is precisely these aspects of CW verification to which Finland has 
devoted considerable efforts and resources since 1973. Our research project 
is conducted by a team of scientists and financed by the Finnish Ministry for 
Foreign Affairs. The Project develops instrumental methods for detection, 
identification and analysis of chemical warfare agents. The results of this 
work, as we know, have been presented to the Conference on Disarmament in the 
form of handbook-type annual reports, the Finnish Blue Books. The latest
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report, the fourteenth of the series, will be introduced here in the very near 
future. The new Blue Book is a revised version of Report D.l, "Standard 
Operating Procedures for the Verification of Chemical Disarmament" which was 
presented to the CD last summer. Revisions have been made on the basis of 
experience gained in applying our procedures to 40 chemicals. A chapter on 
liquid chromatography has been added, and all experimental data have been 
presented in the Appendix.

During the last years the Finnish Project has devoted considerable 
efforts to some of the basic elements of the inspection activities directly 
connected with the verification régime of the Convention. These are: 
instrumentation, standard operating procedures and computerized data base for 
the identification of the scheduled chemicals.

The instrumentation of the verification laboratories has been described 
in the recent working paper submitted by Finland (CD/CW/WP.253) which was 
introduced in the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons during the meeting with 
the representatives of chemical industries two weeks ago.

So far there is no generally accepted method for CW verification 
analyses. The standard operating procedures designed by our Project try to 
fill that gap. The need for generally accepted procedures is evident. All 
the analyses of the samples taken by the inspection teams should be carefully 
handled by identical procedures and analysed by exactly the same methods.
Only then can the results become comparable. Only, then can they be 
universally relied upon, and leave no doubts about the scientific value of the 
findings. The importance of this cannot be over-estimated, as any violation 
will immediately become a political issue of large international dimensions. 
There must be no uncertainty about the soundness of the results.

Moreover, such precision combined with total impartiality can only be 
guaranteed if there is a network of qualified laboratories especially 
accredited to conduct the analyses. On one hand, the scientific and 
operational quality of these laboratories would have to be constantly tested 
and verified. On the other hand, the origin and nature of the real samples 
would have to be concealed from the laboratories. This would guarantee the 
impartiality of the analyses and minimize the risk of the disclosure of 
confidential information.

In order to guarantee world-wide distribution of the accredited 
laboratories, training in the analytical methods and in the use of the 
instruments is crucial. Also the inspectors of the International Inspectorate 
will have to be trained in these skills. Finland announced at the Paris 
Conference last January that it would be willing to provide this type of 
training for chemists from developing countries. I am now in a position to 
give more details of this training programme. It will be made available at 
this first stage to the interested member States of the Conference on 
Disarmament belonging to the Group of 21. The training course will have a 
duration of four months, and three analytical chemists can be trained at each 
course. We envisage organizing two courses a year, and thus six qualified
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chemists can be trained annually. Originally we had hoped to be able to offer 
training for a larger number of chemists at a time. However, doing that would 
necessarily have meant a considerable loss of quality in the instruction, 
real instruetor/trainee ratio of our programme of about one to one during 
the entire four-month period also reveals the dimensions of the training 
efforts that are required internationally well before the entry into force of

During our course the participants will be trained in 
sample collection, preparation of the samples, chromatographic methods, 
laboratory automation and the use of the computerized data base. Also, the 
basics of mass spectrometry and its use as the detector of a chromatograph 
will be taught. All the instruction is designed especially for the purposes 
of the CW verification. The cost of the training, travel from home country 
and back, accommodation as well as a daily allowance will be provided by

The only financial implication for the sending Government would thus 
be the basic salary during the time of the course. We hope that this offer 
will meet the interests of several of the members of the Group of 21.

The

the CW Convention.

Finland.

The computerized data base was first introduced to the CD a year ago,
It will enable any analyst anywhere in theduring the summer session of 1988. 

world to compare the results of his analysis with the characteristics of the
In an instant he will be able toscheduled chemicals stored in the data base, 

tell for sure whether the compound he has been analysing is one of the
This is an indispensable tool for thescheduled compounds or not.

To achieve the desired result, only one condition has to be met:inspectors.
the sampling, the handling of the samples, their analysis, and the 
instrumentation should follow the same detailed procedures that were followed

Again the need for the standard operating 
Another prerequisite for the functioning of the data

when the data base was prepared.
procedures is evident, 
base is that the chemicals that are to be monitored must be individually

Broader definitions like families of compounds will not suffice.defined.
Furthermore, every one of these compounds must be synthesized and analysed for 

As of today the data base of the Finnish project includes 
Here we should like to thank both the United Kingdom and

data storage.
40 compounds.
Switzerland for having supplied us with the necessary material to get us where 
we are now in this work, 
visualize the functioning of the data base, a live demonstration of it will be 
arranged here in Geneva during the second week of August, to which all the 
members and observers of the CD will be invited.

In order to make it easier for everybody to
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The Soviet delegation in its previous statement of 22 June expounded the 
basic approach of the Soviet Union to a broad range of disarmament issues in a 
wider context of creating a secure democratic world. Today I would like to 
elaborate in more detail on the problem which is in our view central to the 
work of the Conference, that is, the negotiations on the prohibition of 
chemical weapons. It would hardly be an overstatement to say that we are 
living through a critical turning point in the negotiations, with all the 
controversies that are to be expected at such times.

To speak of the positive aspects, there is in particular the fact that 
the draft convention is in an advanced state of preparation. At the 
Conference held in Paris earlier this year, virtually all States assumed, at a 
high level, moral and political commitments in relation to the earliest 
conclusion of the convention. Many countries and groups of countries have 
recently stated, individually or jointly, their support for the cause of 
banning chemical weapons. The relevant provisions of the comprehensive arms 
control and disarmament concept adopted at the NATO summit in Brussels are 
very much welcome in this connection, and particularly the intention expressed 
in it by the NATO leaders of concluding at an early date a global, 
comprehensive and effectively verifiable treaty banning any chemical weapon, 
its development, production, storage or transfer. We also notice that the 
most recently published NATO documents seem to suggest that chemical weapons 
are not regarded as an integral element of deterrence, which in view of NATO's 
general philosophy of arms limitation raises hopes of a truly complete 
renunciation by all its members of this gruesome means of extermination. As 
for the Warsaw Treaty Organization, the leaders of the allied countries at 
their summit meeting held literally a few days ago in Bucharest called for 
efforts to speed up the preparation of an international convention on the 
general and complete prohibition of chemical weapons and destruction of their 
stocks.

Finally, among the positive elements we have are the restructuring of the 
negotiating process carried out under the skilful leadership of 
Ambassador Morel, the presence of a significantly greater number of observers 
at the negotiations, and the fact that progress towards a convention has gone 
beyond the limits of pure negotiations and reached a stage when a whole number 
of countries have started practical preparations for their participation in 
the future agreement.

On the other hand, during the spring session of 1989 and in the early 
days of the summer session, the multilateral negotiations failed to reach the 
desired tempo. We get the impression that external political stimulus is 
taking too long to be transformed into progress in negotiations which 
necessarily requires the readiness of every participant to take resolute steps 
and make bold compromises.
consumed by the discussion of technical details, 
bad thing, but even then we were often going round in circles, 
in the details, they say, and exorcizing him from wherever he might be always 
requires an extreme effort of will, which in our case, naturally, means 
political will. It is also needed to resolve some of the still outstanding

A considerable portion of time this year was
In itself, this might be no 

The devil is
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The foregoing does not necessarily imply that nothing has been 
One positive example in the area of technical details is 

of the schedules of chemicals covered by the convention on the
basic issues. 
achieved recently.
the adjustmentbasis of limiting the radicals of alkyl and o-alkyl fragments in the 
respective chemicals, undertaken by the Chairman of Group 4. In the realm of 
political problems the efforts undertaken by Ambassador Morel on the 
composition of the Executive Council and challenge inspections (article IX) 
are highly commendable.

However, we can and must move ahead faster than we are now doing. Many 
representatives, in giving their analysis of the state of negotiations, 
stressed that any loss of time or momentum now is extremely dangerous and that 
the impetus generated in Paris would fail to be a long-term factor if not

The Soviet delegation fully shares this opinion. Delaysupported in Geneva, 
in the negotiations is all the more unacceptable in that it takes place 
against a background of dangerous trends in chemical weapons proliferation. 
Being decidedly opposed to the spread of chemical weapons, we lend our support 
to international efforts to counteract this threat and we are improving our 
national measures in this field.
only thoroughly effective solution to this problem is a comprehensive 
convention concluded at the earliest date and without any linkage to other

In doing so, we are fully aware that the

disarmament measures.
Negotiations are not the only way we use to pursue this goal.

USSR the appropriate agencies are preparing recommendations on the order and 
time of construction of chemical weapons destruction facilities, including 
their location.
CW stock in the Soviet Union in the time period set by the draft convention. 
This will demand the solution of a whole set of problems related to the 
transport of the weapons, their disassembly and destruction. Priority 
attention is given here to environmental protection.

In the

Their capacity will ensure the destruction of our entire

We are also engaged in active bilateral discussions with a whole range of
In particular, during thecountries on the problem of a chemical weapons ban. 

recent visit of Mikhail Gorbachev to Bonn, a statement on a chemical weapons 
ban was adopted at the level of the ministers for foreign affairs. 
request of the delegations of the Federal Republic of Germany and the USSR, 
this statement, together with the joint statement of the leaders of the two 
countries on the results of the visit, are being distributed as official 
documents of the Conference on Disarmament (CD/930 and CD/931).

At the

In June, beginning right on the very first day of this summer session, 
the eleventh round of Soviet-United States discussions on a chemical weapons 
ban took place here in Geneva, 
rounds since we began meeting with the United States delegation in pursuance 
of the agreement reached in Geneva in November 1985 by Mikhail Gorbachev and

Substantial progress was made as a result of intensive work at 
the plenaries, restricted meetings between the heads of delegations, and 
meetings of experts. This relates in the first instance to the draft paper on 
procedures for challenge inspections, which we believe might soon be submitted

This has been one of the most productive

Ronald Reagan.
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for examination to Working Group 1 of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical 
Weapons. Considerable progress was also made in preparing proposals on the 
order of destruction of chemical weapons stocks and chemical weapons 
production facilities, though some questions relating to certain numerical 
parameters and terminology still need to be resolved. A useful discussion was 
held on permitted production and synthesis o:' Schedule I chemicals as well as 
on toxins. Finally, although no complete agreement has been reached as yet, 
we have made progress on a whole range of bilateral measures of 
confidence-building, openness and mutual inspection. These measures are to 
be implemented even before the future convention is signed. All in all, we 
are encouraged with the results of the round and hope that after some time 
they will have a favourable influence on the multilateral negotiations as 
well - the subject which I would now like to turn to.

We believe that by now the conditions are ripe for us to finish putting 
together the essential verification system. The basis for such a system is 
there - it is the combination of systematic and challenge inspections. Yet 
unresolved issues still remain in every area. We are convinced that challenge 
inspections without exemptions or the right of refusal, extending equally to 
any site or facility, be it military or civil, State-owned or private, are an 
essential element of the future verification system. We urge all those who 
have not yet done so to make an unequivocal statement that they accept the 
principle of such inspections. Should any members have specific difficulties, 
let them openly state where such difficulties lie.

We do not share the opinion which has sometimes been voiced here that 
challenge inspections are excessively confrontational. (By the way, I should 
like to ask whether it might not be as well for us to stop using the word 
"challenge" and say "request" instead.) At the same time we would be prepared 
to give an attentive look at the arguments of those delegations which believe 
they would be more comfortable if alongside the mechanism of challenge 
inspections the convention contained procedures which did not involve 
expressing suspicions about any State.

The proposal of the United Kingdom on ad hoc inspections which could, as 
we understand it, be carried out at any site or facility could form a good 
basis for such an additional verification sub-system. True, we would prefer 
that quota limitations should only apply to the number of inspections which a 
State would be obliged to receive on its territory within a given period of 
time. The so-called active quota would not then be introduced. Otherwise, 
States would always have to be afraid of exhausting their quotas too quickly, 
and this in its turn could limit their real possibility of exercising the 
right of request. As for the passive quota, we believe it could amount to 
about five inspections per year. Provisions should also be worked out 
containing specific requirements for requests to make ad hoc inspections, 
namely, an indication of the location and the specific type of activity to be 
verified. This is necessary if such inspections are to be effective.
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The issues of what should be the starting point for challenge inspections 
and what their scope should be are of fundamental importance. Of equal 
importanceopinion, for the sake of having an effectively functioning convention 
mechanism there is everything to be said for taking no decisions as to 
compliance by a State with the convention when reports on challenge inspection 
results are discussed in the bodies of an international organization 
established under the convention, 
would be adopted on measures to ensure compliance with the convention. Among 
such measures certain sanctions could also be considered. We believe that a 
similar procedure could also be applied to the consideration of reports on 
routine inspection results.

Recently, there have also been signs of progress in working out a régime 
of systematic verification, in particular within the framework of article VI 
of the draft convention. In this context we take note with satisfaction of 
the support given by the distinguished representative of the United States, 
Ambassador Friedersdorf to the idea of including Schedule 2B in the convention.

is what the end result of these inspections should be. In our

Instead, where necessary, recommendations

We also support the idea that in addition to the so-called "régime" 
schedules of chemicals, on the basis of which certain measures of limitation 
or verification would be taken, a "marker" list - or as it is called 
"waiting and warning" list should be envisaged for substances capable of

The scientific and

- a

posing a risk for the purposes of the convention, 
consultative council which would be established within the framework of an 
international organization unde- the future convention and which would perform 
the function of keeping track c 
participate in drawing up the list, 
be elected from candidates proposed by international scientific organizations.

innovations in chemistry would also
A part of the council's membership could

Taking into account the view of a number of States that laboratory 
synthesis of Schedule I chemicals should be permitted not only for medical and 
research purposes, but also for the purposes of protection, we would be 
prepared to agree to such synthesis being carried out at a State's discretion 
either at a small-scale facility or at one laboratory synthesizing not more 
than 100 g of Schedule I chemicals, with its location and the names of the 
chemicals synthesized being declared. We do not propose that either this 
laboratory or any other laboratory synthesizing Schedule I chemicals should be 
subject to systematic international verification. At the same time we believe 
it is important to envisage approval and declaration by States parties of all 
laboratories synthesizing Schedule I chemicals for permitted purposes. A 
positive solution to this problem would considerably facilitate agreement on 
this section of the convention in general. As for production of Schedule I 
chemicals for pharmaceutical purposes outside a small-scale facility, we would 
be prepared to agree to the proposal that their annual quantity should not 
exceed 10 kg for each facility in question.

A number of delegations have recently expressed concern that with the 
verification systems under article VI as they now stand, multi-purpose 
facilities, as well as facilities which are not producing chemicals posing a
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risk for the purposes of the convention but whose characteristics would make 
it quite possible to organize such production, would not be covered. To a 
certain extent the solution to this problem would be facilitated if thresholds 
for declaration and verification were determined on the basis of the design 
capacity of facilities, rather than their production levels. It would also be 
useful for the Technical Secretariat to be entitled to submit independently a 
request for inspection if in the exercise of systematic verification 
activities by the Technical Secretariat a need arises to clarify certain 
obligations. We are also ready to consider constructively other proposals 
aimed at increasing the effectiveness of vertification of non-production of 
chemical weapons in industry and will support any verification measure leading 
to greater security. The solution of the problem of non-production of 
chemical weapons in industry is possible on the basis of a balance between the 
need to have the most stringent verification and the legitimate industrial and 
commercial interests of States parties to the convention.

Finalization of work on the system of verification would be much 
facilitated by the early introduction of international trial inspections under 
the experiment launched last year to test procedures for the verification of 
non-production of chemical weapons in industry. As far as we see, some 
delegations have certain apprehensions over the idea of international trial 
inspections. I believe these apprehensions are somewhat exaggerated. The 
Soviet Union would be prepared to hold such an experiment at a facility in 
Dzerzhinsk as soon as the- procedures for it are arranged and agreement reached 
on starting such inspections in other countries. The Soviet delegation 
believes that it would be appropriate to agree on the most important problems 
to be studied in the experiment, 
soon as possible.
inspectors and observers for visits to facilities should be limited and should 
not exceed 10-20 persons.

The Soviet Union is strongly in favour of having a truly global 
convention, 
the convention.
the pros and cons, whether participation in the convention would or would not 
be in its national interest. Hence the conclusion that for the widest 
possible participation of States in the convention, it should provide certain 
benefits in terms of protection against chemical weapons for its participants 
who have renounced chemical weapons, as compared with other countries. In 
this context we attach great significance, in particular, to article X of the 
convention, dealing with assistance and protection against chemical weapons. 
The Soviet delegation would be prepared to support the idea of establishing a 
voluntary fund to render assistance to any State party against which chemical 
weapons were used. The fund would be an integral part of a mutual assistance 
mechanism within the international organization set up under the convention.
We believe that financial resources and appropriate material facilities, 
including means of chemical protection, could be contributed to that fund.

In conclusion, a few words on the topic which has been repeatedly 
discussed both inside and outside the conference room - the forthcoming 
conference on chemical weapons to be attended by représentatives of

We propose that this work should be begun as 
In our view, the membership of the international group of

The ultimate goal should be universal participation of States in 
Naturally, it is for each State to decide, by weighing all
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The Soviet Union hasGovernments and industry at Canberra in September, 
decided to particpate in this Conference, 
the fact that it will focus on joint action by Governments and industry aimed 
at the early conclusion and implementation of the convention banning chemical 
weapons. We believe, as I have already said, that taking into account 
legitimate interests of industry is essential for the success of the Geneva 
negotiations. From this standpoint the significance of the Canberra 
Conference is very great. The Soviet delegation at that conference will be 
prepared to make a constructive contribution to the discussions on the agenda 
items and to help it arrive at positive results.

We are particularly satisfied with
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Mr. DIETZE (German Democratic Republic): We have just entered into the 
second third of the summer part of the Conference. Four weeks still remain 
for effective negotiation. Time is pressing if we are to reach tangible 
results in the negotiations on the convention on the prohibition of chemical 
weapons. Together we have made a fresh start following the Paris Conference. 
In the Paris Declaration all States came out in favour of concluding a 
convention on the prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling and 
use of all chemical weapons, and on their destruction. All States advocated 
that the prohibition of chemical weapons should be global and comprehensive as 
well as effectively verifiable. All States pronounced themselves in favour of 
concluding the negotiations on the convention banning chemical weapons at the 
earliest possible date. This is from our point of view the substance of the 
agreements reached in Paris, and this is our view of their interrelationship - 
you cannot do one thing without the other.

Have not the events of the recent past visibly shown that the use of 
chemical weapons prohibited under the Geneva Protocol can only be precluded in 
future if they are completely banned with global effect at the earliest 
possible date? To stop the production of chemical weapons, to advance towards 
their destruction, to prevent their proliferation - these are, no doubt, 
significant moves for their comprehensive prohibition. Do not measures 
against the proliferation of chemical weapons however, lose something of their 
positive impact if they are deprived of their character as an interim 
measure? Is it not urgently necessary to finalize work on the verification 
system without allowing any further delays in the negotiations? Otherwise, we 
think, a situation could arise where the existence of ever more sophisticated 
chemical weapons in ever more hands would render effective verification of 
their prohibition extremely complicated or would even make it impossible.

The verification system for a future convention on the prohibition of 
chemical weapons has a key role in the present negotiations. Permit me, 
therefore, to offer a few comments on this problem. Article VI of the draft 
convention together with the annexes thereto already contains a sound system 
of provisions for effective verification of the non-production of chemical 
weapons. This system is being supplemented at present in Working Group 4. 
The final touches are being put to the régime attached to list 1. The lists 
of chemicals are being amended and defined.
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As regards verification of compliance with the prohibition of chemical 
weapons production outside the framework set by article VI, this should, in 
our view, be ensured, in the first place, by means of challenge inspections.
A provision to this effect, however, has not been agreed upon so far. The 
basic ideas set forth in the "Ekeus Paper" (document CD/881, pages 141 
and 142) have not been developed further since 1987. Therefore, the next 
logical step would be to seek understanding in principle on challenge 
inspection and to include relevant provisions in article IX of the draft 
convention. All efforts undertaken by the Chairman of the Committee on 
Chemical Weapons, Ambassador Morel, to this effect deserve our unqualified 
support.

It is, in fact, high time in our view for delegations to disclose their 
positions on such questions as: the right to request an on-site inspection at 
any time and anywhere; the mandatory character of such an inspection without a 
right of refusal; the procedure to be applied in case agreement on 
arrangements alternative to full and comprehensive access cannot be achieved; 
and the procedure after submission of the inspection report. In this way, it 
would be possible to bridge existing differences of opinion which have 
surfaced on this matter and to draft a mutually agreed text of article IX, 
part 2.

The question whether additional verification provisions are necessary 
beyond the framework established by article VI and the means of challenge 
inspection has been discussed to date without conclusive results being 
attained. If the general opinion tends to deem it necessary that the 
verification system be supplemented, we, for our part, will join in efforts to 
search for a generally acceptable and effective solution. It is our 
understanding that such measures shall correspond to defined additional 
verification needs and shall require no disproportionate additional costs.

I am underlining this since we should avoid formulating additional 
measures in the form of a costly and detailed mechanism similar to the one 
applied with articles IV, V and VI. On the basis of the provisions set out in 
article VI, it would suffice to outline the general framework for 
supplementary measures. It should be incumbent upon the organs of the future 
organization to render the procedure most effective by making use of the 
experience gathered in the implementation of the Convention. Here we need to 
clarify which supplementary measures would be eligible, routine inspections or 
inspections initiated by member States. Two possible approaches have been 
outlined in the working paper of the Federal Republic of Germany (CD/869) and 
in the working paper of the United Kingdom (CD/909).

At the present stage of negotiations, we believe the discussion ought to 
be focused on practical problems. What we have in mind in this context is to 
consider the possibility of concentrating additional routine verification 
measures, for example, ad hoc checks, on a relatively small number of 
facilities which on account of their technological parameters pose a risk to 
the convention. In this way, the available financial resources of the future 
Organization could be efficiently used for particularly sensitive facilities. 
To select such facilities would be the task in our view of the Technical 
Secretariat of the Organization.
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It would be advisable to apply an objective selection mechanism. The 
application of advanced methods which are common practice in the chemical 
industry, for example, work with computer-aided synthesis banks and screening 
schemes, could serve as a suitable means to identify facilities which have a 
significant potential to be misused for CW production. Applying such a 
method, it would be possible to cover an important area where violations of 
the convention may occur, for example, facilities for organophosphorus 
chemistry.

Other facilities not accessible by this approach could, however, also be 
misused for the production of certain chemical agents. Verification on the 
basis of objective selection methods would not be an appropriate means of 
deterrence in this respect. The question is legitimate, we think, whether it 
would be possible to effectively make use of challenge inspection against 
potential violations of the convention which might occur in such facilities.
If there is, however, a need for additional verification provisions, then it 
could, in our opinion, only be something rather different from challenge 
inspection. This could be done by means of a verification procedure for which 
the Organization would be responsible but which would be initiated by a member 
State.

From all this it can be gathered that the development of the verification 
system will be a permanent task in the implementation process of the 
convention. With the present system of verification provisions, which 
encompasses data reporting and monitoring, routine on-site inspection and 
challenge inspection, a reliable basis has been created to this end. 
be expandable and flexible. The provisions on the organs of the future 
Organization should ensure that the viability of this system is guaranteed on 
an institutional basis.

It must

Those were a few comments on our part concerning the settlement of still 
pending essential issues in the negotiations on a convention banning chemical 
weapons. We have made these observations in the conviction that given the 
requisite will and readiness of all parties, it will indeed be possible in the 
remainder of the session to reach an understanding on these issues and on 
other essential subjects under negotiation. The committed, creative and 
methodical guidance of the negotiations by the Chairman of the 
Ad hoc Committee, Ambassador Morel, and his bureau encourages us in this 
endeavour. If we work energetically to bridge the remaining differences in a 
flexible manner and display the necessary sense of determination, it will be 
possible that the outcome yielded so far in the negotiations will be fixed in 
the "rolling text" and that the summer session will produce positive results.
A good many things quite certainly remain to be done in order to bring about a 
solution on those issues where there is a possibility of promising results 
during the summer session. We should centre our efforts on these questions in 
the course of the intersessional period of work if agreed upon. Along these 
lines, our delegation will play an active part in compliance with the recent 
declaration of the Warsaw Treaty States.
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Let me briefly comment on the ongoing negotiations in the Ad Hoc 
Committee on Chemical Weapons under the wise guidance of
Ambassador Pierre Morel of France. Nigeria does not possess chemical weapons 
and has no such weapons from other States stationed on her territory. As has 
been rightly stressed several times before in the Conference, the credibility 
of the convention will depend to a large extent on the effectiveness of the 
verification régime that will finally be elaborated for the convention. The 
verification régime should therefore give very convincing assurance of 
compliance with the purposes and objectives of the convention, or that 
non-compliance will be detected. Such a régime would indeed strengthen the 
convention.

The many trial inspections undertaken so far are very vital for the 
elaboration of the verification régime. I wish to place on record our 
appreciation for the very commendable contribution by the Finnish delegation 
through its work in developing some basic elements of the inspection 
activities directly connected with the verification régime of the convention 
in the area of instrumentation, standard operating procedures and a 
computerized data base for the identification of the scheduled chemicals.
We note with satisfaction the delegation's offer to train analytical chemists 
in the methods of analysis and instrumentation.

My delegation welcomes the intense discussions hteld by experts from 
industry on the question of confidentiality. The need to ensure effective 
verification by obtaining adequate information from industry was pitted

(continued)
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against the demand of industry to severely restrict the information that may
It is reassuring that although thebe demanded for verification purposes.

all too anxious to ensure that industrial secrets were givenexperts weresufficient consideration and protection, as well as compensation if breached, 
they were also aware of the need to strengthen the convention.

This issue received limitedThis brings me to the question of sanctions. 
attention during the spring session.
consideration in Working Group 2 of the Ad flQC Committee, 
measure that can strengthen the convention that is currently being

The provision of sanctions or penalties for violations of the

It is however now receiving serious
We welcome any

elaborated.
convention, is one such measure which my delegation attaches great importance 

The nature of the sanctions or penalty should be determined by the extent 
Minor violations should attract automatic and mandatoryto.

of the violation.
sanctions while major violations should, after prompt investigation, be dealt 
with speedily first by the Conference of States parties and thereafter by the

Once a decision is taken to penalize a violation of theSecurity Council.
convention, the sanctions should be mandatory, effective and collectively 
undertaken by all States parties, 
should also be applied to non-States parties who violate the convention. By 
signing the convention a State party will be denying itself the right to 
produce or acquire this weapon, which a non-State party may produce and even 
use freely if there is no such deterrent measure. States parties will 
therefore be at a disadvantage, and also placed at the mercy of the non-States 
parties which may be tempted to use such weapons against them, 
action by States parties against such violations of the convention would deter 
non-States parties from possible breach.

It is equally important that sanctions

Collective

Let me conclude my statement with a brief comment on the forthcoming 
Canberra Government-Industry Conference Against Chemical Weapons. The 
involvement of experts in the work of the Conference on Disarmament has proved 
to be very useful in our negotiations.
will enable the chemical industry to appreciate the need for a chemical 
weapons convention. However, my delegation is constrained to urge that the 
Canberra meeting should not be used to promote non-proliferation of chemical 

export control of chemicals to developing countries and restriction
To do otherwise would

It is hoped that the Canberra meeting

weapons,
on transfer of technology to developing countries, 
undermine the efforts of the Conference on Disarmament and indeed put in 
jeopardy the work that has so far been done on the convention.
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As I have already said, it does not fall within the purview of this body 
to examine details of negotiations concerning the implementation of 
resolution 598, but it is clear that the Iranian Minister has sought to take 
advantage of this forum solely for purposes of propaganda and in a desperate 
attempt to raise the question of chemical weapons in the usual misleading 
Iranian manner. The Minister for Foreign Affairs of Iran seems to forget his 
Government's intensive endeavours to purchase weapons, including chemical 
weapons by all legal and illegal means, and the international information 
media are still talking about the scandals concerning the smuggling of 
chemical substances in which the Iranian régime was involved. In the most 
recent scandal, substances smuggled from a European country were seized in a 
port in the Arabian Gulf. The country concerned expelled the Iranian 
diplomats involved in these contraband operations. On this point, I should 
like to remind everyone that Iran was condemned for having used chemical 
weapons in the Iran-Iraq war, as can be seen from the reports of the 
Secretary-General of the United Nations referred to by the Minister for 
Foreign Affairs of Iran. He selected extracts to use for his own propaganda 
purposes and set aside everything that condemned his régime. These are the 
methods of equivocation and prevarication which have become a well-known 
behavioural characterstic of the Iranian régime. The Iranian Minister’s

(continued)
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lamentation over the fate of children is the height of hypocrisy on the part 
of a régime that used children as human mine detonators, regarding such 
activities as feats of heroism.

Iraq played a constructive role in the Paris Conference, as everyone 
knows, and co-operated with other delegations objectively, but the Minsister 
for Foreign Affairs of Iran has ventured to accuse all the countries which 
participated in that Conference at Paris of having succumbed to alleged 
blackmail by Iraq. Everyone knows how the Iranian régime is blackmailing the 
international community through terrorism and hostage-taking. During the war, 
Iraq challenged Iran in every international forum, including the 
United Nations, through the Non-Aligned Movement and the Islamic Conference, 
proposing that both parties should undertake without reservation, to respect 
all international treaties and conventions, as well as the rules of

The Iranian régime refused to enter into such 
Within the context of these endeavours, Iraq affirmed its full

international law.
commitments.
willingness to abide by the provisions of the Geneva Protocol of 1925 
vis-à-vis any country that would for its part comply with the same Protocol, 
together with the provisions of all treaties, conventions and laws of an

Finally, the most striking aspect of the statement byinternational nature.
the Minister for Foreign Affairs of Iran is that it reflects neither a 
political will to seek peace nor a sincere intention to achieve it. 
time when endeavours are being made to achieve peace, the Minister for Foreign 
Affairs of that régime should realize that everybody is aware of what goes on 

Accordingly, his Government should respect present-day

At a very

under its rule.
rationality, as well as the rules of international relations and civilized 
behaviour, and abandon its policy of prevarication, deceit and duplicity so as 
to ensure security, peace, stability and progress for the region and all its 

Otherwise the Iranian régime will merely bring distress and ruin onpeoples. 
itself.
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(Finland): We have asked for the floor today to introduce 
the latest Finnish Blue Book entitled "Standard Operating Procedures for the 
Verification of Chemical Disarmament, Second Proposal for Procedures 
Supporting the Reference Database". The first chapter of the report has 
already been presented about two weeks ago as a separate working paper on the 
instrumentation needed in the verification laboratory.

The starting point for our proposal of standard operating procedures as 
contained in this report is that the CW convention will include lists of 
chemicals and that laboratories must be able to monitor these chemicals 
reliably from real samples. The selection of the analytical instrumentation 
for a verification laboratory will entirely depend on the listed chemicals. 
Our methods have been developed for the monitoring of compounds at present 
listed in the annex on chemicals. At this stage the emphasis is on the 
chemicals listed in schedule (1), most of which date back to the two world 
wars. Although our techniques are intended to be universally applicable to a 
wide array of chemicals, novel agents might require new techniques.
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The present annex contains large families of compounds. The usefulness

of monitoring methods depends on the number of compounds to be monitored and 
on the availability of prerecorded identification data, 
compounds is large, they need to be grouped into subgroups to allow monitoring 
with specific methods. Monitoring of known chemicals, it may be added, is 
very much easier and speedier than structure elucidation of unknown chemicals.

If the number of

The general-purpose definition of a chemical-warfare agent - that a 
chemical is a chemical-warfare agent if it is used for that purpose - will be 
useful in securing that the convention cannot be circumvented by claiming that 
an unlisted chemical is not covered by it. 
applied in cases of alleged use. 
samples can be analysed with great care and in detail although the 
concentrations may be low. In cases of chemicals found in military arsenals 
there is plenty of the chemical available to enable a thorough analysis to be 
made quickly. But the general-purpose definition would be unwieldy as a basis 
for routine inspections of chemical facilities. In those cases the analysis, 
must be based on named compounds whose absence rather than presence is 
verified. In a plant producing organophosphorus compounds, for example, the 
samples collected during routine on-site inspections should be monitored for 
their contents of listed organophosphorus compounds. Without a defined list 
of banned compounds and prerecorded identification data, the analyst would be 
faced with the task of identifying all compounds containing phosphorus, 
including intermediates, by-products, and impurities, in order to decide 
whether or not they belonged to the families covered by schedule (1). Using 
the computerized database the identification of a named chemical takes a 
fraction of a second, even on-site. The structure elucidation of an unnamed 
chemical could require weeks of hard work.

The definition can reasonably be 
Owing to the rarity of such occurrences, the

Accordingly, at least the chemicals in schedule (1) need to be 
individually defined, to allow the analytical laboratory to sign a report 
stating that no banned chemicals are present in the samples. The analyst must 
know exactly what chemicals to look for. The other alternative could be that 
the chemical industry declares and justifies all production, including raw 
materials, intermediates, by-products, impurities and so on. And these data 
would be included in the database of the verification laboratory. While it 
would succeed in revealing the production of undeclared organophosphorus 
compounds, I am afraid that it would be unacceptably intrusive and an unwieldy 
exercise for the Technical Secretariat. Moreover, it would not reveal novel 
agents whose structural properties were completely different from compounds 
listed in the schedules, unless declarations and justifications were expected 
of the whole chemical industry.

One of the tasks of the future Organization will be to follow chemical 
research and identify new chemicals to be included in the lists and placed 
under production control. To make implementation easier in the early days of 
the convention, as much development of analytical methods as possible should 
be done beforehand. The acquired expertise would also facilitate development 
and testing of analytical methods for possible novel agents.
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To ensure confidence among the States parties, the verification analyses 
will have to be done by methods accepted by the Organization. In our view, 
what this entails is the establishment of standard operating procedures and an 
analytical database accessible to all participating laboratories.
Research Project has been working toward this end for 15 years now.

The present report is a revised version of the proposed standard 
operating procedures for verification analyses presented in Report D.l last 
year.
procedures are presented with a view to achieving good repeatability and 
reproducibility of results in different laboratories, which is needed to 
guarantee the reliability of analysis. It is essential that the quality of 
the analyses be demonstrated when the results must hold up in a court of law. 
Reproducibility also maximizes the advantages of an analytical database as a 
reference.

The Finnish

Increased emphasis is now placed on quality control. Testing

For this report we investigated 40 chemical warfare agents and their 
All relevant data including the spectra are annexed to this 

As of now, all new data will be included in the VERIFY database
homologues. 
volume.
immediately after analysis of compounds.

The methods we describe are written separately for each technique, so 
that each technique can exist independently. The eventual selection of 
equipment can be expected to vary from laboratory to laboratory and we wish to 
show what can be achieved with each technique separately.

The analytical procedure in each laboratory can be chosen on the basis of 
the combination of techniques available to the laboratory, the type of sample, 
and the nature of the task. During routine inspections the task may be the 
identification of known compounds. Challenge inspections may require also 
structure elucidation of unknown compounds.

It is our earnest hope that the basic work we are doing will prove useful 
to the Preparatory Commission and Technical Secretariat as they commence their 
arduous task of developing verification methodology and data in the first 
years after the convention has been opened for signature. In the meantime we 
will be happy if our efforts support and facilitate the ongoing negotiations 
in Geneva and the work of the Secretary-General of the United Nations in 
investigating the alleged uses of chemical weapons.
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Mr. MOREL (France): All delegations have stressed, from the very 
beginning of this session, how much the recent improvement in the 
international situation is helping to revive the negotiations on arms control 
and disarmament. We, of course, share that view.
notice at the same time that there is no reason at all for euphoria? 
see still more clearly in these favourable circumstances that disarmament will 
not come about by itself. Now that we have got past the stage of breaking 
the political deadlock, we have entered upon another period which may be, 
which ought to be, a period of consolidation.
we realize every day that an unceasing effort is required to equip ourselves 
for future success.

But how can we fail to
We can

If I hesitate, it is because
This applies to the major negotiations under way in the 

nuclear, chemical and conventional fields, but also to space, and to the other 
items on the agenda of the Conference on Disarmament.

Nothing can be gained in the field of disarmament without stubborn
The international community is too big, the challenges of security 

are too complex and the progress of technology is too disconcerting for us 
merely to sit back and say the wind is in our favour, 
being at present Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, I am 
made very directly aware of the chances and risks involved in disarmament 
negotiations. The process of drafting the future convention banning chemical 
weapons, which I will not discuss today, speaks volumes, more perhaps than 
might be thought, on the opportunities and difficulties involved in the 
present situation, 
our negotiations.

effort.

Let me add here that

The Paris Conference has given ah unprecedented boost to 
But it has not freed us from the difficulties inherent in

3
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this unique exercise, and we realize every day that to "redouble our efforts" 
is not just an empty phrase or a useful formula, but a practical necessity.
In a little over a month I shall be introducing the Committee's report to the 
Conference, that is to say, the new version of the "rolling text", and at that 
time I shall have to review all aspects of the chemical negotiations.
I will just say that the remaining month's work we have to do on the substance 
is of the greatest importance, 
fact.
Committee has put itself in a position to make progress, 
each of us to play his part.

Today

I believe all delegations are aware of the 
They have all in various ways indicated their availability, and the

It is now up to

Returning for a moment to the negotiations on a convention banning•
chemical weapons, I note that without fixing a deadline, the Paris Conference 
emphasized in its debates, and also in the Final Declaration of 11 January, 
how essential it was to achieve success within the next few years.

What all this means is that we are faced with an exceptional set of 
circumstances implying the conclusion within a brief stretch of time of major 
negotiations in three fields - nuclear, conventional and chemical - and three 
separate exercises - bilateral, regional and multilateral, 
remarkable thing, perhaps, is that this is not a prearranged plan; this triple

The most
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rendezvous is first and foremost an indication of the impatience of both 
Governments and peoples, which are now resolved to break the vicious circle of 
ruinous overarming.

CD/PV.519
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Mr. Andreotti, our Minister for Foreign Affairs, in his statement here on 
2 March, along with Mr. Genscher, Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Federal 
Republic of Germany, stressed again the priority importance and the urgency 
that the Italian Government attaches to the conclusion of a convention on the 
total ban of chemical weapons.

In this context, I must clearly express Italy's strong wish that progress 
on this issue be much quicker than proved possible during our last session and 
that, therefore, our work may take on a faster pace and greater dynamism.

Indeed, after the success achieved by the Paris Conference, the call for 
an intensification of efforts for the achievement of early results has found 
particularly in Ambassador Morel's competent guidance and dedicated resolve 
the most reliable and committed interpretation of its requirements.

However, the stronger impetus imparted to the negotiations has not been 
rewarded so far by the corresponding substantial developments we were 
expecting. Whereas we feel that, while some progress on certain specific, 
quite significant, issues has been achieved, on the whole, not enough advance 
has been made, and most important issues remain unsolved.

Italy is concerned that we might lose the momentum to proceed towards the 
complete elimination of these hideous weapons and to prevent the existing 
risks of proliferation. We are firmly convinced in this regard that the only 
way to stop a possible catastrophic spread of chemical weapons is to conclude 
a total and global ban as soon as possible.

In this spirit we shall also participate in the Canberra conference, 
trusting that it will help to give a concrete turn to the efforts aimed at the 
conclusion of a chemical weapons ban and to a realistic comprehension of the 
background against which the convention is being elaborated.

With all appreciation for the many and useful national contributions on 
specific and highly detailed questions, we think that delegations should now 
try hard to concentrate and direct their efforts towards the solution of 
crucial issues that are still pending in the way of an early conclusion of 
negotiations. In spite of endless efforts to regulate in advance the future 
convention to the utmost detail, it might in fact prove illusory to aim at too
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detailed perfection in the search for ideal solutions to extremely complex 
problems. The ban is bound to bear some kind of imperfection or other at the 
outset and will have to be submitted to a constant fine-tuning on the basis of 
subsequent implementation and experience:
same political will and sense of commitment that will allow the finalization 
of the convention should enable parties to co-operate to ensure full 
compliance.

Verification issues are clearly central to an effective ban and 
aspects they still present us with unsolved complexities. 
convinced that the definition of a reliable verification system along the 
lines identified through our work is not only possible, but even within reach, 
given the political will to overcome the remaining obstacles and a sufficient 
spirit of compromise. We are encouraged by the results of the trial 
inspections that have been carried out by various countries in the last few 
months, which, in our opinion, should contribute to a conclusive turn towards 
the solution of verification problems. Challenge inspectibns, in our view, 
will remain the essential element of a verification régime which is capable of 
deterring violations and establishing compliance.

We are certainly open to other suggestions and we have considered with 
interest the proposals of the United Kingdom and of the Federal Republic of 
Germany, envisaging additional means of verification. At the same time, we 
believe that the most urgent task is to concretely address the main aspects 
and to avoid academic debates that might distract our attention.

We also think that an advance data exchange with provisions for its 
verification will significantly contribute to a general increase of confidence 
and thus constitute an important element to facilitate the adoption of a ban.

In this context, Italy is heartened by the fact that a growing number 
of countries are taking a direct interest in the negotiations for a ban, 
which, to be really effective, must be supported by all countries concerned 
and - ideally - should be of a universal character.

there should be no doubt that the

on many 
However, we are

We wonder whether it may be feasible to contemplate a methodological 
approach aimed at disposing of the solution of the most important issues in 
the shortest possible time while setting temporarily aside the cases of less 
vital character. These might indeed be tackled at a later stage. A prolonged 
lack of success in finalizing any instrument on the global prohibition of 
chemical weapons may in fact be interpreted as a failure in preventing an 
unchecked dissemination of militarily relevant chemical technologies around 
the world : a prospect casting an historic responsibility upon this body.

Another important element of the convention is certainly related to the 
institutional aspects. In fact, it will be essential, in the Italian view, to 
ensure a balanced and satisfactory representation in the organs which will 
have competence for implementing the convention and ensuring compliance.

Italy is convinced that universal and loyal participation in the future 
convention will only be ensured through a widespread feeling that all 
legitimate interests are protected through fair representation.
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With this in mind, we believe, as regards participation in the executive 
council, for example, that it will have to be wide enough and to adequately 
reflect regional, political and industrial realities, with no provision for 
unjustified differentiated membership.

CD/PV.520
U

(Mr. Dolgu. Romania)

The participants are ready to continue to seek, together with all 
interested countries, agreements leading to the progressive reduction and 
subsequently to the complete elimination of nuclear weapons, the prohibition 
and destruction of chemical weapons, the radical reduction of conventional 
armed forces, the prevention of an extension of the arms race into outer 

the gradual curtailment of military production and the substantial
In that connection, they proceed from the 

assumption that disarmament measures must ensure equal security for all States 
with strict respect for the sovereignty, independence and territorial 
integrity of every State within its existing borders, and must exclude the 
possibility of the use of force or the threat of force in inter-State 
relations.

space,
reduction of military spending.

The States parties to the Warsaw Treaty support the idea of the possible 
extension to underground tests of the applicability of the Moscow Treaty 
of 1963 banning nuclear tests in three environments as one of the ways of 
speedily achieving the prohibition of all nuclear tests. The participants in 
the Meeting expressed their concern at the danger to peace and international 
security represented by the use of chemical weapons, as long as they exist and 
spread. The participants call for the speedy preparation of an international 
convention on the general and complete prohibition of chemical weapons and the 
destruction of existing stockpiles.

• ♦ •
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In ray today's statement I should like to concentrate on the chemical 
weapons ban. The Conference on Disarmament has started this year's 
consideration of this agenda item in very favourable conditions created by the 
successful conclusion of the Paris Conference. One hundred and forty nine 
countries expressed in the form of a final declaration their unequivocal 
demand for the conclusion at an early date of a convention aimed at total

The Paris Declaration contains something 
we have been seeking for so long - clearly expressed political will, which is 
a decisive prerequisite for progress in our negotiations. 
political impetus generated by Paris was accompanied by the creative and 
competent guidance of the present Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee,
Ambassador Pierre Morel. And, indeed, important steps were undertaken to 
intensify the pace of negotiations. I wish to pay our tribute also to 
Ambassador Morel's closest collaborators in this endeavour, the chairmen of 
the five working groups.

elimination of all chemical weapons.

This fresh

An organizational restructuring of the Committee aroused expectations of 
fulfilling the mandate of the Paris Conference to concentrate our redoubled 
efforts on resolving expeditiously the remaining unsolved issues, 
approach offered additional opportunities to enter into the decisive stage of 
our negotiations towards finalizing the convention. Did we take full 
advantage of these opportunities? It is very difficult to give a fully 
satisfactory answer.

This

Undoubtedly, in the course of long years of negotiation we have made 
considerable progress. Ten years have passed since the year when an ad hoc 
subsidiary body for chemical weapons was established for the first time. It 
has been re-established in each of the subsequent years. We have been through 
several stages in the process of negotiations on the convention: starting 
from identifying its scope, outlines and structure, shaping its skeleton, 
through consecutive steps of fleshing it out with appropriate formulas 
reflecting the positions of the negotiators on different aspects of the 
convention, particularly on the scope of obligations, their substance and 
their structure, on different types, measures and mechanisms of verification 
of compliance with the convention, and on legal, technological, economic and 
financial aspects of the implementation process and its consequences. The 
present "rolling text" in fact contains agreed substantive material and an 
inventory of negotiator's positions on all envisaged articles of the 
convention. They differ in the degree of detail or in the scale of 
convergence. Nevertheless, we have a clear picture of the various problems 
and their ingredient elements, even those which need further elaboration or on 
which divergences still exist. We call them "outstanding issues".

The harvest of 10 years of the Committee's work is really rich and 
significant. It is especially so in view of the complexity of the subject of 
the negotiation, unprecedented from the point of view of its scope as well as 
the number of participants. What is more, in many cases the output of our 
work actually exceeds the requirements of the process of drafting the 
convention. The collected material can not only be used for the elaboration
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of the draft text of the convention, but will be valuable in creating the 
necessary understanding for a process of preparing for its entry into force as 
well as during the whole implementation period. A question arises whether 
this collected material constitutes a sufficient basis for the final draft of 
the convention. I think that in principle the answer could be positive.

What do we have at our disposal now? Firstly, clearly expressed 
political will; secondly, statements of position by negotiators on all the 
principal problems and, to a large extent, on specific aspects of the draft, 
including technical details; thirdly, a large convergence in the positions of 
the negotiators, extensive areas of agreement; fourthly, awareness of existing 
loopholes, their scale and interrelationships existing between them; fifthly, 
necessary negotiating experience gathered during these 10 years ; sixthly, 
well-disposed attitude of the chemical industry to the convention; seventhly, 
effective engagement of various scientific and research institutes in the 
search for possible solutions to different technical problems ; eighthly, 
pressure of world public opinion, justifiably concerned on' well-known 
grounds. Then what is lacking? The answer is not so easy. We can assume 
that each of us has his own recipe for speeding up the process of 
negotiations. These recipes have been put forward in this forum. To various 
remarks presented here I would like to add just one, and in the form of a 
question - are the methods applied in our negotiations during the last three 
or four years adequate to the present advanced stage of negotiations? Or to 
put it in another way - whether penetrating more deeply into different 
problems - so to say, entering further into the forest, we do not concentrate 
too much of our attention on discovering and studying wonderful new trees. 
Could we not start in the coming session with sorting them out and selecting 
only those which are necessary as elements to be used in raising our 
building? After all, not all of these wonderful trees we come across are 
suitable and in fact necessary for our construction. Otherwise we can be lost 
in the forest.

Let me illustrate this with an example of the complex problem of 
verification. In the course of the process of negotiations we have made 
considerable progress. Exchanges of views on this subject during the present 
session, both in plenary meetings and in Group 1 of the Ad Hoc Committee, as 
well as during very intensive consultations of the Chairman of the Committee, 
have contributed further to this progress. We are also looking forward to the 
results of the eleventh round of USSR-United States bilateral consultations.

Taking into account the scale of progress, should not we ask whether our 
efforts to finalize negotiations on outstanding technical and procedural 
elements of the process of verification would not be facilitated if we tried 
to approach them from the point of view of their place and functions in a 
general pattern of verification? To reach an understanding on such a pattern 
is - I firmly believe - the crucial point for us now. This understanding 
could possibly help us to realize more clearly the borderline between the 
necessary level of guarantees to ensure that there is no breach of the 
convention and the level of intrusiveness of the envisaged systems and types 
of verification. To the same extent it could enable us to see the necessity 
of a proper balance between the required level of effectiveness of 
verification and its costs, as well as the preservation of confidentiality to
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meet the requirements of the chemical industry's interests. 
seems, could also help us to find the proper place in the verification system 
as a whole for one of the outstanding verification issues, namely, the most 
relevant production capabilities.

This approach, it

Let me add a brief comment on this very issue. It becomes evident that 
concentrating upon the most relevant chemicals does not automatically ensure 
that the capabilities are covered. During one of the industrial experts' 
meetings an interesting sentence was uttered: "The modem chemical facility 
which cannot produce a tabun is just not a modem one." It is not difficult 
to imagine that possible breach is more likely in undeclared facilities than 
in declared. It is therefore important to consider possible measures to cover 
at least to some extent facilities that do not produce or process any of the 
scheduled chemicals but pose a risk to the convention. In this very context 
we are also prepared to discuss further the United Kingdom's proposal for 
ad hoc inspections.

I should like to take another example from a different part of the 
"rolling text" - namely, articles X and XI. We are to try here another 
approach, namely, to narrow different views towards reaching a compromise 
solution. We can use here in this context a rule of logic which draws a kind 
of measure from the purpose. Although these articles deal with rights and 
obligations of States in two different spheres, their common function should 
be to stimulate positive interest in the convention so as to ensure its 
universality. We are to look for a solution of the divergences so clearly 
exposed in the text such as could make possible a compromise between the need 
to make the convention attractive and the desire of States to keep their 
chemical industries competitive.

Another element which is to be taken into consideration in our 
negotiations is the need for a cautious approach to the "rolling text". It is 
troubling that there should be more and more frequent returns to consideration 
of tentatively agreed parts of the text, returns which are justified neither 
by a change of position on a given aspect nor by progress on another, related 
part of the text. I would not like to be interpreted as implying that my 
delegation is wholly against renewed discussion on provisions on which 
convergence of views has been achieved. Nevertheless, at this stage of 
negotiations it is preferable not to take a step back if it would not result 
in making two steps ahead, so as to have at least a step-by-step progress. 
Otherwise we contribute ourselves to prolongation of the negotiating process.

I have touched upon only some aspects of agenda item 4. My delegation 
strongly believes that conditions have been created to undertake decisive 
efforts on this issue. I fully agree with all preceding speakers who have 
expressed their concern that we might lose momentum towards achieving the 
complete elimination of chemical weapons. There are legitimate reasons for 
critical assessment of the pace of negotiations on this item. The more so as 
in the rather quiet waters of our Conference the negotiations on this agenda 
item constitute a kind of "island of hope" for the Conference not to be in the 
deep arrière-garde of present disarmament efforts. It is an "island of hope" 
because an agreement seems to be within reach and bechuse one can expect a 
positive impact of this agreement on other parts of our agenda.
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Mr. HUSLID (Norway):

I am not going to make a policy statement today, as State Secretary 
Helga Hemes did so at the end of the spring session. My contribution will be 
limited to the presentation of two working papers which have been circulated 
to delegations.
of chemical weapons and contains the main result of the past year's research 
at the Division for Environmental Toxicology of the Norwegian Defence Research 
Establishment at Kjeller, near Oslo. The other, CD/935, deals with 
verification of a comprehensive nuclear test ban and gives an account of 
recent developments in the Norwegian seismic verification programme. Both of 
these documents concern research programmes which have been the subject of 
Norwegian contributions to this Conference for quite some time.

The working paper on verification of alleged use of chemical weapons 
gives a summary of this year's research report, which will be presented to the 
Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons in the near future.

One of these, CD/936, deals with verification of alleged use

This year the Norwegian Defence Research Establishment introduced a new 
technique of analysis for verification of alleged use of chemical weapons. 
This is known as the headspace gas chromatography technique, which permits 
analysis directly on samples without prior cleaning procedures. 
simplified method, research is being continued with a view to further 
developing procedures to be followed by an international inspection team.

Based on this

In 1989 the research has focused on the application of this new 
technique. Two series of field trials have been carried out: one in 
February, the other in June. In tjie first exercise, four different sample 
materials were contaminated with 1 mg each of the nerve agents sarin and soman 
and left outdoors for exposure to the prevailing weather conditions. Samples 
were collected for analysis at different time intervals in order to get an 
idea of the deterioration rate of the agents. In the second exercise the 
number of agents was increased to five: tab mi, sarin, soman, mustard gas and 
diisopropyl methylphosphonate. The number of sample materials was increased 
to 10. Analysis was carried out after two and four weeks. A separate 
exercise was conducted to evaluate the influence of various temperatures 
during the transport of samples.

I will not go into the results of these experiments here, as that would 
go too far, but will confine myself to referring to the working paper and the

(continued)
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In this context, I would like to underline the close linkresearch report.

between this research programme and the negotiations on article IX of the 
chemical weapons convention. Together with Canada, Norway has, as you know, 
submitted a proposal for a text concerning general procedures for verification 
of alleged use of chemical weapons as an annex to this article (document 
CD/766 of 2 July 1987). In the light of the progress in the negotiations on 
the guidelines for the International Inspectorate, the time should now be ripe 
for a discussion on how the specific problems concerning verification of 
alleged use should be incorporated into the convention.

Before leaving the subject of our negotiations on the chemical weapons 
convention, I would like to inform the Conference that the Norwegian 
authorities intend to carry out a national trial inspection of a production 
facility towards the end of the year.

CD/PV.521
6

(Mr. Romero. Chile)

I have left for the end of this statement a brief analysis of the1*1
question of chemical weapons, which has taken on vital importance in this 
Conference and is currently the subject of discussion in the plenary. 
relevant Ad Hoc Committee has achieved progress that is insufficient in the 
light of the mandate conferred upon it by the Final Declaration adopted by the 
special conference on chemical weapons held in Paris last January, 
part in that meeting because it is convinced that chemical weapons must be 
prohibited definitively and eliminated as soon as possible in view of their 
particularly cruel toxic and environmental effects, their indiscriminate 
nature, the difficulty or impossibility of controlling their spread or 
direction and the risk of their use by terrorists or irresponsible persons.

The

Chile took

Moreover, the mere suspicion that a State possesses chemical weapons 
immediately creates in other States a perception of a threat that promotes the 
escalation of mistrust and the heightening of international tension.

It is not our intention to engage in a detailed technical study of the 
draft convention the Conference is negotiating, but we believe that the future 
treaty, as well as guaranteeing the establishment of effective, universal,

(continued)
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mandatory, equitable and non-discriminatory verification machinery, should be 
sufficiently explicit about the point that the inspections necessary to 
prevent chemical weapons production should not constitute any obstacle to the 
development of the chemical industry for peaceful purposes or a pretext for 
action having other ends. Inspection must, moreover, be harmoniously combined 
with State sovereignty.

Similarly, it should be laid down that States that use chemicals, even 
for purposes not prohibited by the convention, will be subject to a régime of 
strict liability, whether the harm that may be caused is direct, indirect or 
delayed. There should also be rules to cover the problem of transboundary 
pollution which, in the event that it occurs, should be subject to the 
principle that national territory cannot be used to the detriment of third 
States. Finally, consideration should be given to aspects such as the 
commitment of all parties to destroy the chemical weapons in their possession 
or under their control and the establishment of a more precise framework for 
the use of chemicals in the maintenance of public order within each State. 
This concept must be more clearly defined in order not to leave the door open 
for the use of certain substances which, while not lethal, can have extremely 
injurious consequences for people's health. It is urgent to redouble the 
efforts to reach definitive agreements in this sphere as soon as possible.

CD/PV.522
2

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): The 522nd plenary meeting of the 
Conference on Disarmament is called to order.

My country has always attached special importance to disarmament. Today 
this importance is reflected in an initiative taken by His Majesty 
King Hassan II, who wished to mark Morocco's assumption of the presidency of 
this Conference formally by addressing a message to it. Consequently, I have 
the great honour to read it to you:

(continued in Arabic)

"Quite apart from the fact that the volume of weaponry in the world 
has today reached a level which makes it impossible for any belligerent 
to gain a clear victory over his opponent, the devastation that would 
result from the use of the stockpiled weapons, and particularly nuclear, 
chemical and radiological weapons of mass destruction, places us under an 
obligation to avert the danger of extinction of the human race.
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Mr. JACOBI (Switzerland) (translated from French);
It is a privilege and honour for me to address this multilateral 

disarmament forum. Although our status as non-member of the Conference 
necessarily restricts our role, we have endeavoured to take up the 
opportunities to make a contribution repeatedly made available to observer 
States in recent years. This, together with the strengthening of 
delegation, has enabled us to make a concrete contribution to the work and 
better follow the demanding and technically highly complex negotiations 
total ban on chemical weapons, as well as the work of the Group of Experts on 
detection and identification of seismic events.
co-operate with other observer States in the Conference, and thus in recent 
months have been able to make a contribution, though a modest one, to the 
Finnish draft on verification of chemical weapons, 
this co-operation and to have closer contacts.

our

on a
We have also sought to

We are resolved to step up

It is the hope of Switzerland that the Paris Conference on the 
prohibition of chemical weapons will have led all countries totally to 
renounce the use of these weapons against civilians and military personnel.
The 149 countries which met at Paris unanimously recognized "the necessity of 
concluding, at an early date, a convention on the" total and comprehensive 
prohibition of chemical weapons and called on the Conference on Disarmament 
"to redouble its efforts" to that end. Hence this convention should be 
concluded as soon as possible. It is true that attaining this objective is no 
simple matter given the technical and political complexity of the problem. 
Although we are aware of the long road that still has to be covered, we 
welcome the fact that the negotiations have been stepped up this year. And we 
should like to pay tribute to the Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical 
Weapons, Ambassador Morel and his delegation for their untiring efforts, 
energy and personal dedication to see that the work goes forward.

Switzerland rejects chemical weapons in every form and manifestation and 
condemns any use of them. That is why we are highly concerned at the fact 
that they are proliferating. This is not only a growing threat to 
international security and stability but might also seriously hamper the work 
being done here in Geneva, by calling its value and timeliness into question. 
This danger led the Federal Council and the Swiss chemical industry to place 
export controls on products associated with the manufacture of chemical 
weapons and to study the possibility of applying the same controls to chemical 
plants and some equipment that can potentially be used to manufacture such 
weapons. But these unilateral and temporary measures do not lead to the 
elimination of the CW arsenals that are still in existence, nor can they give

(continued)
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certain guarantee that chemicals and equipment supplied for inoffensive 
purposes
only if they lead to the conclusion of a convention on the comprehensive and 
total prohibition of chemical weapons and on their destruction. In the same 
line of thinking, and for the same reasons, we consider all regional 
disarmament and arms control measures in this sphere as inadequate and 
ineffective given the fact that CW arsenals are highly mobile.

a Such measures are meaningfulwill not be directed to other purposes.

Verification of the non-production of chemical weapons is without a doubt 
of the most thorny problems still to be resolved. The provisions

to settle this problem should rule out any possibility of cheating,one
necessary
should be technically appropriate and should fit perfectly with the existing 
structures in the chemical industry, 
protect the confidentiality of the information provided during inspections. 
The guarantee of confidentiality is the essential prerequisite for the vital 
co-operation we must maintain with the chemical industry. And in this regard 
we welcome the efforts made by the Conference on Disarmament in recent years 
to maintain constructive dialogue with the industry. We also welcome the 
initiative taken by the Government of Australia in convening an international 
conference in Canberra to bring together governments and industry

Finally, such provisions should strictly

representatives.
Early, this year, further to a proposal made by the Ad hoc Committee, we 

carried out a national trial inspection in a facility belonging to our
What we were seeking to do in particular was to determinechemical industry, 

what were the commercial documents, technical data and software of a 
confidential nature that would have to be communicated to the inspectors so 
that they could carry out their job properly. Furthermore, we wanted to know 
whether a modern multipurpose facility could be checked under the existing 

Our trial inspection clearly demonstrated that the inspectorsprovisions.
must have extensive access to confidential data in the company being inspected 
if the inspection is to be effective. The results of the experiment also 
confirmed that the provisions which appear in the "rolling text" are not yet 
sufficiently developed for the verification of a modem multipurpose 
facility. In particular they do not take into account the technical 
sophistication flexibility of use of such facilities, which mean that not only 
can production be changed in very short order but also that it can be 
transferred from one facility to another. In order to take account of such a 
possibility, a régime will have to be devised that will make it possible to 
verify multi-purpose facilities which might pose a threat to the convention.

Our trial inspection had been designed as a routine inspection. None the 
less we consider that the future convention should also provide for spot 
checks such as challenge inspections and ad hoc inspections. These two types 
of inspection should constitute an effective tool to dissipate any doubt as to 
compliance with the convention. The resumption of Soviet-American 
consultations on this issue seems to us to be a good sign.

Is it desirable to draw up a convention that covers the slightest detail 
and every eventuality? In seeking to do our work too well we might hamper the 
conclusion of an agreement or arrive at a very rigid treaty setting out 
burdensome and complicated procedures. Such a text would have to be 
constantly updated to take account of technological developments and 
scientific evolution. The drafting of detailed rules for this purpose should 
be left to the preparatory commission, which would thus have a most important 
job to do.



CDZPV.523 
page 5

Lastly, I wish to say that we are willing to make a special effort to 
support the work of this commission, and to make the necessary infrastructure 
available to it in Switzerland.

CD/PV.523
page 11

Mr- NASARKIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated frnm 
Russian) :

... A few words now on heavy ICBMs. As a result of the 1987 Washington 
summit, the two sides agreed to cap heavy ICBMs at 154 and their warheads 
at 1,540.
and is not open to question. To meet certain United States concerns on the 
subject of heavy ICBMs, we have however taken a number of steps bearing in 
mind these concerns. Work has continued on provisions in the future treaty 
and the accompanying documents related to the verification issue, 
side calls for the broadest and most effective possible verification of 
compliance with limitations and prohibitions covering all types of strategic 
offensive arms that will be covered by the treaty. In particular, in this 
round, we have considered in detail the issue of "suspect site inspections" 
(these are more or less the same as challenge inspections under the chemical 
weapons convention). Indeed, the difficulties we have encountered in this 
area are similar to those existing in the area of a chemical weapons ban. 
Similar, but not identical. Here too the Soviet side has taken steps to 
narrow down the differences separating the two delegations.

This agreement was reaffirmed at the Moscow summit meeting in 1988

The Soviet
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Mr. CESKA (Austria):
The need to achieve results through the negotiations which take place 

within the framework of the Conference on Disarmament proves to be ever more 
pressing as time goes by.
convention on a chemical weapons ban still seems beyond reach, 
share some of the feelings of disappointment emphasized by those who have 
rather soberly analysed this year's spring session of the Conference, 
all, 17 years have elapsed since the last multilateral convention in the field 
of arms control and disarmament, namely, the Convention on the Prohibition of 
the Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) 
and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction, was adopted in this forum.

The long-expected breakthrough towards a global
We therefore

After

And yet, had I made this statement two months earlier, I would have been 
pessimistic about the prospects of significant progress in the field 

Today as we approach the end of this year's summer
Positive

even more
of chemical weapons.
session, some modest hopes seem justified in this respect, 
developments, among them progress in bilateral negotiations between the 
United States and the USSR on the technicalities of verification, are to be

It is at present not easy to assess the importance of these bilateral
But though immobilitynoted.

understandings for a future multilateral convention, 
appeared, as so often before, to be this Conference's fate, some movement 
towards concrete results can now be discerned.

Many unresolved questions, both of a technical as well as a political 
nature, will require renewed efforts and strong determination, particularly 
on the part of the main actors in the field of chemical weapons, in order to 
finally achieve a meaningful global convention. But, with all necessary

(continued)
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caution - for we have been disappointed several times in the past - we 
actually believe that hope might have a real chance. In particular, we are 
satisfied with the preliminary results achieved by the Ad hoc Committee on 
Chemical Weapons, which has visibly stepped up the intensity of its work under 
the able chairmanship of Ambassador Morel of France. In this context, we 
would like to stress the importance of, and express our gratitude for, his 
efforts in convening informal meetings with non-member delegations, 
meetings provide such delegations with a good opportunity to exchange views in 
a direct dialogue with the Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee. Moreover, they 
should be further encouraged to voice their interest and thereby contribute to 
the future convention.
step on the way to the indispensable universality of the future convention.

These

At the same time, these meetings constitute a useful

In this connection I also wish to underline the remarkable efforts 
undertaken by Finland in providing the Conference with expertise and 
particularly valuable technical input, as proven once more by the interesting 
presentation of this week. It is a source of satisfaction for us to see how 
a non-member of the Conference can contribute seriously and decisively to the 
progress of its work, and we welcome the establishment of the Technical Group 
on Instrumentation under Finnish guidance. Austria will endeavour to 
adequate participation by experts in the work of this Group. ensure

We have taken due note of the finalization of the deliberations 
special annex on confidentiality, and see therein a positive signal for 
expecting similar results in other areas dealt with by the different working 
groups. Likewise, we welcome progress achieved in the working group dealing 
with technical questions. In continuing its work the Ad hoc Committee will 
increasingly have to concentrate on the essential elements of a future 
convention and to continue streamlining the present version of the "rolling 
text".

on a

Let me now state some preliminary views on the ongoing discussions
In ouron challenge inspection, which we follow with great interest, 

understanding, the definition of the mandate, the conduct of the challenge 
inspection and the evaluation of its outcome have to remain in the hands of a 
future international organization, 
a precisely defined role on the part of the requesting State in its capacity 
as initiator of an inspection. The requesting State should have its views 
adequately reflected and taken into account whenever the mandate of an 
inspection is to be changed, or in the case of any ambiguous conclusions 
resulting from such an inspection.

We do see, however, a need to provide for

With regard to the concept of providing information necessary for the 
inspection at two different stages, we doubt whether such a procedure is 
likely to add substantial benefits to the foreseen modalities. 
surprise, which is the aim of the two—stage procedure, would seem diminished 
by a factual announcement of any such challenge inspection. Any violator of 
the convention could, from that moment on and before the actual inspection, 
attempt to remove evidence. Likewise, the still foreseen possibility of 
delaying the actual on-site inspection procedure for another 24 hours could 
well offer additional time for corrective measures. Therefore, such a 
two-step challenge inspection procedure provides very few advantages - if any 
at all.

The element of
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In the context of the further elaboration of inspection procedures, I 
have pleasure in informing you that Austria conducted a national trial 
inspection on 8 and 9 August 1989. An initial visit took place on 13 July.
A preliminary report will be submitted to the Conference before the end of the 
summer session.
shown by the chemical industry and the enterprise representatives, some quite 
interesting findings were reached.

Turning to the Government-Industry Conference against Chemical Weapons 
scheduled to take place in Canberra from 18 to 22 September this year, I wish 
to underline that my Government welcomes the Australian initiative to host 
such a conference and will participate therein. This will be an opportunity 
for an exchange of views between representatives of Governments and chemical 
industry. Such a dialogue is indispensable, since co-operation by the 
chemical industry in the implementation of a future global convention will be 
essential. The chemical industry must at the same time realize that it is in 
its own interest to assume a fair share of responsibility within the framework 
of an overall ban on these weapons. It is imperative for the chemical 
industry to be made aware of its responsibility in this field, and we thus 
view the convening of the Canberra Conference as most timely.

Let me just state that, thanks to the co-operative attitude

At the same time, there must not be any misunderstanding about the 
roles to be played in the preparation of the global convention. The main 
responsibility in this respect lies with those countries which possess 
chemical weapons or the industrial structure and know-how to produce them. 
Chemical enterprises as well as industrial companies will hopefully be 
partners in this process. As stated, their role in the implementation, 
national surveillance and enforcement of a convention, once adopted, is vital 
to the functioning of such a régime. This involvement of the chemical 
industry calls for an ongoing and constant dialogue between Governments 
and industry, yet this role will be determined by international treaty 
obligations - obligations which can only be undertaken by States. Therefore, 
in line with international law governing the conclusion of international 
agreements, only Governments can and shall negotiate a convention.

I take this opportunity to inform you that Austria has - within the 
framework of the Australia Group - joined in the efforts of other States in 
controlling its exports of certain chemical substances which can play a role 
in the production of chemical weapons. We are well aware, however, that this 
initiative is but an interim measure which would be abandoned once a global 
convention banning all chemical weapons has been concluded.

GD/PV.525
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Mr. van SCHAIK (Netherlands):

This year the negotiations on chemical weapons started on a new footing. 
The Paris Conference boosted confidence. Many countries expressed their 
interest by participating in the work, bringing the total number of 
participating countries, I believe, to 66. The able Chairman of the 
Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, Ambassador Pierre Morel, gave impetus
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to the work by introducing a stiff time schedule, by organizing informal 
consultations and in many other ways. The Conference indeed owes a lot to 
Pierre Morel for reinvigorating the negotiating process.

It is perhaps too early to take stock of progress made. We find 
ourselves in the middle of a negotiating process, the outcome of which is 
partly uncertain. But it is clear that important work has been done and that 
we are moving forward. However, we cannot deny that some major outstanding 
issues have not been resolved and that we have not yet reached the "point of 
no return".

Let me first mention some of the achievements. On important details we 
have made progress, and on some substantial issues the road has been paved for 
later success. The structure of the convention has improved, consisting now 
of a shorter main body with core provisions and separate annexes with detailed 
specifications. Protocols on confidentiality and inspection procedures have 
been worked out. A new annex on chemicals covers all questions related to 
chemical agents under international monitoring. We hope progress will be made 
by consolidating the text and inserting all results in appendix I or 
Appendix II of the "rolling text", for further consideration during the 
inter-sessionals.

National trial inspections, carried out on a broad basis, have deepened 
our insight into the complexities and pitfalls of the inspection régime and 
have, at the same time, strengthened confidence that all of this will in the 
end be feasible. A useful special working group on instrumentation has been 
set up under Ms. Mar jatta Rautio of Finland; a non-member of the CD that has 
done outstanding work on developing the technical tools for the future 
inspectorate.

We also draw courage from the successful outcome of the eleventh round of 
bilateral consultations between the United States and the Soviet Union, and we 
look forward to more detailed information on the results. We welcome the fact 
that this month the next round of these consultations will take place. We 
have noted that in that context the Soviet Union offered on-the-spot 
inspection of existing stocks and facilities before the initialling of the 
convention, be it supposedly under a certain time constraint. We look forward 
to more information from the two delegations on these issues too. Indeed, 
they should not hide their light under a bushel.

In spite of such commendable achievements, we have not yet witnessed 
breakthroughs on remaining major issues. It sometimes appears to us that 
inspiration is still lacking to tackle the formidable hurdles that lie on 
the road towards definite success.

Of course, we should not become impatient. In particular for those who 
have been associated with the negotiations for a long time - in my delegation 
one has participated for 20 years - it is sometimes difficult to accept the 
slow pace at which we proceed. But what is more important, the momentum in 
the negotiations should not be lost. Therefore, these weeks are crucial, 
not only for the overall assessment of progress made, but also for the 
perspectives of our work when it continues in the inter-sessional period.
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"Momentum" is a notion that seems to evaporate on close inspection.
The dynamics of these negotiations are complex. The ever greater risk of 
proliferation is at the same time an incentive and an increasingly formidable 
obstacle to successful completion of these negotiations. We believe that the 
time has come to strengthen the momentum in the CD negotiations, 
must really cut the knots in all major oustanding issues.

Next year we

What we need is a consensus in which all or practically all relevant
A precondition for achieving such broad consensus iscountries participate, 

that chemical weapons must not, like a computer virus, spread all over the
A definite halt to proliferation is only possible if there is at leastworld.

a credible perspective of a comprehensive, effectively verifiable, global
Lingering doubts on whether or not such a ban is in the end politicallyban.

and practically feasible may encourage threshold countries to "go chemical". 
The fact that these horrible weapons have recently been used, that the taboo 
was broken, may indeed lower the threshold ominously, that is of course if 
countries do not heed the Paris appeal and shy away from the ban.

the acquisition of chemical weapons is notIt has been said before: 
a justifiable response to the possession or acquisition of nuclear or

Chemical weapons do not provide
As Minister of State

conventional weapons by other States, 
reliable deterrence in a regional conflict situation.
William Waldegrave of the United Kingdom said in his speech on 15 June, 
chemical weapons are likely to have a destabilizing effect on the local 
balance of power.
priority, not only for obvious humanitarian reasons, but also because the 
world, as well as any subregion within it, will be safer without the 
destabilizing impact of these weapons.

An effectively verifiable ban is a matter of first

It is against this background that we attach the greatest importance to 
full and effective participation in these negotiations by all countries, 
would be a grave mistake if, contrary to the consensus conclusions of the 
Paris Conference, where all countries were invited to join the work, some 
countries were not admitted to the Conference.

It

Full participation in the negotiations means also that all delegations 
speak up. It is, for instance, important that all countries make clear 
whether or not chemical weapons are produced on their territory, whether 
chemical weapons belong to their weapons arsenals, or whether for other 
reasons chemical weapons are stocked on their territory.

I believe that the moment has also come for each and every delegation to 
take a position on important issues such as challenge inspections. Of course, 
it is understood that definite commitments can only be made when all pieces of 
the jigsaw puzzle have been put in place. But that is, in our view, not a 
reason to refrain from agreeing on a provisional basis on the main elements of 
a challenge inspection régime.

This leads me to ask two related questions. First : should we not, 
after important work still to be done on structure and details in the 
inter-sessional period, next year focus on resolving the major outstanding 
issues? And second : can we this year give expression to our consent more
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clearly on issues upon which we do appear to agree?
Ambassador Aldo Pugliese said in his speech of 20 July, should we not seek an 
approach "aimed at disposing of the solution of the most important issues in 
the shortest possible time while setting temporarily aside the cases of less 
vital character"?

Or, as Italian

In this context, we strongly endorse the efforts of the Chairman of 
the Ad hoc Committee to incorporate in appendix I of the "rolling text" 
the essentials of the challenge inspection régime. We also hope that the 
essentials of an ad hoc verification régime can soon be developed. 
Ambassador Bogumil Sujka of Poland, said in his statement of 25 July, the 
overall pattern of the verification régime that, most of all, should be 
consolidated.

It is, as

But there is also the question how agreement should be nailed down. On 
the basis of the text adopted in February this year, we have agreed that the 
"rolling text", and in particular appendix I, may be used for further 
negotiations, but not more. We believe that the Conference could take 
further step and accept a recommendation that appendix I should be adopted as 
a design acceptable to members and "as a basis for further negotiations on the 
convention".

one

In spite of progress made these last months, the verification régime 
remains the main stumbling-block and, in that context, the proposed challenge 
inspection régime constitutes the major challenge with which we are faced. It 
is important for the main elements of a challenge inspection régime to find 
their proper place in the "rolling text", before we adjourn in the last days 
of this month. Main elements are, in our view: 
challenge inspection, "anywhere, at any time", in order to dispel doubts about 
compliance; the challenge inspection should be mandatory and the country to 
which the request is addressed should be under the obligation (and therewith 
have the right) to demonstrate compliance; access to the site should be 
granted at very short notice ; the report of the international inspection team 
should be considered in an appropriate way by the Executive Council, 
are, in our view, the major characteristics of challenge inspections, which, 
together with routine inspections under article VI, form the backbone of 
"strict and effective international control".

the right to request a

These

In addition, attention must be paid to ambiguous situations, not covered 
under the present article VI, which would not necessarily require a 
high-profile challenge inspection.
for other types of inspection, ad hoc and at short notice, apart from the 
procedures to clarify ambiguous events that are at present foreseen under 
article IX, part 1.

We support in principle suggestions made

Permit me for a moment to touch upon the results of the national trial 
inspections in the Netherlands, on which I made a brief introductory statement 
on 27 June this year. The trial inspections conducted in the Netherlands 
demonstrated not only that specific chemical substances cause a risk, but 
also that certain facilities, with or without modification, are capable of 
producing chemical weapons. Under the present régime of article VI these 
facilities do not have to be declared. We would be in favour of extending the 
scope of article VI so as to cover facilities that, due to the nature of the
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equipment, are particularly suitable for the production of relevant very toxic 
chemicals.
inspectors to carry out checks in other sections of the plant visited, in 
particular to ensure that the declared chemicals are not being used for the 
production of chemical warfare agents in those sections of the plant that are 
not the primary target of the inspection.

This year the Committee also paid attention to the question of sanctions, 
or punitive measures, where it is demonstrated that a State party has not 
fulfilled its obligations under the convention. It is clear that the prospect 
of being branded as a violator will in itself provide a deterrence. But, as 
recent history has shown, resolutions to that effect, such as those adopted by 
the Security Council, may not be sufficient. Therefore, deterrence should be 
strengthened by creating a credible risk that in such situations clear 
language will be spoken and punitive measures indeed taken. Such punitive 
measures may be the outcome of a decision by the Executive Council. In 
particular, in the case of very serious violations of the convention, specific 
measures must be taken, including the suspension of all rights of membership 
and export control measures.

We also think that the routine inspection régime should permit

However, we should frankly face the fact that a f-oolproof guarantee that 
the deterrence will be credible enough cannot be given, nor that the necessary 
punitive measures will follow once the ban has been violated. A summing up in 
the convention of possible types of action to be considered will be of limited 
value, as a decision by the Executive Council will at any rate be required. 
Therefore, the option should remain open that individual countries may take 
punitive actions, in case of serious violations of the main obligations.

A few words on the future Organization. We consider a discussion on the 
major outlines of the Organization, on some of its critical features, useful, 
indeed indispensable. But we believe it would be unwise to try to settle 
details that clearly fall within the competence of the Preparatory Committee 
and of the organs to be established under the convention. Generally speaking, 
some rules have to be worked out now in order to ensure the proper and 
effective functioning of the convention, but many details are better left for 
later. Otherwise, we may not see the wood for the trees, get unnecessarily 
entangled in bureaucratic brushwood and set in stone patterns that ought to be 
adaptable to unforeseen situations.

One of the issues that needs to be clarified concerns the character and 
scope of the tasks of the secretariat, both in the phase before the entry 
into force of the convention and immediately thereafter. This applies to 
inspectors as well, most of whom must be trained in advance. We should also 
assess the order of magnitude of the financial consequences of the future 
international machinery.

We are faced with the unique problem that conditions should be such as to 
permit the Organization to begin working in full swing right from the start.
In the interim phase between the signature and the entry into force of the 
convention, a provisional core secretariat must be set up. We suggest that 
directly after the entry into force of the convention, inspection should focus 
on chemical weapons stocks and facilities rather than on the civilian industry.
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It is clear that, as long as countries have not ratified and the 

convention has not entered into force, national constitutions may not always 
permit governments to make financial commitments related to the implementation 
of the convention. There are certain precedents for the pre-financing of 
international organizations in statu nascendi. but not on the scale required 
in this case. We cannot, for instance, expect the United Nations to 
pre-finance a significant share of the funds needed, which in total would 
amount to tens of millions of dollars, if not more, 
consider the option of a special interim financial agreement between countries 
willing to participate, with fewer hurdles to ratification at the national 
level.

We may therefore have to

Other crucial issues in relation to the Organization to be addressed 
concern the management of financial and human resources and salaries and 
allowances for qualified personnel. It should be kept in mind that the 
annual budget of the Organization may reach hundreds of millions of dollars. 
Therefore, proper management of resources, a vigorous fight against undue 
bureaucratization and an excellent personnel policy are prime requirements.
In view of the high calibre of part of the technical staff to be recruited, we 
may also wish to consider what sort of remuneration system is appropriate.

CD/PV.525
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I should now like to refer rapidly to the question of the ban on chemical 
weapons. Negotiations within our Conference on this issue are a source of 
relative satisfaction in view of the frustrations which we may well experience 
when we review the less than encouraging state of efforts on other items on 
the agenda of our Conference, 
which help to move us more swiftly forward to the conclusion of a convention 
whose aim is to ban completely and for all time the development, manufacture, 
stockpiling and use of chemical weapons. The Paris Conference unquestionably 
gave fresh momentum to the chemical disarmament process. In this connection 
I should like to pay tribute to the French Government which organized this 
important international meeting and congratulate Ambassador Pierre Morel for 
the decisive role he is playing at the head of the Ad hoc Committee on 
Chemical Weapons.

We welcome all initiatives and contributions

One of the main recommendations of the Paris Conference was to give new 
impetus to the work of our Conference by inviting its members to redouble 
their efforts to achieve the conclusion of a convention on the comprehensive 
prohibition of chemical weapons at the earliest date. To achieve this goal 
it is essential for the mandate of the Ad hoc Committee to be appropriately 
improved so as to reflect the relevant resolutions adopted last year by the
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General Assembly of the United Nations and also the terms of the Final 
Declaration of Paris. It was with these recommendations in mind, and drawing 
inspiration from a firm determination to put them into practice, that at the 
very beginning of the present session of the Conference the Group of 21 
proposed - alas in vain - that the Committee's mandate should contain a 
reference to the prohibition of the use of chemical weapons. We continue to 
hope that the Conference will review the possibility of improving the mandate 
of its Committee at the beginning of the next session.

As regards the actual work of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, 
we would mention the merits of the thematic approach in giving a new stimulus 
to negotiation within our Conference. This approach has made it possible, 
above and beyond the identification of the political and technical 
difficulties inherent in the future convention, to focus efforts better so as 
to overcome differences on some of the most contentious issues. However, at 
the present state of negotiations an objective assessment of results does not 
prompt great optimism. Much remains to be done on fundamental issues, which 
are certainly benefiting from great efforts and consultations, but will still 
require for their solution considerable perseverance, imagination and, above 
all, a common will to succeed. We cherish the hope that no effort will be 
spared to reach a convention which is comprehensive in its content, durable in 
its life time, universal in scope and non-discriminatory in its application.
It must on no account be reduced to a simple non-proliferation treaty or place 
any obstacle in the path of the development of the chemical industry, the 
transfer of technology or international co-operation for peaceful purposes 
in this domain. Meanwhile, would it not be significant if the Powers which 
currently possess gigantic arsenals of chemical weapons of all kinds set an 
example by beginning the destruction of their existing stocks, thus offering 
concrete proof of their determination to banish such weapons? By means of 
such actions they would undoubtedly make a decisive contribution to speeding 
up the process which should lead to the conclusion of a comprehensive and 
global convention banning chemical weapons for ever.

The negotiations on a chemical weapons ban are certainly of considerable 
importance. Today the international community is fully aware of the need to 
eliminate such weapons. But these negotiations, however important they may 
be, cannot eclipse, still less conceal, the terrible dangers which weigh upon 
humanity because of the existence of nuclear weapons. The trees must not be 
allowed to hide the forest. Whatever the prevailing circumstances and the 
needs of the moment, the hierarchy of priorities remains exactly the same as 
that established by international bodies and profoundly felt by the world 
community because of the extent and the seriousness of the real dangers which 
threaten it. The negotiations on a chemical weapons ban must be properly 
assessed and given their rightful place in the general and overall process of 
disarmament in relation to the real concerns the international community, and 
its aspirations for the establishment of equal security for all.
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Mr. BAXSANQV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from 
Russian): Today's statement by the Soviet delegation, in which we intend to 
touch on some aspects of the problem of a chemical weapons ban, will be fairly 
brief. The point is that recently the mass media have been putting out a 
number of sensational reports on the development of the Soviet-American 
dialogue in this field.
initiatives put forward at the meeting between the Minister for Foreign 
Affairs of the USSR, E.A• Shevardnadze, and the United States Secretary of 
State, J. Baker, in Paris on 29 July this year. While the reports on the 
whole present an objective picture of the thrust of the Soviet proposals, 
they contained a number of inaccuracies. Furthermore - and this is quite 
understandable - we are continuing to receive questions and requests for 
clarification on these points, 
to respond to these today.

First of all I wish to confirm that for the Soviet Union the early 
conclusion of an effectively monitored convention on the general and complete 
prohibition of chemical weapons is a priority issue.
making every effort to resolve the most difficult questions standing in the 
way of an early ban on chemical weapons, 
international contacts to discuss matters relating to chemical disarmament, 
and are doing our utmost to promote intensification of the negotiating process 
in order to reach agreement expeditiously.

Specifically, these reports relate to the new Soviet

As requested, the Soviet delegation intends

The Soviet Union is

We are making active use of our

(continued)
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The Soviet Union has responded with a great sense of responsibility to 
the appeal of the Paris Conference for the conclusion of the convention at 
the earliest date and its recommendation to all States to make a significant 
contribution to the negotiations. The Soviet delegation has been guided by 
this in the multilateral talks, and our latest proposals to the United States 
are aimed at achieving these goals. At the meeting between Minister 
E.A. Shevardnadze and Secretary of State J. Baker in Paris, a memorandum was 
transmitted to the American side which, on the eve of the next round of the 
bilateral consultations, set forth the views on joint action by the USSR and 
the United States to bring about the speedy conclusion of a chemical weapons 
convention.

As is well known, the Soviet-American consultations on this subject are 
being held in pursuance of the agreement reached at the November 1985 summit 
and are intended to buttress the multilateral talks on the convention and 
contribute to the achievement of generally acceptable solutions at those 
talks. However, these consultations are not a substitute for the multilateral 
process and, contrary to what one might conclude from certain articles in the 
press, it is not their purpose to produce a final draft of the convention.

Major progress was made at the eleventh and latest round of 
consultations, which as you know were held in June in Geneva. It proved 
possible to make substantial advances on the issue of the order of destruction 
of chemical weapon stocks and their production facilities, and proposals were 
developed on challenge inspection procedures. We attach major significance to 
the early presentation of the results of the Soviet-American consultations, in 
particular on procedures for challenge verification, at the multilateral talks.

We also consider that the results of the eleventh round constitute a 
sound basis for further efforts, and offer grounds to hope for agreement on 
other matters. This is the aim of the additional proposals contained in the 
memorandum of 29 July 1989.

We have advocated comprehensive work on one of the most complex issues at 
the talks - monitoring of compliance with the convention. Recently, with the 
guidance of the Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, 
Ambassador Morel, markedly more active consideration has been given to 
challenge inspections, with - and this should be emphasized - solid results 
already achieved; the United Kingdom and the Federal Republic of Germany, 
among others, have introduced proposals on additional verification 
procedures ; in addition, on the intiative of the USSR a series of trial 
inspections have been held at the chemical plants for practical testing of 
procedures for the monitoring of non-production. The Soviet Union and the 
United States have accumulated useful experience in implementing effective 
monitoring measures in the context of the Treaty on the elimination of 
intermediate-range and shorter-range missiles. All this provides valuable 
background for consideration of the entire monitoring system for the 
convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons and the search for a 
comprehensive solution.
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The Soviet Union attaches great importance to openness and 

confidence-building in the development of the convention, 
reaffirmed our proposal on the expeditious exchange of information on chemical 
weapon stocks and production facilities. Specifically, the Soviet Union is 
prepared as of now to publish information on the location of its chemical 
weapon production and storage facilities, and also to provide detailed 
information on the composition of its chemical weapon stocks, if the 
United States on a basis of reciprocity declares the volume of its chemical 
weapon stocks, as the USSR has already done, and the location and composition 
of all its chemical weapons. Thus both sides would publish adequate 
information on their chemical warfare potential in both quantitative and 
qualitative terms.

In Paris we

At the eleventh round of the bilateral consultations prograss was made on 
a special agreement between the USSR and the United States on a two-phase 
exchange of data and verification of such data, 
obstacle to such an agreement - the time frame for verification of the 
accuracy of the submitted data - the Soviet Union gave its consent to on-site 
data verification in the framework of the future agrreement immediately prior 
to the initialling of the convention. Unfortunatley, many reports 
inaccurately presented this Soviet initiative. It was erroneously asserted 
that the Soviet Union had agreed to inspections before the signing of the 
convention, whereas that was our earlier posture.
the period prior to the initialling of the convention that we have agreed to 
on-site inspection. As the mass media reported, this step, in the words of 
the representative of the United States, will facilitate the conclusion of 
work on the convention and help resolve one of the main bones of contention 
between the two countries. If this is so, then we can say that our proposal 
achieved its goal. The conduct of inspections in the framework of the 
bilateral exchange of data while work is still under way on the 
convention - that is, prior to initialling - will be a very major measure 
to build confidence and develop openness in the military field.

In order to overcome the main

Now, however, it is during

So we now stand on the eve of a new round of Soviet-American 
consultations on a chemical weapons ban, where the Soviet delegation intends 
to finalize agreement on those areas where the positions of the USSR and the 
United States are close. We call upon all participants in the Geneva talks on 
a chemical weapons convention to step up their efforts both bilaterally and 
multilaterally. They will find the Soviet Union a constructive partner.
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... Opposing the arms race and promoting the realization of disarmament have 
been major components of China's foreign policy. We will never join in the 

We stand for the comprehensive prohibition and thorougharms race.
destruction of nuclear, chemical, biological and space weapons. We also 
favour deep cuts in conventional armaments. It is our hope that the 
United States-Soviet bilateral disarmament negotiations will achieve concrete 
results at an early date, benefiting world peace and security. We also hope 
for the early reaching of agreement in the conventional disarmament talks in 

We expect progress in the work of the Conference on Disarmament.Europe.
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I would now like to turn to item 4 of our agenda, "Chemical weapons". 
China has always stood for the complete prohibition and total destruction of 
chemical weapons, in order to free mankind once and for all from the threat 
and scourge posed by this cruel means of destruction. We attach great 
importance to the negotiations in the Conference aimed at the conclusion of a 
universal convention banning chemical weapons, and we have taken part in them 
seriously *and constructively. It is our wish that an effective, feasible and 
equitable convention of a universal character should be concluded at an early 
date. The urgency of concluding such a convention is underscored by the fact

The spectre of chemical 
This threat stems first and foremost from

that chemical weapons have been used time and again. 
warfare still haunts human society, 
the huge arsenals of sophisticated chemical weapons possessed by a few big 

The development and production of the new-type binary chemical
The threat also stems from a trend

Powers.
weapons arouse particular concern, 
towards CW proliferation.

The high-level international conference on the prohibition of chemical 
weapons held in Paris last January has provided a major political impetus to 
our negotiations. The Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, 
Ambassador Morel of France, and the chairmen of the five working groups, have 
made laudable contributions. The momentum and pace of the negotiations have 
been enhanced. There have been more thorough discussion and varying degrees

(continued)
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of progress on all the specific issues. In general, however, the negotiations 
have failed to produce the expected major progress or breakthrough. What is 
now required is a joint effort from all the negotiators to translate the 
political and moral commitment into the necessary flexibilty for compromise.

The Chinese delegation appreciates the efforts of the Chairman of the 
Ad h0C Committee in conducting consultations on the two crucial questions of 
challenge inspections and the Executive Council. We also attach importance to 
the in—depth negotiations and consultations in the working groups relating to 
article VI and its annex, the annex on chemicals, the guidelines on 
verification, sanctions and article X on assistance.

Regarding the issue of challenge inspections, the Chinese delegation 
believes that the working paper produced during the consultations conducted by 
Mr. Ekéus, the former Ambassador of Sweden, can serve as a useful basis for 
future work. At the same time, we are not against trying a new way. 
summer session has witnessed further explorations on the essential aspects 
of article IX. Challenge inspection, which is intrusive and sometimes 
confrontational in nature, touches upon the sovereignty and security interests 
of each nation. While it should be implemented speedily in order to achieve 
deterrence, challenge inspection must not be misused or abused for the purpose 
of activities irrelevant to the convention.
concern for confidentiality should be taken care of, and national concern to 
protect military secrets must also be considered. In view of the above, it is 
quite natural that States have different opinions on the specific content of 
Siich inspections.
on CW to push through to a hasty decision, 
study and an accommodation of the reasonable proposals of various parties with 
the purpose of achieving a future common position.

This

Private business's reasonable

It would therefore be inadvisable for the Ad hoc Committee
What is needed is more careful

Challenge inspection is a device for clearing doubts on compliance, 
requesting its application, the challenging State is understandably motivated 
by security concerns.
convention is at the same time a matter of common concern for all States 
parties.

In

But any problem involving compliance with the

The primary function of the organization to be set up under the
convention is to oversee the implementation of the convention. Obviously, inits essence challenge inspection extends far beyond the scope of bilateral 
relations and as such should not be regarded as a means of settling bilateral

Once a request is
submitted by the challenging State, it is the organization that will carry out 
verification through its relevant subsidiary organs.
organization which will determine the mode of inspection to be employed. As 
an observer, the challenging State should not assume responsibility for 
supervising the inspection, nor should it ever attempt to replace the 
organization in such cases, though it will be consulted by the organization 
when the need arises. To that end, the convention should not only spell out 
the rights and obligations of the challenging State and the inspected State: 
it must also ensure a primary role for the organization so as to strike a 
proper balance in the relations between the three parties.

In fact, it is a mutlilateral exercise.concerns.

And it is primarily the
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We have learned that the eleventh round of bilateral negotiations between 
the United States and the Soviet Union on chemical weapons, which ended on 
29 June, have scored success on challenge inspection and have resulted in a

It is hoped that the document will soon be made available to
I listenedjoint document.

Conference to allow for deliberations among its participants.ourwith appreciation to the briefing on the United States-Soviet bilateral 
negotiations provided by the head of the Soviet delegation, and hope that he 
will provide further such briefings in the future.

The Executive Council will be a major organ of the organization. During 
both the spring and summer sessions, the Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee 
initiated many rounds of consultations with interested parties, leading to the 
emergence of several proposals on the issue. The Chinese delegation believes 
that an equitable balance should be maintained in the composition of the 
Executive Council by proceeding on the basis of geographical distribution 
with due regard to such factors as the capacity of the chemical industry and

But to put such an idea into a formula acceptable to
We for our part will 

carefully study the various ideas and proposals in the hope of arriving at an 
early solution.

At this summer session some useful preliminary explorations have been 
pursued with regard to the issue of sanctions. In the view of the Chinese 
delegation, sanctions, like the verification régime, can also act to a certain 
degree to deter non-compliance. With appropriate provision for sanctions 
in the convention, we can expect better compliance and implementation and 
increased confidence among States parties in its effectiveness. The 
discussions of this issue have revealed its complexity as regards the 
political and legal aspects and implementation. Atlhough many States agree 
on the need for sanctions, a series of problems still remain unresolved in 
seeking an appropriate régime in this field. The Chinese delegation stands 
ready to work with all the other delegations in that endeavour.

political realities, 
all is a very complicated and delicate task indeed.
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(Mr. Johanes. Czechoslovakia)

The transition from confrontation to dialogue and the lessening of 
tension have already made it possible to initiate the process of real 
disarmament which is a key to a safer world. The elimination of two classes 
of nuclear weapons - intermediate-range and shorter-range missiles - is 
proceeding successfully. The Soviet-American talks on 50 per cent reductions 
in strategic nuclear arms are continuing. Important activities such as the 
initiative of the New Delhi Six are leading to progress in disarmament.
Paris Conference on the prohibition of chemical weapons has taken place. 
Negotiations on conventional armed forces and on confidence-building measures 
have been launched and are proceeding successfully in Vienna. However, new, 
resolute steps must be taken on the path to disarmament, not only bilaterally 

also multilaterally, where the Geneva Conference has an irreplaceable role

The

but
to play.
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It is to this end that the efforts of Czechoslovakia and the other Warsaw 

Treaty States are directed. At the Bucharest meeting of the supreme body of 
that organization, the Political Consultative Committee, last month, we took 
a stand on topical matters relating to disarmament and security-building in 
Europe and world-wide. We emphasized the need to take concrete measures both 
in the nuclear and chemical fields and also in the field of conventional 
weapons. The decisions adopted there are realistic and constructive. They 
open up new prospects for the attainment of mutually acceptable solutions in 
all respects.
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(Mr. Johanes. Czechoslovakia')
The Conference has once again accomplished useful work this year.

However, we must say frankly that we had expected more, both as to the 
drafting of the text of the convention on the prohibition and destruction of 
chemical weapons and as to consideration of the complex of nuclear disarmament 
issues.

The issue of prohibition and destruction of chemical weapons is for us a 
matter of top priority. We do not deny that we placed substantial hopes in 
the implementation of the suggestions embodied in the Final Declaration of the 
Paris Conference of States Parties to the 1925 Geneva Protocol, at which all 
the participants at a high political level affirmed their readiness to 
conclude a global convention which would ban these barbarous weapons of mass 
destruction once and for all and called for the expeditious resolution of 
the outstanding issues with the participation of all the States concerned. 
Although the work on the text of the draft convention has been intensified 
and a certain amount of progress has been made in the consideration of the 
technical and legal aspects, the differences of principle in approaches to 
certain crucial issues have still not been overcome at this year's session of 
the Conference in Geneva. Therefore, we are calling once again for political 
will and creative efforts to find mutually acceptable solutions. The results 
of the latest round of Soviet-American talks on chemical weapons are a good 
sign in this respect.

Czechoslovakia will continue to work actively for the conclusion of a 
convention on the prohibition and destruction of chemical weapons, 
essence of our approach is set forth in the statement issued by the Government 
of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic on 5 January this year, in which we 
stressed our readiness to be one of the first signatories of the convention as 
soon as it is finalized; we are already undertaking steps to this end 
domestically.

The

At the end of January we successfully carried out a national experiment 
to verify non-production of chemical weapons in the civilian chemical 
industry. It demonstrated that under present conditions in our economy 
verification based on the already agreed measures is basically feasible. It 
does not disrupt the production process in any major way, and the safeguarding 
of commercial secrets may be incorporated into it. We informed the 
participants in the Conference on Disarmament of the results of the experiment 
as early as April last.
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We have also adopted legislation limiting exports of certain types of 
I wish to emphasize here that this measure is not meant tochemicals.

discriminate against anybody and does not impede further co-operation in the 
peaceful development of the chemical industry. Its only aim is to prevent 
misuse for military purposes of chemical products destined for use in civilian 

We expect that the future convention will settle the question ofindustry.
the non-proliferation of chemical weapons so that these partial measures will 
lose their significance.

I can inform you today that Czechoslovakia is taking the following steps 
towards the speedy prohibition and elimination of chemical weapons. Firstly, 
within the framework of the multilateral exchange of information relating to 
the drafting of the convention on the prohibition and destruction of chemical 
weapons we are making public, in an official document of the Conference on 
Disarmament, all the principal relevant data on our chemical potential.
I wish to reaffirm once again that the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic neither 
possesses nor produces any chemical weapons, nor are there any such weapons on 
our territory. All the research and laboratory work being carried out is 
exclusively connected with protection against the effects of chemical weapons 
and is pursued for peaceful objectives.

Secondly, we are ready to receive a team of foreign inspectors within 
the framework of the international trial verification of non-production of 
chemical weapons in civilian chemical industry. The check will be carried out 
at a chemical plant at Mnisek near Libérée, where the national experiment has 
already taken place. We expect that the rules for the international phase of 
the experiment will be agreed upon very shortly.

Thirdly, Czechoslovakia will make available for use by the verification 
bodies to be established under the convention on the prohibition and 
elimination of chemical weapons a special laboratory designed for analysis of 
samples and testing of the toxic effects of new chemicals. The laboratory 
will be equipped to handle all highly toxic substances, including those 
falling in schedule I.

We hope that this contribution on our part, our openness and efforts to 
promote the speedy achievement of mutually acceptable compromises, will prompt 
similar steps on the part of other States. In this spirit, we intend to make 
our contribution to the success of the international conference which will 
take place in Canberra this coming September.

We remain convinced that partial, regional measures, too, can play an 
important role in the efforts aimed at. limiting, banning and eliminating 
chemical weapons. That is why between 1985 and 1988 we and the German 
Democratic Republic put forward a series of constructive proposals for the 
establishment of a chemical-weapon-free zone in Central Europe. If they meet 
with a positive response, we might conduct a practical test in that sensitive 
part of the world of certain measures proposed in the convention, including 
verification. From this point of view, we continue to consider our initiative 
as timely. The creation of such a zone would make a substantial contribution 
towards lowering the level of military confrontation in Europe.
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... High on the list of priorities of the Conference on Disarmament is 
the item dealing with chemical weapons. I shall focus most of my remarks 
today on this item. At the outset, I wish to pay tribute to the tireless 
efforts of the Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, 
Ambassador Pierre Morel, and also to thank the members of his delegation as 
well as Mr. Abdelkader Bensmail and his assistants, for their very meticulous 
work. I wish also to thank the five chairmen of the working groups entrusted 
with the preparation of the convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons.

The first session of the Conference on Disarmament to follow the 
Paris Conference is almost coming to an end. In Paris, 149 States, including 
all members of the Conference on Disarmament, solemnly called 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". However, a breakthrough towards a 
comprehensive convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons seems at 
present to be still beyond our reach.

Though Egypt recognizes that a considerable degree of progress has been 
achieved, we do however realize that we still have a long way ahead. Many 
of the remaining differences, as my delegation has stated on more than one 
occasion, are not confined to mere drafting refinements.

Today, I wish to put before this body my delegation's reading of the 
balance-sheet of this session. The first issue I will address pertains to the 
relation of the chemical weapons convention to other relevant international 
agreements. Our understanding, which has already been stated in the CD, is 
that in accordance with the general rules of international law, the chemical 
weapons convention, from the moment of its entry into force, should prevail 
over any existing international agreement covering the same subject-matter.
In the view of my delegation, our work would be undone if unilaterally 
declared "rights" under the 1925 Geneva Protocol were to be transferred and

(continued)
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thereby, somehow, eternalized in a comprehensive chemical weapons convention. 
Such attempts should be resisted in order to establish one universally 
applicable convention with enhanced effectiveness.

It is clear to my delegation from the divergence of positions on this 
question that the problem is not of a legal character, it is political, 
the nature of the prevailing positions an acceptable compromise has not yet 

It seems appropriate to propose that concerned delegations

Given

materialized, 
should consult further on this matter.

With respect to reservations, it is the view of my delegation that there 
should be no reservations attached to the chemical weapons convention. If 
however, such a view is not accepted, my delegation believes that reservations 
should be confined to certain provisions only, and that they should be 
compatible with, not derogate from, the scope and purposes of the convention.

This year the Ad hoc Committee undertook work on another issue of 
importance, that of "sanctions", through its Working Group on Legal and 
Political Questions. The discussion of this question has clearly demonstrated 
the highly delicate political nature of the problem, which needs to be further 
addressed in order to clarify additionally the issues involved and try to find 
appropriate solutions to them, 
provisions containing specific measures to be applied should any State (party 
or non-party) violate the provisions of the convention. We would also like to 
have guarantees to ensure that sanctions are applied effectively and without 
discrimination or delay, 
as a device for punishment. 
a more
security for States.

On the question of security a clear distinction should be drawn between 
nuclear and chemical weapons. The nature and consequences of the use of 
chemical weapons are more limited in scope, and the international community 
should not, in our view, limit itself to negative assurances in the manner 
followed with respect to the NPT when Security Council resolution 255 was 
adopted in 1968. The chemical weapons convention should aim much higher. 
Positive and credible assurances should be the ultimate objective.

Egypt, for its part, would like to see

Sanctions should not in our view be construed only
We believe the reference to sanctions encompasses 

comprehensive approach that could provide requisite elements of

Another crucial part of the convention which has not been dealt with this 
year is the question of "jurisdiction and control". This topic is at an early 
stage of consideration, and we are of the view that this issue should be the 
subject of relevant provisions in the convention.

Another area which Egypt is following closely is the negotiations on 
organizational aspects. The Executive Council, which will be the principal 
political organ of the international organization, is of great importance. I 
wish once again to thank the Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee for his efforts 
to conduct consultations on this very important subject.

The Executive Council remains for most members of this Conference one of 
the most important issues. We believe that its size should be determined on 
the basis of the limits of the functional requirements, that is to say the 
rapidity of convening meetings and the ability to undertake timely
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decision-making. As for voting in the Executive Council, we favour the 
application of the rule of unanimity when it comes to substantive matters. 
However, we realize that unanimity may not always emerge. Consequently, 
we should provide for some other rule to avoid paralysis in the 
Executive Council. This point should be further considered. We are 
currently studying with great care the various ideas and proposals on 
the composition of this body. However, I wish to put forward some of my 
delegation's reflections on this question. My delegation is of the view 
that all States parties to the convention are entitled to serve on the 
Executive Council. We also consider that the fundamental criterion should be 
that of equitable geographical distribution. Furthermore, we do not subscribe 
to any approach which calls for the creation of permanent seats on the Council.

Another issue which attracts special attention is that of 
"verification". We do share the view expressed by many delegations that we 
need a credible, verifiable convention without any loopholes. It is therefore 
imperative that the convention should include effective verification 
provisions. Yet such requirements should not be abused. It should never be 
distorted and stretched to threaten the national security of States parties.
We are inclined to consider the non-abuse of this device as being as important 
as the concept of verification itself. We therefore support the inclusion of 
detailed provisions on the procedure for verification, in particular with 
respect to the provisions on challenge inspection.

We have been following very closely the work on confidentiality and on 
the guidelines for inspections, and in our view, a degree of progress has been 
achieved in this regard.

Turning to another issue, I would like to refer to the question of the 
Canberra Conference. The Government of Australia has been in contact with my
Government, and I would like to express our satisfaction at the results of 
these contacts. The conference, in our view, should be intended neither to
create a parallel mechanism to what we have here in Geneva, nor to address the 
question of the so-called non-proliferation of chemical weapons or any interim 
measures to that end. This is what it should not do. We expect and hope the 
conference will endorse the objective of a comprehensive ban on chemical 
weapons, and enhance the development of chemical industry and international 
co-operation for peaceful purposes in this field. I take this opportunity to 
reiterate that Egypt considers that the prohibition of the use of chemical 
weapons is the objective we all should strive to attain. Any attempt at 
reaching interim measures on non-proliferation of chemical weapons should not 
be accepted. The prohibition has, in our view, now become a basic norm of 
international law, and therefore should be scrupulously observed.

I turn now to another issue which enjoys high priority for a great number 
of delegations to this Conference : the mandate of the Ad hoc Committee on 
Chemical Weapons. You will recall that following the Paris Conference, and by 
reason of the high political will expressed in its Final Declaration, when the 
participating States "solemnly [affirmed] their commitments not to use 
chemical weapons", there was an attempt to amend the mandate so as to refer to 
the prohibition of use. This amendment did not acquire consensus acceptance.
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I must say that my 
Therefore, my 

We hope
The reasons why do not appear anywhere on the records. 
delegation has difficulty in understanding this situation, 
delegation is raising this question once again for consideration.

could bring the loose ends together before concluding the
It is our genuine hope that the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical 

its work in 1990 under a new mandate which would
that you 
1989 session.
Weapons will recommence 
reflect the latest state of will and preparedness.
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Mr. CALDERON (Peru) (translated from Spanish):
I have requested the floor this morning to make a statement on the

I shall read this statementCanberra Conference on behalf of the Group of 21. 
in English because that is the language in which we have worked on the text.

(Continued in English)
"The Group of 21 firmly supports and actively participates in the 

negotiations under way in the Conference on Disarmament in Geneva to 
conclude at the earliest date a multilateral convention on the complete 
and effective prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling 
and use of chemical weapons and on their destruction. The Group of 21 
strongly condemns the use of chemical weapons and reaffirms its 
commitment to an early comprehensive ban as the only effective and 

-discriminatory solution to the threat posed by chemical weapons.non
That threat, aggravated by recent developments, cannot be removed by 
non-proliferation measures but only by the total elimination of chemical
weapons.

"The Government—Industry Conference against Chemical Weapons 
scheduled to take place in Canberra on 18-22 September 1989 must not seek 
to establish any alternative or parallel approach to the chemical weapons 
negotiations in the CD. 
relevance, objectives and structure of the Canberra Conference need to be 
clearly understood and addressed so that its outcome does not run counter 
to the current negotiations in Geneva.

Apprehensions of the Group of 21 about the

"The Group of 21 is firmly opposed to any restrictive measures 
which may hamper the development of chemical industry, the transfer of 
technology and international co-operation for peaceful purposes in this 
field.

(continued)
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"The Group of 21 expects the Canberra Conference to unambiguously 
endorse the objective of an early comprehensive prohibition of chemical 
weapons and lend its support to the ongoing negotiations to that effect 
within the Conference on Disarmament."

(Continued in Spanish)

I have requested the Secretary-General, Ambassador Komatina, to 
distribute this text as an official document of the Conference.
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Mr. REESE (Australia): I seek the floor today to respond briefly to 
the statement deliverd on behalf of the Group of 21 by the distinguished

On behalf of my Government I would like to assurerepresentative of Peru, 
members of the Group of 21 that the Government-Industry Conference against 
Chemical Weapons to be held in Canberra from 18 to 22 September will support 
the negotiations in the Conference on Disarmament for a chemical weapons 
convention, and the conference in Canberra will do this by focusing on 
measures to conclude and implement the convention.

The structure of the conference in Canberra is designed to encourage 
discussion in support of the chemical weapons convention - and not for any 
other purpose, as indeed the Australian Minister for Foreign Affairs and 
Trade, Senator Evans, said in his address to this Conference on 13 June last.

The Australian Government has consulted extensively with a wide range of 
countries in determining the final shape of the conference. The conference 
format now reflects those discussions.

Australia believes that the chemical weapons convention will be a better 
convention and will operate more effectively as a result of the contribution 
which industry can make to the convention, 
industry is and must remain one of providing advice to governments, which 
obviously retain the responsibility for concluding international agreements.

Australia looks forward to the constructive participation in its 
conference of the many countries which have accepted our invitation to attend.

We are conscious that the role of
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Mr. HAN (Democratic People's Republic of Korea):
The positive progress in disarmament and relaxation this year encourages 

those of us who are trying to overcome a lot of difficulties in negotiations. 
I think it is one of the merits of the Conference that, although no 
significant progress and breakthrough has been made, discussion on major 
issues has become substantive, especially on chemical weapons, and many more 
non-member countries have participated in the Conference.

World peace and the security of mankind are of concern for all countries 
and for all peoples. World peace and security and disarmament, being issues 
directly affecting the existence of ourselves and the coming generations 
irrespective of the size of countries, their military power and their level of 
scientific and technological development, have become a growing concern of 
all. Now the international political situation is gradually tending towards 
disarmament and relaxation. It is worthy of note that the abolition of 
medium-range and shorter-range missiles has been started and negotiations on 
50 per cent cuts in strategic weapons and on chemical weapons are under way in 
the talks between the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the 
United States.
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(Mr. Han. Democratic People's Repnhlic of Korea)
Chemical weapons aimed at mass destruction pose a great threat to world 

peace and security together with nuclear weapons. Today the need to abolish 
chemical weapons completely has become one of the burning issues in 
international politics amid rising public concern, which constitutes a 
favourable environment for the Conference on Disarmament. 
conference on the prohibition of chemical weapons held last January in Paris 
played an important role; on the occasion of the Paris Conference the 
Government of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea signed the Geneva 
Protocol of 1925.
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, our Government reaffirmed its ban on the 
production, storage and import of chemical weapons and its refusal to allow 
the transit of foreign countries' chemical weapons through our land, airspace 
or territorial waters.

The international

On 26 January this year, in a statement issued by the

(œntinued)
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Our Government hopes for the expeditious conclusion of a treaty on the 
complete prohibition of chemical weapons covering all countries, through the 
Conference on Disarmament. Although there exist technical difficulties 
concerning the issues of development of peaceful chemical industry and 
co-operation, as well as ways and means of ensuring inspection and 
verification, they can be settled within one or two years unless there is a 
political intention of opposing or delaying the abolition of chemical 
weapons.
the goal of the Conference in the future.

Our delegation will continue to play its role for the fulfilment of
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Mr. SHARMA (India):

As this year's session draws to a close, it is natural to take stock of 
developments and relate them to the anticipation that we voiced in February 
when our Minister of State for External Affairs addressed the Conference.
1989 has been a significant year in the field of disarmament. The Paris 
Conference on the prohibition of chemical weapons recorded the unequivocal 
commitment of 149 States to rid the world entirely of chemical weapons and 
called upon the Conference on Disarmament to redouble its efforts to conclude 
the negotiations on a CW convention at the earliest date. In Vienna, an 
accord of historic significance on security and co-operation in Europe was 
signed, resulting in negotiations in earnest on the reduction of conventional 
forces in Europe between NATO and Warsaw Pact member States. The initial 
proposals tabled by the two sides reveal a high degree of convergence of 
views. Later in the year, we saw the resumption of negotiations between the 
United States and the Soviet Union on nuclear and space issues, as well as on 
issues relating to the chemical weapons negotiations. These developments are 
a reflection of the improvement in the current international climate for 
making meaningful progress, described variously as "the end of the cold war" 
or "a new détente". What is relevant is that there is resumption of engaged 
dialogue. Conflicts in different parts of the world have been arrested and 
negotiations are under way for their resolution. The United Nations has 
played an important role in this process, thereby demonstrating its unique 
position and singular responsibility in a multipolar world. Against this 
positive background, however, the assessment of our work in the Conference on 
Disarmament during the year is sombre.
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TheLet me now turn to the subject of the chemical weapons negotiations. 
Final Declaration of the Paris Conference provided an auspicious beginning to

The support could not have been more clearly stated thanour work this year, 
in the commitment voiced by 149 States that urged the Conference on 
Disarmament to conclude negotiations at the earliest possible date. The

framework to deal with the pending issues was also set up throughnecessary
the resourceful and methodical leadership provided by the Chairman of the 
Ad hoc Committee, Ambassador Morel, and the five working group chairmen, 
as the session draws to a close and we take stock of the situation, our

Undeniably we have made some progress but, against the

Yet,

feelings are mixed.
background of political will and the sense of urgency expressed in the Paris 
Declaration, in the negotiating framework and the resources provided to us, it
has been modest.

The optimism reflected in Paris was diluted, as was seen by the inability 
of the Conference to reach consensus on a minor updating of the mandate in 

This cast a shadow, which is evidenced by the fact that althoughFebruary.
during the last six months a considerable amount of work has been done, we 
have been unable to come closer to solutions regarding a few crucial 
outsta-ding issues. " My Minister, addressing the Conference on Disarmament on 
14 February this year, sounded a note of caution when he stated:

"At present, we observe that far too much time in the 
Ad hoc Committee is devoted to technical details which divert attention 
from the political issues that still remain co be resolved. Such details 
could be identified and resolved by the preparatory commission. The time 
has come for us to look forward and move with vigour and decisiveness. A 
clear approach would in itself provide a positive thrust to negotiations 
in the CD."

(continued)
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The volume of work done this year is clear from the fact that the report 
of the Ad hoc Committee runs to 242 pages. As many as 65 working papers were 
submitted to the Ad hoc Committee. Yet it is also clear that on the crucial 
issues of challenge inspection, the composition of and decision-making in the 
Executive Council, the order of destruction and some of the legal issues 
pertaining to amendments and the entry into force of the CW convention, we do 
not have new language included in the draft convention. After an initial 
discussion on the subject of verification which tackled the issue directly and 
squarely with regard to additional measures, the Working Group found itself in 
an impasse. At the same time, we have enlarged the discussions in a number of 
other areas such as instrumentation, confidentiality, inspection protocols, 
model facility attachments, etc. A number of national trial inspections have 
been carried out which confirm that the existing verification system developed 
in the draft convention is sound and reliable. All these are subjects that 
would help in the smooth implementation of the CW convention, but, before 
that, we have to ensure that we have a convention.

I do not think that it is possible to maintain the momentum in the 
negotiations indefinitely. We cannot let ourselves be bogged down in 
protracted discussions of certain details at this stage. As 
Ambassador von Stiilpnagel reminded us, we must "make use of the 'window of 
opportunity' provided by the historic situation we find ourselves in". We 
must recognize that time is running out and accept the political fact that the 
only way to free mankind from all chemical weapons for all time is the 
conclusion of a comprehensive and effectively verifiable convention which 
ensures that all existing chemical weapon stocks and chemical weapon 
production facilities are eliminated and that the further development, 
production, acquisition, transfer and use of these weapons is prohibited. 
Interim measures designed to prevent the proliferation of chemical weapons, 
apart from not being effective, also run the risk of opening up a parallel 
track which could easily derail ongoing negotiations and confuse the objective 
we are working towards. Political reality dictates that the risk does not 
come from the possible use of chemical weapons but from the existence of 
chemical weapons, and the only way to address this political reality is to 
find a politically viable solution. A comprehensive solution is the only 
viable political solution. If we want a convention that will enjoy universal 
adherence, then we must work on a convention that will attract universal 
adherence. This requires the convention to be non-discriminatory and provide 
for equal rights and obligations of all States, whether or not they possess 
chemical weapons and whether or not they have a large chemical industry. It 
implies that the convention must contain an effective system of verification 
that reassures all States parties about compliance. It implies that the 
Convention must ensure the unimpeded right of States parties to develop, 
produce, use, exchange and transfer chemicals and technology for peaceful 
purposes, and that the Convention must not hinder or impede international 
co-operation in peaceful areas of chemical industry development. These are 
some of the principles which need to be observed and safeguarded if we want to 
develop a convention which is universal and comprehensive.
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How would these principles translate into approaches to resolve the 
outstanding issues? The open-ended consultations carried out by 
Ambassador Morel on the subject of challenge inspection indicate that we are 
working on the right track.

request for challenge inspection is received by the international 
organization created, the area of interest is enlarged and becomes a concern

All States parties then are legitimately involved in
The multilateral

However, it is necessary to bear in mind that
once a
of all States parties.
seeking reassurance that the convention is being upheld, 
character of challenge inspection therefore needs to be ensured if these 

and the universal interest in upholding the convention are to beconcernsmet. On the subject of the composition of the Executive Council we have also 
had useful preliminary discussions. It is clear that the Executive Council 
will be small in size, mùch smaller in size than the Conference of States

All States parties have a right to be represented in the ExecutiveParties.Council, and furthermore, during the period that they are not present on the 
Executive Council, they must feel that the Executive Council is representative 
of the various interests that are reflected in the Conference of States 

In our view, all member States represented on the Executive
However, it is likelyParties.

Committee should enjoy equal rights and obligations, 
that in practice certain States parties will serve more frequently on the 
Executive Council than other States parties in the implementation of the 
criteria accepted, which cannot be seen to detract from the basic principle of 
equitable geographical balance, the principle of non-discrimination and the 
need for universal adherence.

I am sure we all share the sense of urgency and realize that the
If we look at other disarmamentCW negotiations are at a critical stage, 

negotiations, we realize that any slow-down can be a serious set-back to our 
efforts. At the same time, CW negotiations are but part of the agenda of the

The nuclear issues, which enjoy the highestConference on Disarmament. 
priority, also need to be addressed, and Conference resources allocated to 
them. We hope, therefore, that taking this priority into account, the 
Conference on Disarmament will set itself a time frame within which to 
conclude its negotiations on a CW convention, 
provide the necessary political thrust for concluding our work during the 
1990 session.

Setting a time frame would
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The only ray of hope that inspires us with some confidence for the future 
is the continuing movement forward in the negotiations on a chemical weapons 
ban. The impulse provided by the Paris Conference, although it lost 
force due to the lack of readiness of some delegations to switch immediately 
to the new reality, in the long run had a favourable influence on the pace of 
our work.

some

The new report of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons is an 
impressive document. Justice requires us to pay tribute to Ambassador Morel 
(France) for his energetic efforts aimed at accelerating the pace of the 
negotitions, which have brought some concrete results. 
that there are no blanks in the "rolling text" as far as the inclusion of all 
problems and topics is concerned. We have at our disposal a more solid 
textual basis.

It can now be claimed

I think it is generally recognized that there are three main problems 
which will determine whether we will reach the end of the road leading to the 
finalizing of a draft convention on a chemical weapons ban. 
about the system of control and verification, the order of destruction of 
chemical weapon stockpiles, and the Executive Council of the future 
organization. That is why, I think, the consultations carried out on 
Ambassador Morel's initiative and dealing with the challenege inspection 
procedures (article IX, part II) and the composition and decision-making 
process of the Executive Council are a step in the right direction. The 
inclusion of the results of those consultations in appendix II of the "rolling 
text" is to be welcomed. Undoubtedly, the submission to the Conference of an 
agreed Soviet-American document on challenge inspection procedures would make 
a considerable contribution in this respect.

I am speaking

A number of useful and important conclusions in the field of verification 
were drawn from the national trial inspections. The presentation of reports 
on these inspections by a number of key countries belonging to all groups, and 
the holding of an open dialogue, contributed to the identification of a number 
of problems that might arise in that field. We hope that the holding of the 
second phase of experiments - international trial inspections - will bring us 
still closer to a model for international verification in the framework of the 
convention.

Consideration of the question of the Executive Council reveals that the 
three aspects of the problem - composition, terms of reference and the 
procedure for decision-taking - are interrelated. It is evident, for example, 
that the wider the terms of reference of the Council, the bigger will be the 
interest of the countries participating as members in it, and the greater the 
importance of the provisions for decision-taking. Although the document 
entitled "Outcome of the open-ended consultations on article IX, part 2" 
included in appendix II of the Committee's report outlines the political 
contours rather than the legal content of a possible agreement, it definitely 
marks an important step forward.
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Notwithstanding, we have to admit that the progress achieved so far is 
mainly on technical matters. 
next year we continue at this year's pace and do not succeed in solving the 
main problems that have a political connotation, the convention will continue 

It is important that all countries, and above all the chemically

Therefore, we ha're to be fully aware that if

to elude us.
most developed ones, should show their readiness to translate their political 
declarations in favour of banning chemical weapons into practical deeds in
drafting the convention.

CD/PV.530
U

(Mr. Yamada. Japan)

The success of the Paris Conference on the prohibition of chemical 
at the outset of the year provided the momentum for the Ad hQCweaponsConmittee on Chemical Weapons to conduct intensified negotiations and achieve 

many important results, particularly on technical issues. They are

(continued)
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indispensable elements for drafting the chemical weapons convention. I wish 
to express my sincere appreciation to Ambassador Pierre Morel, Chairman of the 
Ad hoc Committee, for his untiring efforts, wisdom and leadership. I would 
also like to commend the chairmen of the five working groups for their 
excellent work.

We have not, however, had a breakthrough on important political issues - 
for instance, how to reach a common basic understanding on verification 
régimes including challenge inspection, the composition and decision-making of 
the Executive Council and undiminished security during the transition period. 
We must take into account the interrelated nature of those issues and others 
within the overall framework of the Convention.

The Paris Conference generated a global political momentum for the 
CW negotiations. But looking back over what took place in the Conference this 
year, I have a sense of uneasiness that the momentum might be slipping out of 
our fingers. Setting an artificial deadline for the negotiation is of course 
not necessarily conducive to a good treaty. On the other hand, can we just go 
on and on, business as usual, and get a treaty on issues like chemical weapons 
of such political magnitude? I am not sure if it will work. We must have a 
common perception of the political target of the time frame of the 
negotiation. We must have political determination to work with that political 
time frame in mind, if we are to have a CW Convention.

The Government of Australia will host the Government-Industry Conference 
against Chemical Weapons in three weeks' time. Japan will participate in the 
conference and work for its success. We hope the conference will give further 
impetus to the CW negotiations here. I am grateful to Ambassador David Reese 
for clarifying the character of the conference in response to the joint 
statement of the Group of 21. Japan is gravely concerned at the growing 
danger of the spread of chemical weapons. In this respect, Japan is taking, 
individually and in concert with like-minded governments, appropriate measures 
in conformity with paragraph U of the Final Declaration of the Paris 
Conference. On the other hand, our global efforts must be concentrated on the 
comprehensive prohibition of chemical weapons, and not on any intermediate 
measures.

Verification problems are very difficult, both politically and 
technically. While it may be impossible to establish a watertight 
verification régime, we should strive for the setting up of a verification 
régime which is reasonably effective and reliable. It is also important to 
take note of the basic differences between the verification of CW destruction, 
which is conducted for 10 years, and the verification of "non-production", 
which lasts for ever.

Working Group 1 has worked out the "Annex on the protection of 
confidential information". It is indispensable to protect the confidentiality 
of both military and civil information in a proper way. For that, I believe, 
this annex is an important product. The Group has also addressed the 
"Protocol on inspection procedures", verification régimes under article VI and
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We find it important to discuss details of those issues in order to
It is hoped that theothers.

solve verification problems and draft a consistent text, 
chairmen's laudable initiatives will bring about further progress.

The national trial inspections have been very useful in drafting a 
realistic convention and raising awareness of the convention among those

As a follow-on to the report on its trial inspection,concerned in capitals, 
japan has already submitted a working paper on initial visits and

Based on the results of national trial"step-by-step inspections", 
inspections, the Ad hoc Committee should continue to follow up this useful 
exercise in appropriate ways.

The "pattern of verification" is an issue of basic importance to the 
CW convention.
understanding on a basic framework of verification, we may well be faced with 
more confusion.
serious efforts in trying to find some common understanding on challenge 
inspection.

If we go into detailed discussions with no common

In this context, I very much appreciate Ambassador Morel's

Working Group 4 has worked steadily since the spring session so as to 
compile the annex on chemicals, 
under article VI, we should strike a proper balance between the risk to the 

of the convention and the necessity to make effective and efficient 
of the limited resources of the technical secretariat. Though it is

When we discuss the schedules and guidelines

purposes
use
easily forgotten in detailed discussions, we also need to note the basic 
difference between schedule 1 chemicals, which are in principle banned, and 
those in schedules 2 and 3, which are permitted for production, consumption,

We still find it necessary to continue
But I greatly appreciate

etc., under appropriate controls. 
detailed study with respect to specific problems. 
the chairmen's initiatives based upon technical and expert knowledge, which 
have enabled the Committee to make important progress in the areas under study 
by the Group, including the annex on chemicals.

I would also like to add that, thanks to the serious efforts of the 
chairmen, we were also able to deepen our discussions and produce some 
tangible results in other working groups. To name a few, my delegation thinks 
that important work has been done with respect to amendment sanctions and 
others in Group 2, article VIII, article VII and others in Group 3, and 
article X, the preparation period and others in Group 5.

As was emphasized in the Declaration of the Paris Conference, it is 
imperative that the CW Convention should be global. We heartily welcome the 
increased participation in the CW negotiations by States not members of the 
Conference. As we agreed in Paris, any State wishing to contribute to the 
negotiations should be able to do so.
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Mr. MOREL (France) (translated from French);
... The time has come to introduce to you the report of the Ad hoc Committee 
on Chemical Weapons, reference CD/952, which the Committee adopted on Friday, 
18 August. It contains the three well-known elements : the technical section; 
appendix I, which is the "rolling text" proper; and appendix II, which serves 
as a basis for future work. Here I would like to draw your attention to a 
typographical error in the French version of the report. In the table of 
contents for appendix II, the fourth line from the bottom on page 15 should 
read "Articles XII, XIV et SX de la structure préliminaire 
way, the heading on page 215 should read "Articles XII, XIV et XX de la 
structure préliminaire..The secretariat has informed me that a 
corrigendum will be distributed to put this right.

In the same

Before I take you quickly through the main results achieved by the 
Committee since last February, I would like to start by making a few general 
comments.
that the result we are all looking for is not a question of quantity but of 
quality, and if the Committee, together with its subsidiary bodies, organized 
209 meetings in all, the idea was to make as much progress as possible towards 
the completion of the convention banning chemical weapons, in accordance with

Firstly, we have done an enormous amount of work. I am well aware

(continued;
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clear call made in the Final Declaration of the Paris
All delegations, those ofthe strong andConference on the prohibition of chemical weapons.

the member countries of the Conference as well as those of the non-member 
countries - of which we have twice as many as last year - redoubled their 
efforts, and I take this opportunity to thank them for their readiness to 
work, their contributions and their encouragement.

The second comnent is that as a result of this sustained work, the report 
introducing today provides you with a markedly improved draft convention. 

The thematic approach adopted this year by the Committee made it possible to
of the convention, to link them together and to put them

I am
cover all the aspects in better order, the result being that today we have a more complete, more 
coherent and more methodical text. Does this mean - and here I come to my

- that we are close to our goal? It may be tempting to note thatthird pointthe negotiations did not enable us to achieve the necessary 'breakthrough 
during this session, that the "point of no return was not reached", or that we 
dwelt too long on technical considerations rather than devising the "political 
package" which is essential for concluding our task. I am the first to regret 
that it was not possible to go even further, but at the same time I believe 

the clichés to which I have just referred do not really give a true
The more wethatpicture of the real state of affairs in the negotiations, 

redouble our efforts, the more clearly we can see that we can only progress 
if there is a proper combination of political initiatives and technical 
improvements, both of which are essential and inseparable. The chemical 
weapons convention will be an extremely complicated document which will have 
to have solid scientific, technical and industrial foundations, while at the 
same time setting down unprecedented rules for security.

How in this light can we describe the work done by the Committee
It seems to me that the bulk of the technicalduring the recent session? infrastructure of the convention is now in place, and that the substantial 

political headway we have recorded this year make it possible to properly 
define the general régime of the future convention.

After these opening comments, I would now like to describe briefly the 
principal results in terms of the five main subject categories which were

On the subject of verification in all its 
First of all I should mention thecovered by the five working groups. 

forms, we had a particularly heavy agenda.
insertion of an annex on confidentiality in appendix I, which at a stroke 
allows us to deal substantively with a question which, even a year ago, was 
more often than not referred as "to be discussed". This document makes it 
possible to lighten the body of the convention and at the same time to meet 
the present and future concerns of Governments and enterprises, but also those

In the same way, Group 1 made progress onof the technical secretariat, inspection procedures, and should be able, before the beginning of the next 
session, to complete the conversion of the directives for the international 
inspectorate, which are still contained in appendix I, into a protocol on 
inspection procedures which for the time being is contained in appendix II, 
which will give a more precise and more complete definition of the working 
conditions for the future inspectors.
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I would also mention that this year the Committee continued a large-scale 
exercise which was started last year, namely the launching of national trial 
inspections and the consideration of national reports. This work, which was 
first conducted under Ambassador Hyltenius of Sweden, whom I would like to 
thank for his personal contribution, was the subject of an informal exchange 
of views with experts from industry at the end of June and was then pursued, 
as agreed, under the Chairman of Group 1. Thanks to this initial multifaceted 
work in the field, in conditions as close as possible to reality, the Committee 

able to confirm the practicability of the provisions of article VI andwas
make various improvements in the convention. This is already the case with 
the new version of the model agreement for facilities handling schedule 2 

Many more lessons can be drawn from these trial inspections,chemicals.
which should continue on a broader scale and be organized by other countries. 
I would finally add here that the Committee directly tackled one of the most 
sensitive issues in the future convention, namely challenge inspection. 
Intensive consultations conducted by the Chair made it possible to identify 
in a precise way those essential elements which will have to be contained in 
article IX, part 2, which, as everybody acknowledges, will be as it were the 
key stone of the general system of verification under of the convention.

Legal questions may be better defined, but are no less difficult to 
deal with. Appendix I now contains a series of final clauses; these are 
articles XV to XIX, which derive from the consultations conducted last year, 
together, in appendix II, with the results of the work done on the delicate 
issue of amendments, and elements to be taken up on relationships with other 
international agreements, duration and withdrawal, languages, depositaries 
and registration. The group also dealt with the very important question of 
sanctions, which had never been dealt with as such, and is of interest to a 
great number of delegations, 
appendix II provides a good basis for further work on this subject.

The work of Group 3, on institutional matters, made it possible to update 
articles VII and VIII of the convention and thus to confirm the tripartite 
framework under the future convention, that is to say the Conference of the 
States Parties, the Executive Council and the technical secretariat, 
can be said for the document on the preparatory commission, which will have 
the task of establishing the future organization after signature and before 
entry into force.
also made it possible to highlight the precise role to be played by the 
national authority which will be set up in each country to institute and 
maintain liaison with the technical secretariat.
Ad hoc Committee started to examine very specifically, with the assistance of 
experts, the question of the costs and the staffing of the future organization.

The document which appears at the end of

The same

Going beyond the actual text, national trial inspections

In the same way, the

Group 3 also started studying the question of the scientific advisory 
board, which might provide the Director-General, and where necessary the other 
organs of the convention, with an independent opinion on rapidly evolving 
areas. Consultations conducted by the group, and then by the Chairman of the 
Committee, also made it possible to establish a hypothetical working framework 
on the composition and decision-making procedures of the Executive Council.

need to stress that these issues, which for a long time were left
Agreement will no doubt onlyThere is no

on one side, are of great political importance. 
be reached towards the end of the negotiations; but to arrive stage by stage
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at an agreed formula, we must first of all have specific elements to think 
about which will allow each delegation to clarify its position: this is the 
aim of the document contained in appendix II.

Turning to Group 4, it must be recognized that the "chemical annex" marks 
major progress. To go back to the general comment I made just now, this may 
be said to be a very technical issue, and thus one of secondary interest, 
how can we not see that, particularly with schedules 1, 2 and 3, this annex 
contains the matrix of the general régime of the convention? The schedules 
are now clearly established, and closely tied in with specific declaration, 
monitoring and verification régimes. Going beyond the resulting technical 
improvements, regroupings, reordering and clarifications for the whole of the 
text, I would like to stress more broadly that this new annex strengthens the 
whole edifice of the convention. A year ago, at the same date, we were 
wondering about whether we ought to have three or four schedules because of 

persistent difficulties related to the question of super-toxic lethal 
The whole technical infrastructure of the convention was thus 

shaky. The question has been examined in depth, in all its complexity, with 
the valuable assistance of experts. I believe that all delegations today

that a solution can be found in the context of the three régimes and the 
schedules with the appropriate categories, giving prime attention to the

But

the
chemicals.

agree 
threerevision of the schedules and thus to the identification of new products.

At the same time the group was able to substantially revise annex 1 to 
article VI and thus to reach agreement on the particular conditions for the 

limited production of prohibited substances for research, medical, 
pharmaceutical and protection purposes. Work will have to be continued on 
this annex.

very

I now come to the fifth and last group, dealing with the transition, 
a theme which made it possible to look at the convention in a continuum of 
development, starting from the current negotiations and working up to the 
definitive régime at the end of the 10—year transitional period. Appendix II 
thus contains elements concerning the preparatory period, in particular 
relating to possible measures for co-operation even before entry into force, 
the role of the organization after entry into force, with the appropriate 
deadlines, and the exchange of data. Appendix II also contains a new text of 
major political importance, that is to say article X, relating to assistance 
and protection against chemical weapons. We need only recall that last year, 
in the same place, two texts confronted one another reflecting opposing 
conceptions, to be able to gauge the progress already accomplished in the 
search for solutions acceptable to all. I must also point out that on 
article XI, dealing with economic and technological development, consultations 
showed that there were no objections in principle, although for the moment it 
has not been possible to work on the text itself, 
of the convention was not in fact dealt with directly this session — the order 
of destruction of. stocks and production facilities - but for a good reason, 
since we can now count on the completion of the consultations conducted 
between the two States which have declared that they possess such stocks and 
facilities, that is to say the United States and the USSR.

Only one important aspect
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I would also like to recall that the Committee established a technical 
group dealing with the instrumentation which will be necessary for the 
implementation of the future convention. This highly specialized group 
brought together experts from capitals, and will continue its work next 
I would like to take this opportunity to thank Dr. Rautio of Finland, who 
kind enough to chair the group.

year, 
was

In accordance with long-standing practice, the Committee will hold 
open-ended consultations from 28 November to 14 December next with a view to 
holding a limited session from 16 January to 1 February 1990. 
will not be possible to take up all the topics which I have just spoken about. 
We will have to concentrate on current issues where specific results can be 
found for the new version of the "rolling text" which will be prepared for 
the 1990 session. The consultations which I have held with the group chairmen 
and with delegations lead me to propose the following subjects :

Of course it

Group 1 : The protocol on inspection procedures and the Group Chairman's 
working paper on article VI;

Final clauses ;Group 2:

Group 3: The scientific advisory board;

Guidelines for schedule 1 and machinery for revision of lists;Group 4:

Undiminished security during the destruction period.Group 5:

I would add that I will be resuming the Chairman's consultations on the 
second part of article IX, that is to say challenge inspection.

In order to prepare for a sustained pace of work comparable to that 
maintained by the Committee throughout its session, it is my intention to 
conduct private bilateral consultations with all interested delegations 
during the week of 20 November. As has been the case since last February, 
the inter-sessional work will be conducted as teamwork with the five group 
chairmen, Mr. Rüdiger Liideking of the Federal Republic of Germany,
Mr. Mohamed Gomaa of Egypt, Mr. Rakesh Sood of India, Mr. Johan Molander of 
Sweden and Dr. Walter Krutzsch of the German Democratic Republic. I would 
like to extend ray warmest thanks to them for the decisive part they have 
played in the work on which I am reporting today. I would also like to 
extend my special thanks to the Secretary of the Ad hoc Committee,
Mr. Abdelkader Bensmail, his deputy, Ms. Agnès Marcaillou, and his assistant 
Ms. Cheryl Darby for their untiring and wholly exemplary assistance.

At the beginning of my statement I tried to suggest the perspective 
within which the work accomplished over the last six months should be

But at the moment of concluding, I cannot but turn towards the 
My words will be simple and brief because the enthralling experience 

I have have lived through during this session has made this abundantly clear 
to me:

assessed, 
future.

let us constantly bear in mind that our time is not infinite, and that 
the Convention now being finalized will produce practical results only if it 
is universal in its application.
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Mr. FAN (China) (translated from Chinese):
Many of my colleagues from different delegations have expressed such mixed 

feelings when talking about the work of the Conference. Disarmament affairs
longer the monopoly of a few major military Powers. All countries, big 

or small, developed or developing, nuclear or non-nuclear, have the right to
The Conference on Disarmament is composed 

These mechanisms which were established

are no
participate in work on disarmament, 
of 40 member States with equal rights, 
in line with the trends of the time made one feel eager to try for prompt

It is disheartening to note, however, that this single multilateral
established by the first special sessionresults.

negotiating forum on disarmament, as 
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, has made no progress on the 
agenda items concerning nuclear disarmament and outer space.

has been made in the intensive negotiations on the prohibition of
The

Although some
progress
chemical weapons, a breakthrough on key issues has yet to be made, 
momentum of disarmament negotiations must be maintained and the multilateral 
negotiations on disarmament should by no means be weakened. 
we resolve such a contradiction, which one might describe using the Chinese 
expression "much thunder but little rain"? It is in this context that many 
delegations have contributed various suggestions, including suggestions on 
how to continue the work of the Group of Seven.

How, then, can

CD/PV.530
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Mr. PARK (Republic of Korea):

... My delegation is pleased that the Republic of Korea has been invited 
again this year to participate as a non-member State in two subsidiary bodies 
of the Conference on Disarmament — the ad hoc committees on chemical weapons 
and on the comprehensive programme of disarmament - in addition to the plenary

(continued)
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meetings. This extended participation in the work of the CD is a reflection 
of my Government's positive interest in the United Nations-sponsored 
multilateral disarmament negotiations. My delegation also wishes to express 
special thanks to Ambassador Miljan Komatina, Secretary-General of the CD, and 
his staff for their invaluable assistance in making the necessary arrangements 
and preprations.

The conference on the prohibition of chemical weapons in Paris in January 
of this year was a timely and most significant event. The Final Declaration 
adopted by consensus is a testimony to its success. The conference provided a 
valuable opportunity to reaffirm the validity of the Protocol for the 
Prohibition of the Use in War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and 
of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare, signed on 17 June 1925 in Geneva, and 
to reaffirm the obligations established therein and commitments made thereto. 
The unequivocal support given to the United Nations and its Secretary-General 
underlines the world community's renewed awareness of their indispensable role 
in safeguarding mankind from the threat of this horrible weapon. It is a 
source of great satisfaction to ray country that we participated in this global 
endeavour and were able to make constructive contributions to it. The 
accession to the Geneva Protocol of 1925 by my country represents a worthy 
addition to broadening the basis for a global chemical weapons ban.

While attending the Paris Conference, His Excellency Choi Ho-Joong, 
Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Korea, made clear in his 
address the stand ray country takes with regard to chemical weapons. He said:

"The Republic of Korea has never possessed and does not have at its 
disposal any type of chemical weapons. Nor will we consider developing, 
producing or stockpiling such weapons in the future. We categorically 
object to keeping chemical weapons on the Korean peninsula."

(continued)
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He further proposed that South and North Korea should jointly renounce
of armed conflict with a view to freeing the wholechemical weapons as a means 

Korean people, in both South and North, from the danger of such deadly weapons.

My delegation is impressed by the intensive efforts made under the able 
and dedicated leadership of Ambassador Pierre Morel of France to expedite 
negotiations on the chemical weapons convention, 
appreciation to Ambassador Morel for the thoughtful arrangements he made for 
the participating non-member States of the CD to be informed of developments 
in the negotiations.

As understanding and co-operation by the civilian chemical industry is an 
integral part of an effective and verifiable chemical weapons convention, it 
is encouraging that the second part of the session saw the participation of 
representatives from the chemical industry. The Government-Industry 
Conference against Chemical Weapons to be held in Canberra in September this 
year is an important development in this endeavour. My delegation highly 
appreciates the invitation extended to my country by the Australian 
Government, and looks forward to participation in the conference, 
that the momentum generated by the intensive efforts made and the other 
ensuing pertinent developments taking place this year will contribute 
positively to the speedy and early conclusion of the negotiations on the 
chemical weapons convention.

We wish to extend our deep

We hope
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Mr. FRIEDERSDORF (United States of America): I would like to express our 
appreciation to the chemical weapons Ad hoc Committee Chairman 
Ambassador Pierre Morel and his five working group chairmen for the fine work 
accomplished this year. The report being submitted to the CD today reflects 
progress made this year in the many additions to the draft treaty text in 
appendix I and in the many useful papers in appendix II.

(continued)
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The draft convention text in appendix I has been enhanced by the addition 
of two annexes - one on confidentiality and the other on chemicals ; by new 
articles on ratification, accession and entry into force ; and by new material 
on activities of the preparatory commission. Additionally, some issues in 
articles VIII and IX concerning the organization and procedures for clarifying 
concerns of States parties have been resolved.

Appendix II of our report reflects the results of many long and intensive 
discussions on very difficult, important issues that required a delicate 
balance of the security and political concerns of all countries participating 
in these negotiations. Discussions on the composition and function of the 
Executive Council have taken place for a number of years. This year, however, 
following intensive consultations, the Chairman has summarized, in appendix II 
text, various proposals for the Executive Council in order to help guide our 
future discussions on this subject. On the issue of challenge inspection, the 
Chairman made a truly commendable effort toward achieving consensus on the 
principle of mandatory, short-notice challenge inspection, however, 
delegations still do not fully agree. Difficulties remain over how to protect 
sensitive non-chemical-weapons military and civilian facilities while at the 
same time providing satisfaction with regard to compliance. The Chairman's 
work on challenge inspection in appendix II reflects both the progress and 
remaining difficulties and, along with the previous work on this subject, will 
serve as a good basis for further discussion.

We are deeply conscious of the need to eliminate chemical weapons from 
the face of the Earth as soon as possible. This is a matter of security for 
all countries. In the world today, security against chemical attack takes a 
variety of forms. During the 10-year period after the convention enters into 
force, a transition will take place from security based on that variety of 
forms to one based on the convention. A number of countries have raised 
concerns about how to ensure security during that period, while some chemical 
weapons, albeit a diminishing amount still exist in national arsenals. Many 
of the issues we have been discussing in the CD have dealt with security 
during the transition period from a variety of interrelated perspectives - the 
order of destruction, reservations, assistance and protection in the event of 
CW use, measures to deter non-compliance, and incentives to encourage all 
CW-capable States to join the convention. I believe we can and must find 
arrangements, consistent with the objectives of the convention, that will 
relieve the concerns of all States. In view of the complexity of the security 
factor, several different provisions may be necessary to resolve all the 
concerns.

It is the hope of the United States delegation that when our work resumes 
during the inter-sessional period and again in 1990, further attention will be 
given to these interrelated security issues and that ways will be found to 
address all concerns. Resolution of these issues is important in helping to 
achieve the necessary universality of the convention.
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Mi gb SOLESBY (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland):

I should like to offer some brief comments on the report of the Ad hoc
In his statement at the opening of the summerCommittee on Chemical Weapons. 

session my Minister of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs,
Waldegrave, reiterated the commitment of the British Government to a 

comprehensive, global and effectively verifiable ban on chemical weapons, 
underlined the need for a clear, practical problem-solving approach to

He stressed the importance attached by the

Mr. and 
remove

the remaining obstacles.
United Kingdom to the achievement of such a ban as early as possible and the 
need for our approach to be marked by thoroughness and hard work.

The summer session, like its predecessor, has I think been to a large 
extent conducted in that spirit. 
activity in these negotiations, 

efforts and we have done so.

The past year has been one of intense 
The Paris Declaration urged us to redouble 
Our agenda has enabled us to consider the 

Many of us have conducted trial
our
whole range of problems still outstanding.

During the summer session my own authorities have submitted ainspections.
report on our two practice challenge inspections of military installations - 
part of a longer series of challenge trials - and also a report on our civil 
national trial inspection. The result of all this work has been a good deal

New issues have been developed, long-standing ones refined
Some of this

of solid progress. 
and the structure of the future convention has become clearer, 
progress is reflected in the report before us. 
appear in the report to emerge from the inter-sessionals.

More of it will, I trust,

(continued)
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CMi as Solesbv. United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland)

A number ofIt would of course be wrong to feel satisfied with our work, 
difficult problems still remain to be solved, including some major aspects of 
our convention.
achieved but much more remains to be done particularly as regards challenge

The rate of progress in our negotiations sometimes 
But we are steadily increasing the areas of convergence of

Verification remains the top priority, where much has been

and ad hoc inspection, 
seems too slow.
view.

We must sustain our efforts. The inter-sessionals should enable us to 
develop further a number of the items on which we have worked over the past 
year so that they can be brought into appendix I or II. To achieve this we 
shall have to focus our attention on those matters which hold out most promise 
of early agreement. 
of the Ad hoc Committee.
during the coming weeks so that we can return to the inter-sessionals well 
prepared.

We welcome the proposals on this given us by the Chairman 
We now all have a basis for work in our capitals

We hope that we shall come to these inter-sessionals further strengthened 
by a positive outcome to the bilateral consultations between the United States 
and the Soviet Union, as well as to the Government /Indus try Conference against 
Chemical Weapons in Canberra.

An encouraging aspect of this year's session has been the increased 
involvement in the negotiations by representatives of States not members of

Their presence here has given our work a wider 
We believe that, as called for in the Paris Declaration, all

the Conference on Disarmament, 
perspective.States should be free to participate in the negotiations as observers if they 

I look forward to the participation of still larger numbers of suchwish. 
States.

We all owe a great deal to our Chairman of the Ad tlQC Committee, 
Ambassador Morel, for the leadership he has given — for his energy, his 
enthusiasm, and his diplomatic and negotiating skills. My delegation much 
appreciates the very considerable contribution he has made. Our thanks go 
also to the hard-working chairmen of the working groups : Mr. Liideking of the 
Federal Republic of Germany, Mr. Gomaa of Egypt, Mr. Sood of India,
Mr. Molander of Sweden and Dr. Krutzsch of the German Democratic Republic; as 
well as to Ambassador Hyltenius of Sweden and Dr. Rautio of Finland for their

We have learned with great pleasurework as chairmen of their special groups.
Ambassador Hyltenius is to be the next Chairman of the Ad tlQ£ Committee,

My thanks also go to 
Certainly the report 

And

that
and we much look forward to working closely with him. 
the secretariat for all their dedicated hard labour, 
we have just adopted would not have been possible without them, 
lastly, three distinguished ambassadors are leaving us very 
Ambassador van Schaik of the Netherlands, Ambassador Yamada of Japan and 
Ambassador Fan of China - all three much respected colleagues whom we shall 
miss, and I should like to offer them my best wishes for the future.

soon,
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(Mr. Batsanov. USSR)

••• Whilst expressing regret at the lack of substantive results on many items 
on the agenda of the Conference, the delegations of the socialist countries at 
the same time welcome the further progress that has been achieved in the talks 

chemical weapons ban, although here too we feel that not all our
The Conference on Disarmament received aon a

expectations have been realized, 
strong political impetus from the Paris meeting on chemical weapons, where 
149 states called for the conclusion of the convention at the earliest date. 
The increase in the number of observers in the Ad hoc Committee on CW this 
year as a result of the call made in the Paris Declaration is a positive 
development in our view. The creation of an appropriate organizational 
framework for considering questions relating to the chemical weapons ban at 
the Conference on Disarmament in the context of the Ad hoc Committee on CW

Thanks to the able leadership of the Ad hocalso played a constructive role.
Committee by Ambassador Pierre Morel of France, as well as the painstaking 
efforts made by the chairmen of the working groups, much valuable work was

This not only covered important technical details which are vital fordone.
the convention, but also made it possible to expand the search for political 
agreement on a number of key problems.

have all the requisite elements in the Ad hoc Committee on CW for a 
breakthrough in the very near future.

In the view of the socialist group, we
now

We call upon all participants in the 
negotiations to step up their efforts, to display a constructive spirit and 
show reasonable compromise, and to make maximum use of the inter-sessional 
period in order that the many years' work on a CW ban should finally be 
crowned with success at the 1990 session of the Conference. In this 
connection the members of the group believe that an important role in speeding 
up work on the convention must be played by confidence-building measures.

8

(Mr. Batsanov. USSR)

They welcome the continuing process of providing data in accordance with the 
USSR's draft memorandum of 18 February 1988 and the arrangements proposed by 
the Federal Republic of Germany, and also take an active part in it. Here,

I would like to inform the membersspeaking as the representative of the USSR, 
of the Conference that the Soviet Union is finalizing the preparation of data 
for multilateral exchange along the lines proposed by the Federal Republic of 
Germany in CD/828, with a view to publication; information on the subject will 
be submitted to the Conference on Disarmament.
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The PRESIDENT (translated from French):
... My second point relates to the progress recorded in the chemical weapons 
negotiations.
impetus to our work; yet it should be recognized that this impetus did not 
lead to all the eifects we had hoped for. Nevertheless, a movement has begun 
and it must be sustained by continuously renewed back-up. We are convinced 
that the negotiations which will continue during the inter-sessional period 
will bring us still closer to the long-awaited aim, the burgeoning of the 
convention on chemical weapons.

The extraordinary Paris consensus undoubtedly gave political

CD/PV.531
15

(The President)
These, then, were the few closing comments I wished to share with Iyou.have no other matters to discuss before the closure of this annual session of 

the Conference on Disarmament. Before I close the session, I would like to 
remind you that the next plenary meeting of the Conference will be held on 
Tuesday, 6 February 1990, at 10 a.ra. 
adopting the report of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons contained in 
document CD/952, in accordance with paragraph 14 (c), the Ad hoc Committee will 
hold a session of limited duration between 16 January and 1 February 1990. I 
would also like to remind you that open-ended consultations of the Ad hoc 
Committee will be conducted between 28 November and 14 December this

As agreed by the Conference when

year.
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