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CD/PV.150
21

(Mr. Fein. Netherlands)

not only is it necessary to arrange adequate verification measures in a CTB treaty 
but we are convinced that adequate verification is also possible. As far as there 
are technical problems, ve are confident that they can be overcome, inter alia, by 
drawing on the experience gained and to be gained in the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific^ _ 
Experts on seismic events, in which the Netherlands participates. I may recall that 
significant progress has been made by this Group in the design of a global 
verification system. Effective continuation of these efforts, including a full 
scale test of the seismic system, is called for. The time is also ripe for working 
out the administrative elements for such a seismic system within a CTB treaty.

A corollary to a CTB treaty would be a so-called ::cut-off" agreement which would
This, too, would be an 

We are not unaware of the
ban the production of fissionable materials for weapons use. 
effective step in curbing the nuclear arms race, 
verification problems involved, but a cut-off presents one of the few effective 
nuclear arms control measures for which in principle an international verification 
system has already been worked out, to wit: nuclear safeguards. 
therefore, that the Committee on Disarmament should deal with this matter as well.

It seems logical,

It stands to reason that the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons should be 
The Netherlands delegation is one of those who hold that under there-established.

inspiring chairmanship of Ambassador Lidgard of Sweden the Ad Hoc Working Group on 
Chemical Weapons came close to exhausting its mandate last year. We hope very much, 
therefore, tliat a new mandate can be agreed upon now, enabling the Ad Hoc Working Group 
to elaborate, as a matter of high priority, a multilateral convention on the complete 
and effective prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of 
chemical weapons, and on their destruction.

Next to matters relating to the scope of a chemical weapons convention, the 
Ad Hoc Working Group will have to deal extensively with its verification provisions.
We believe that verification should serve as one component in a system that, together 
with a meaningful scope and a reasonable amount of protective measures, will give a 
State more national security than the maintenance of the chemical weapon option would 
do. Without adequate verification, States rill net be confident that the provisions 
of a convention will be observed. As we stated before, it is our considered vxew 
that within the framework of a chemical weapons convention, national and international

After all, we are dealing with a proven weaponverification are complementary, 
system, ready and available in large amounts.

At the end of last year's summer session, at the 143rd meeting of the 
• Committee on Disarmament, on 4 August 1981, I had the honour to introduce 

document CD/203 concerning consultative and co-operative" verification 
and a complaints procedure in the framework of a chemical weapons convention.
This document gives a complete outline of a reasonable, but effective, verification 
system and was designed in such a way as to take care especially of practical needs. 
Allow me briefly to recapitulate the main characteristics of our proposals :

measures

Consultation, co-operation, verification and complaints are not treated 
individually but form elements of one integrated, consistent system;

therefore interlinked;National and international verification are-
establishment of national implementation agencies will be called for;The



1In view of both the outcome of last year's activities of the AÆ Hoc Working Group 
on Security Assurances and of the massive support for General Assembly resolution 36/95,. 
introduced by Pakistan, my .delegation is certainly in favour of the re-establishment 
of the negative security assurances Working Group. In fact ve were pleased and 
encouraged by the positive attention which ue received v/hen last year we proposed a 
model "common formula" for a Security Council resolution covering the common ground 
contained in the national statements of the nuclear-weapon States. It seems, 
however, that last year the Ad Hoc Working Group took things as far as we can carry 
them and that the ball is "
We call therefore for a joint

i
very much in the camp of the nuclear—weapon States, 
t by the nuclear-weapon States involved to bring 

their respective negative security assurances nearer to each other and possibly to 
harmonize them. As long as such a joint effort is not undertaken by the nuclear-weapon 
States involved, we can hardly conceive of room for much further work for the 

*"°c Working Group on Security Assurances, 
more or less on a stand-by basis.

now
L
IThe Working-Group would therefore be

IDuring the thirty-sixth session of the United Nations General Assembly the 
Netherlands delegation actively worked for the adoption of a draft resolution on 
the prevention of an arms race in outer space, in conformity with the relevant 
provisions of the Pinal Document of the first special session of the General Assembly t 
evoted to disarmament. The General Assembly decided to entrust this important

t
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(Hr. Fein, Netherlands'!
The national implementation agency will, inter alia, work closely together 
with a consultative committee to be established;

The Consultative committee should permanently oversee the destruction or 
diversion for permitted purposes of declared stocks of chemical weapons :
The consultative committee must carry out the supervision of the destruction 
and diversion through on-site inspections on a permanent basis;

Through random on-site inspections the consultative committee will 
periodically that the production of supertoxic lethal chemicals does 
exceed agreed quantities;

With a view to enhancing confidence, the consultative committee should undertake 
inspections on a random basis at facilities on the territory of States parties 
that will on a regular basis be assigned by lot;

The consultative committee shall be competent to enouire into facto concerning 
alleged ambiguities in, or violations of, the compliance with the convention;

an enquiry the consultative committee would be competent 
to undertake on-site inspections after consultation with the State party 
concerned. If the latter State party, however, does not agree to such an 
on-site inspection, it must provide appropriate explanations;

Each State party to the convention may use national technical means of 
verification;

Complaints can be lodged with the Security Council, Each State party undertakes 
to co-operate in carrying out any investigation which the Security Council 
initiate.

check
not

-I

In the context of such
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CD/PV.151
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(Mp. Wegener. Federal Republic of Germany)

My Government-, in full agreement with the Final Act of Helsinki, has repeatedly 
urged the Polish leaders to lift martial law in order to re-establish the Polish 
people's civil,-.rights, to release those who are arrested and to resume a genuine 
dialogue with the Catholic Church and legitimate representatives of the independent 
trade union in Poland. We also request that Poland-be enabled to solve its 
problems autonomously and without external interference.

If these overriding requirements, are met, mutual confidence will revive and
of concrete results in disarmament and armsthe prospects for progress in terms 

control will be substantially enhanced.
Grave as the events in Poland are, they are not the only threats to the 

international security climate. The military balance in Europe still gives rise
to undiminished concern.

Federal Republic of Germany therefore welcomes the fact that the 
negotiations here in Geneva between the United States of America and the 
Soviet Union on intermediate-range nuclear forces have been resumed after the

We are convinced that a positive outcome of these negotiations 
international stability and progress in other arms’

The

Christmas recess, 
will contribute to greater control endeavours. We fully support the far-reaching American proposal — 
thoroughly prepared within the Western Alliance — aiming at a zero level outcome 
for all land-based intermediate nuclear missiles on both sides.

j- ■

A treaty which honours this unique offer would eliminate the weapons category 
of greatest concern. We feel that such an outcome would be the most promising 
and tangible way of strengthening international peace and security. We-welcome 
the commitment on both sides to spare no effort to reach agreement. In the same 
spirit, my Government attaches a high value to continued negotiations in this 
Committee.

Turning to the second part of my intervention, I should like to highligh 
once more the importance which my delegation attaches to the question of chemical 
weapons. -In my country, a comprehensive chemical weapons prohibition is a 
matter of concern not only to .the Government but to all politica par es .
represented in the German Bundestag. On 3 December 1981, the Federal Parliament 
unanimously adopted a resolution urging the immediate conclusion of a chemical 
weapons convention to operate.,under effective international control.

of the Committee during its: 1981 session — and
- weLooking at the achievements

that means at the report of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons - 
can pride ourselves on having produced, under the efficient leadership o 
Ambassador Lidgard of Sweden, a considerable degree of specificity in wha comes 
very near to being treaty language. However, progress is so far less apparen 
in the field of verification. But verification is the centrepiece on which tne 
ultimate success of our negotiations depends and on which, therefore, we shou 
focus particular attention during this year's debate.



Experience of agreements lacking a proper verification mechanism, such as 
the Geneva Protocol and the Biological Weapons Convention, stresses the need for 
a comprehensive solution to this question.

My delegation has on many occasions sot out its views on the essentials of an 
effective international verification system.

Verification must follow a regular, pre-established procedure so as to be non- 
discrimiriatory and take place in a businesslike and co-operative atmosphere;

It must provide for impartial'investigations into events which require 
clarification"; and

It must protect legitimate economic interests.

r
Let me just recapitulate:

ï

In order to advance work in this direction, my delegation will, during this session, 
introduce a working paper which will set out in greater detail the mechanisms and 
procedures which arc, in our view, necessary for an effective verification of 
a chemical weapons convention. This working paper will, inter alia, specifically 
deal with the problems of binary weapons. In particular, we intend to propose a 
way whereby — contrary to certain allegations that the non-production of binary 
weapons is not verifiable — verification can also be extended to and include 
binary weapons.

The vital contribution of the comprehensive programme of disarmament to the 
success of the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disarmament need not be underscored. From the documents it appears evident that 
the" Committed on Disarmament must come to terms with the CPD issue, and that at 
least a negotiable text, with or without a limited number of alternative options 
on specific problems, must bo ready for the larger New York audience by the time 
this Committee winds up its spring session. The matter is urgent, and the 
credibility of this Committee is at stake.

The CPD Working Group which mot through most of January has done good work and, 
while no firm results are in sight on most issues, it has deepened the insight and 
understanding of all delegations concerned. My delegation is grateful to the 
participants and to the Working Group's Chairman, Ambassador Garcfa Robles of 
Mexico. The work accomplished in January allows us to identify the areas where 
consensus is well within reach, and, conversely, those areas where major 
controversies loom which we must jointly settle in the ne xt few weeks.

From the viewpoint of one of the sponsors of document CD/205, the only complete 
draft programme before the Committee at this time, my delegation is under the 
impression* that the following three issues of principle have arisen and need 
creative negotiating in a spirit of compromise:

1- Nature of the CPD

?

It is obvious that the CPD will need a modo of adoption and promulgation 
commensurate with its overriding significance for the success of the 
second special session on disarmament. It must, at the same time, correspond to

CD/PV.151
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(Mr. Rostow, United. States)

In connection with another issue which has been under active consideration by 
the Committee during its past three sessions, that of the so-called negative security 
assurances, I would like to reaffirm the unilateral assurance given by the 
United States at the time of the first special session of the United Nations 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament in 1978. As we said at that time :

"The United States will not use nuclear weapons against any non-nuclear- 
weapon State party to the Non-Proliferation Treaty or any comparable 
internationally binding commitment not to acquire nuclear explosive devices, 
except in the case of an attack on the United States, its territories or 
armed forces, or its allies, by such a State allied to or associated with a 
nuclear-weapon State in carrying out or sustaining the attack."

The United States stands by this statement as a reliable and firm assurance. 
We have nonetheless participated, and are willing to continue to participate in 
the Working Group which deals with this issue, and would join a consensus to 
re-establish the group. The United States believes that development of a common 
assurance, as has been suggestéd, would be extremely difficult, although of course 
we are not opposed to this concept.

The Committee's task of developing a comprehensive programme of disarmament, 
as mandated by the first special session on disarmament, is extremely important. We 
strongly support this effort and will continue to work constructively toward 
enunciation of a meaningful programme to be presented to the General Assembly at its 
;econd special session, The United States believes that to achieve the necessary 
consensus, such a programme must be realistic and must reflect the security needs 
of all States. It should provide guidelines for the actions of States, with an 
over-all goal of promoting world stability and peace.

(

Both the increased complexity of modem weapons and the turbulent condition of 
world politics have highlighted the special importance of compliance with treaties as 
a factor among the responsibilities of this Committee. Trust is an essential 
ingredient of the condition of peace; Montesquieu spoke of peace as a state of 
tranquillity in which no man need fear his neighbour. Alas, that criterion is not 
satisfied today in many parts of the world. None of the neighbours of the Soviet Union 
can say that, it feels comfortable about the inviolability of its borders. And more 
generally, the expansionist policy of the Soviet Union radiates anxiety far beyond 
the States in its immediate neighbourhood, to States which fear the fate of 
Afghanistan, Poland, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Romania, the German Democratic Republic, 
or Bulgaria. Troubling questions nave arisen about Soviet compliance with international 
agreements concerning chemical and biological warfare. Those questions affect every 
State in the world community. And they cast a shadow over the possibility of 
verifying Soviet compliance with treaties on the control of other arms, and 
particularly of nuclear arms.

In 1967, the International Red Cross published ‘disturbing evidence about the 
use of Soviet chemical weapons in the Yemen. Now, initial circumstantial evidence 
that lethal chemical v/eapons have been used in Laos, Kampuchea, and Afghanistan has

i
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(Mr, Rostow, United States)

been confirmed by new evidence from south-east Asia — evidence of the use of 
prohibited lethal mycotoxins, which are particularly cruel and inhumane 
war weapons of

• production and use of such weapons raises most serious questions about
compliance with existing international constraints on such activities, including the 
biological and toxin weapons Convention of 1972 and the 1925 Geneva Protocol, to which 
the Soviet Union is a party. This development demonstrates the necessity of further 
consideration of the adequacy of applicable verification and compliance provisions.

It is vital that all countries concerned co-operate to the fullest extent with 
the work of the United Nations Group of Experts investigating this matter. It will 
not suffice simply to call attention to the problems, We deserve answers. The 1979 
anthrax outbreak in Sverdlovsk has never been adequately explained. The Soviet Union 
and its friends and allies have vehemently denied that the Soviet Union is engaged 
in any way in the use of toxins or other chemical weapons0 But it remains altogether 
unwilling to discuss these matters in detail or to offer the kind of co-operation 
that might alleviate the legitimate concerns of the world community, 
in the face of such inquiries has simply deepened the suspicions and anxiety of all 
persons of goodwill.
Committee.

Soviet behaviour

This is a fact of particular importance to the work of this

It is therefore essential that the verification of compliance with arms control 
treaties be made a central feature of our work programme here, 
agree on the principle of far-reaching international co-operation in monitoring and 
enforcing compliance with such agreements, arms control and disarmament cannot begin 
to achieve their full potential as programmes of peace„ 
stated that while it continued to rely primarily on national means of verification 
of compliance with arms control treaties, it was willing to accept co-operative means 
of verification where circumstances make such procedures necessary and desirable.
The United States welcomes this assurance. And it recalls the fact that in 1947 
the Soviet Union made a far more comprehensive statement of its readiness to accept 
inspection and other co-operative means of verification in the interest of arms 
control during the consideration of the United States' proposal for the international 
control of nuclear energy, known as the Baruch Plan. The volatility and fragility 
of the international atmosphere make it essential that the Soviet Union go beyond 
President Brezhnev's statement of 25 November 1901, to Foreign Minister Gromyko's 
earlier and more ample offer.

Until the nations

The Soviet Union lias recently

Thus far, I have alluded only in passing to the second special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament.
and the nature of its contribution to our common endeavours cannot yet be clearly 
foreseen.
happens here between now and then.

That is because in many respects its shape

in no small part, what happens in New York in June will depend upon what
The Committee's work on the comprehensive 

programme of disarmament will be a major input. In that effort, the United States 
wishes to play an active and energetic role. 
what we do here.

But, obviously, all does not rest on 
Much will depend on whether the behaviour of States conforms to 

their professed goals and intentions. r 
be particularly sensitive to this factor, 
we can influence events, this Committee will contribute to a special session which 
should be marked by a realistic appreciation of the role of arms limitations in the 
effort to maintain peace and security for all mankind.

The work of the second special session will 
I Let us hope that, to the extent that
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(Hr. Tellalov, Bulgaria)

Our delegation will continue to make its contribution to the work of the 
Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts on problems of the seismic monitoring of the 
observance of the future treaty.

The question of the general and complete prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests 
is closely linked with that of the development of new types of nuclear weapons.
An example of this gloomy prospect is the decision of the present United States 
administration to start production of nuclear neutron weapons. In endeavouring 
to resolve this issue, we ought not to be put off by artificial excuses, such as 
the argument that neutron weapons are. not basically a new type of weapon and that 
there is therefore no need to consider them separately.

It is important that we should embark at once on negotiations for the elaboration 
of a convention prohibiting this type of weapon, for many specialists categorically 
affirm that it lowers the "nuclear threshold."

Another question which is closely bound up with the nuclear weapons issue is 
that of strengthening the security assurances riven to non-nuclear-weanon States 
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. Our delegation's interest in 
this matter is well-known. Together with the delegations of other socialist countries 
we have been taking an active part in the work of the Ad Hoc Working Group concerned. 
Our aim continues to be the conclusion of an international convention, taking into 
account, also, other proposals in this direction. In this connection, we believe 
that it is time to begin negotiations on the non-stationing of nuclear weapons 
on the territories of States where there are no such weapons at present.

Our delegation is convinced that the Committee should concentrate its attention 
on and contribute to the elaboration of a treaty for the prohibition of the 
stationing of weapons of any kind in outer space. We fully support the proposal 
made by the head < of the Soviet delegation 
concerning the setting up of an ad hoc working group to negotiate with the aim of 
reaching agreement and the text of such a treaty.

The progress of negotiations on chemical weapons is an example of how the 
Committee's efforts lag behind the development and deployment of new and yet more 
dangerous types of such weapons. 
vast majority of members of this Committee
of negotiations within the framework of a mandate which would open the way to 
the drafting of the actual provisions of the future convention.

Me supported the General Assembly's appeal for a speedy resumption of the 
bilateral negotiations and wo consider that the Committee, for its part, ought to 
pay particular attention to binary and other new types of chemical weapons, and 
also to the matter of non-stationing of chemical weapons in countries where there 
are no such weapons at present.

Ambassador Issraelyan,

Together with other socialist countries and the
we are in favour of the intensification

Our delegation attaches great importance to the question of new types of weapons 
of mass destruction and new systems of ouch weapons.___________________________ _ Me would urge the setting '
up °I a group of qualified governmental experts, bearing in mind the development of 
the question at the thirty-sixth session of the United Nations General Assembly.
It is our belief that the setting up of such a group would permit an in-depth study 
to be made of the question within the framework of a permanent and purpose-oriented 
organizational structure.



Let me turn now to the question ...of., security assurances for the 
non-nuclear-weapon States. In the face of the grave nuclear threat 
non-nuclear-weapon States demand that, pending nuclear disarmament,
States unconditionally undertake the obligation not to use or threaten to use 
nuclear weapons., against non-nuclear-weapon States and that 
negotiations bo started 
in this regard.

on this basis,
n as s00n as possible to conclude- an international convention 
The Chinese delegation supports this demand. Me are ready to 

give positive consideration to proposals made or -to be made on this item, provided 
kiey are truly conducive to the strengthening of the security of the 
non-nuclear-weapon States. In our view, the nuclear-weapon States should consider 
he reasonable demand of the non-nuclear-weapon States for the guaranteeing of 

- ieii security. Basing themselves on their omi narrow interests, the major 
nuclear-weapon powers are nutting various conditions to non-nuclear-weapon States, 
and demanding that non-nuclear-weapon States ensure the security of the major 
nuclear Towers first. Such a practice of nutting the cart before the horse is 
oound to prevent the Committee on Disarmament from making progress on this item.

Ihe resolutions adopted by the General Assembly at its thirty-sixth session 
cal_ upon the Committee to consider at its current session the question of 
preventing an arms race in outer space. In recent years, the two superpowers have 
seen energetically developing military technology used in outer space. They have 
in their hands some outer space weapons which are near the operational stage. The 
iac^. that the arms race between them has already extended into outer space is 
anGbher salient feature in the new round of their arms race.

CD/TV. 152
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(Hr. Tian Jin. China)

effective implementation, 
provided.

, ^or ea°L stage, an indicative time-frame should be
. . And the verification machinery and procedures necessary for reviewing-
1-s implementation should be established. Since the programme is to be worked 
out through serious negotiations, Stat-es should undertake obligations 
responsibilities arising therefrom and implement the and

programme in earnest.
^ the

Of mass destruction m massacring people has aroused grave concern on the cart of
the world public opinion. Over the past year, there have again been many reports
on the use of chemical weapons in Afghanistan, Kampuchea and other places.
is disturbing to note that the superpowers which possess large arsenals of chemical
weapons are stepping up the production, development and deployment of these weapons
All blus commanus greater urgency in the task of formulating an international
convention on the complete prohibition and total destruction of chemical weapons.
be SteedWd the Pr°p0Sal of many countries that the mandate of the Vorking Group

It

® ta ^ tmt.the scope of the prohibition in the future convention should 
ei the use 01 chemical weapons. To emphasize anew the prohibition of the 

01 chemical weapons would supplement and strengthen the 1925 Geneva Protocol, 
in order to ensure implementation of the future convention, we maintain that 
stringent and effective measures for international verification be provided for, 
including on-sight inspections on the use of chemical weapons, the destruction of 
stockpiles of such weapons and the dismantling of facilities for their production.

use
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points upon which we hold a different view from that expressed by the delegation of 
India. In particular, we are surprised to find that he considers that document CD/205 
does not provide an idea of the route along which we must travel towards general and 
complete disarmament. In our view, document CD/205 does provide such a route, 
particularly for the first part of the journey. Thereafter, v/e have sketched out 
some possible paths to follow; but we do not consider that it is feasible, when the 
map is largely uncharted, to go further without adequate review, 
indicated, however As I have

believe that the possibility of reaching agreement on the 
comprehensive programme does exist and that we should now concentrate our efforts in 
the Working Group on this aim.

we

Although, as I have made clear, my delegation attaches particular importance 
at this time to the CPD negotiations, we also believe that members of the Committee 
should not lose sight of the more direct contribution they can make to progress on 
arms control through the Committee's work on radiological weapons and, still more, 
on chemical weapons..

My delegation demonstrated its belief in the value of the early completion of 
negotiations on a iinal text of a convention to ban radiological weapons by its 
support for resolution 36/97 B at the thirty-sixth session of the General Assembly. 
We are again ready at this present session to play a constructive part in 
discussions aimed at achieving a generally acceptable text ; 
discussions could provide a useful, if modest, step further forward in arms control. 
The importance of the measure lies not so much in the likely imminence of the 
introduction of such weapons — for radiological weapons would certainly be very 
difficult to employ — but in the incalculable and ;uncontrollable nature of their 
effects, which could persist long after a war in which the weapons were used 
affecting future generations, 
class of weapons.

success in these

thus
That is sufficient reason for banning this potential 

I believe that we are most likely to achieve our objective by 
concentrating on the specific and well-definable issues which were still to be 
resolved at the end of last year rather than by attempting to cast our net too wide.

I should like now to turn to the work of the Ad Hoc. Working Group on Chemical 
Weapons, which covered a great deal of ground last year under the able and energetic 
chairmanship of Ambassador Lidgard of Sweden. The United Kingdom destroyed its 
entire stock of chemical weapons more than 10 years ago and my Government remains 
committed, as it has been since negotiations first began in the CCD, to seekinpj a 
comprehensive, effective and adequately verifiable ban on chemical weapons. 
delegation therefore 
issues covered last

My
very much welcomed the intensive consideration of the range of 

year. The report of the Working Group showed that there is 
still a great deal to be done, but it also pointed to a number of areas where a 
convergence of views is beginning to develop. He hope that the momentum created 
last year will bo maintained during this session ; v/e would, in particular, think it 
highly regrettable if the work of this Group were in any way to be held up by 
procedural considerations. We look forward to further substantive progress to 
report to the second special session devoted to disarmament and, in this connection,
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we intend shortly to put forward some detailed suggestions on the question of 
verification. The United Kingdom's views on this subject are already well-known. 
While the various elements of a convention are clearly bound up with each other, 
the purpose of the working paper, which, while focusing on verification, will be 
to build on the progress made on this issue since the United Kingdom tabled its 
views in 1976. Verification is still the central problem we face in drawing up 

Satisfactory resolution of this problem is the only way in which 
the parties to a convention can have confidence in it.
a convention.

The United Kingdom considers that verification provisions would he necessary 
for each stage of implementation — that is, for the declaration and destruction 
of stockpiles and production facilities — and thereafter to monitor the 
compliance of States, including the monitoring of permitted peaceful uses of 
chemical warfare agents and dual-purpose agents. It is essential also that the 
convention should have an effective complaints procedure.

We believe that the verification of implementation of the destruction of 
stockpiles and production facilities must be under international control. 
Thereafter, verification of compliance could be by a mixture of bilateral and 
multilateral contacts between States parties, with an international body — 
the Consultative Committee, on which we have already made detailed proposals — 
having ultimate responsibility.

Among the other items of business before the Committee to which we attach 
much importance is a subject commended to our attention by General Assembly 
resolutions 36/97 C and 36/99, namely, the question of further measures of arms

My delegation hopes that this subject is to be included 
in the agenda of the Committee for this session and that time will bd allocated 
in our work schedule for discussion of the technical issues which will have to be 
addressed in this new area of work.

control in outer space.

Ther question of our work schedule to which I have just referred brings me 
back to the point I mentioned in connection with the comprehensive programme of 
disarmament. Ue are faced with a formidable amount of work in a relatively short 
period, since, for practical purposes, X believe we should finish our session by 
the middle of April. I believe that we must be guided by the actual possibilities 
for making progress on particular items and not necessarily by the theoretical 
allocation of priorities to certain subjects according to their over-all importance

I also suggest that we might consider reverting to a 
practice used to good avail during our 1980 session, namely, that of holding less 
than the usual number of plenary meetings, at least during the latter part of the 
session, to allow time for extra informal meetings, sessions of the Working Groups 
and so on. This might be particularly useful when we begin to prepare our 
reports. If vzc are to complete the work of this' session in good order, it will be 
necessary to make proper dispositions even at this early stage tor our special

in the disarmament field.

report to the General Assembly.
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If-the political climate is bad and if the assurances, the prospect of security
it is not for us here in this Committee to collapseare not as firm as they might be 

into despair. He
the United Nations system to work towards disarmament.
It is precisely when the political climate is most difficult, when the assurances 
each of our. States seeks are most lacking, that we of the Committee on Disarmament 
should be making the most urgent efforts to press our responsibilities and bring 
forward agreement when none seems possible, 
achievement, only one achievement, on our part at this session would do much to 
restore that spirit of optimism in the international community which in recent years

above all, are charged by our Governments, by our peoples and by
That is a key responsibility.

I venture to suggest that one substantial

has so sadly been lacking.

For Australia, the first item, the 
Of the several dozen

I turn now to the items on our agenda.
nuclear test ban, has always held special importance. 
disarmament resolutions adopted at the thirty-sixth session of the United Nations 
General Assembly, few can be said to have much importance for negotiating disarmament. 
One, however, resolution 36/85, is sufficiently balanced and sufficiently constructive

I am happyto show the way ahead in tackling the question of a nuclear test ban. 
both that Australia played a leading role in drafting this resolution and that it 
attracted 140 positive votes and no negative votes in plenary. 
the indispensable role of this Committee in negotiating a test ban.
Committee to determine the institutional and administrative arrangements necessary 
for establishing, testing and operating an international seismic monitoring network

The resolution stresses
It also asks the

and an effective verification system.

In the context of resolution 36/05, the Committee"s attention should be drawn 
again to document CD/95, which my delegation introduced in 1980 and which provides 
an illustrative list of subjects which might, in this context, be examined by the 

Many delegations have, in the past, urged us to be more ambitious andCommittee.
to hold out for immediate, full-scale negotiations on a comprehensive test ban.

in the past, considered that only in the forum of a working
It is the view of my

Many delegations have
group could substantive discussion on a CTB take place, 
delegation that rigidity will not help us in present circumstances, either as to the

We consider that detailed and practicalcontext or to the way we go about our work, 
consideration of the elements of a nuclear test ban can and should take place, at an 

, in one of a range of possible formal or informal sub-groups of this 
The Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts has long been a model of patient

There is no

early date
Committee. ______
industry, on just one aspect bearing on an eventual nuclear test ban. 
reason why other aspects cannot now be addressed with similar efficacy.

The subject of chemical weapons is the other agenda item of particular 
importance to my delegation. Here again there is a strong and valuable United Nations 
resolution to guide us. Here, I draw attention to resolution 36/96 A. Here again 
is a chance for the Committee to be imaginative in the method of its work and to avoid 
needlessly standing square-on and stationary before a roadblock. There is no doubt 
that the mandate of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons has run its course

So long as a new mandate permits progress its precise terms 
the "elaboration of a chemical weapons convention"

and needs revising, 
should not greatly matter : 
to us to be our task and there is no earthly use in wasting time on semantics before

seems

getting down to it.

There is absolutely no question that the need to ban chemical weapons is 
Because such weapons are militarily effective — providing as they do a

— they are widely
urgent.
flexible and stunning option, particularly for surprise attack
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deployed in Europe. Tho asymmetry of deployments is, unfortunately, such that we 
road reports of plans to add to the stockpiles and systems of chemical weapons there. 
How much better it the reports were instead of plans for symmetry involving a 
unilateral reduction of chemical weapon readiness. Since, moreover, chemical weapons 
arc specially effective against the unprotected, there is a constant temptation to 

them against loss equipped adversaries. This, very likely, lies behind reports 
trom South bast Asia and Afghanistan of the use of chemical agents in conflicts there. 
The reports are a cause for serious.distress.
the ambiguities and close the loopholes which mar related prohibitions, namely, the 
1925 Geneva Protocol and the Biological Weapons Convention of 1972. 
should, above all, be fully verifiable.
ban on chemical weapons is one of the achievements which could, in one stroke 
justify the existence of this Committee and constitute a tonic for tho world.

use

The ban for which we, call should resolve '<

Such a ban ;
Progress here in the next months towards a

both

Another area where progress is possible is the effort to assure non-nuclear 
weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear This item, the 

was tho first to be entrusted to an Ad Hoc Working
weapons.

third on the Committee's agenda 
Group. Although movement has been slow, a real opportunity exists now for 
acceleration. At the thirty-sixth session of the United Nations General Assembly, 
the delegation of Pakistan introduced a resolution, adopted as resolution 36/95» 
with 145 favourable votes and no negative votes, which indicates how this important 
issue may be managed. 
a successful outcome on this matter.
States, whose positions

L

I
My delegation will co-operate with others in efforts to ensure

It would be appropriate if the nuclear-weapon 
as set out at tho first special session on disarmament, 

gave impetus to our efforts in this area, were able to advance it for recognition by 
the second special session.

Turning to the comprehensive programme on disarmament, I should like simply to 
state our belief that the time has come to start serious drafting. The Working Group 
spent three rewarding weeks in January thoroughly studying all major issues at stake 
in the projected programme. However, time is short, the general debate has nearly run 
its course and intensive drafting is now required. We therefore welcome the 
establishment of open-ended drafting groups, under the able guidance of 
Ambassadors de la Gorcc of France and de Souze e Silva of Brazil, on those sections 
of the programme dealing with objectives and priorities. The establishment of the 
drafting groups reflects, we believe, recognition that, in this case, a working group 
is too cumbersome an instrument for speedily advancing the Committee's work. Wo 
suggest, accordingly, that perhaps only one formal meeting a week of the Ad Hoc 
Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament would be sufficient and that 
the other working period allotted to the CPD should be set aside for drafting or 
informal consultations.

As to radiological weapons, I say only that the Australian delegation sought last 
year to play a helpful role in bridging the differences that have no far prevented the 
Committee from bringing this limited disarmament measure to a conclusion. It is a role 
which, on behalf of my delegation, I pledge ourselves to maintain this year.

»Australia, in part because of geographical circumstance, has long been involved 
in the adventure of exploring outer space. It is a source of concern to us that that 
new frontier of man should not be abused. It was for this reason that Australia, 
at the recent General Assembly, co-sponsored resolution 36/97 C. Wo consider that, in 
this first half of its 1902 session, tho Committee could best advance its work on the 
issue of outer space by engaging in a broad exchange of views on the question in all 

This would enable the Committee to take, at a later stage, a more 
informed approach in dealing substantively with the topic.
its aspects.
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climatethis session can give an impetus to setting in motion the disarmament 
process. Nor should we underestimate the important part which the Committee on ‘ 
Disarmament can play in ensuring that the opportunity of the second special session 
is not missed. My delegation therefore agrees with those speakers who have: 
suggested that our work during the next 12 weeks must be aimed principally at 
ensuring that the Committee makes an optimum contribution to the success of the 
special session.

The conclusion of a nuclear test ban treaty would undoubtedly contribute 
immensely to the success of the second special session. But hopes of this 
happening have dimmed. It should be possible at the very least for the Committee to 
establish a working group on the CTB at the current session and to make some progress 
towards the treaty which can be reported to the special session. There is, of 
course, a direct link between nuclear disarmament and a test ban treaty. But it was 
our impression that the test ban was an immediate rather than long-range objective 
of all Governments of nuclear and non-nuclear States. We would do well to ponder, 
at this stage, the risks which any further delay in concluding a test ban treaty ' 
would entail. It would also be relevant to recall once again the link between 
measures to halt the vertical as well as the horizontal proliferation of nuclear 
weapons.

Another issue on which this Committee has been asked to conclude an agreement 
for submission to the second special session is negative security assurances. My 
delegation was most gratified at the overwhelming support for Pakistan's resolution 
on this subject at the thirty-sixth session of the General Assembly. In accordance 
with the recommendation made in that General Assembly resolution, my delegation 
is prepared to undertake further intensive efforts to search for a common approach 
or a. common formula "including in particular those considered during the session 
of the Committee on Disarmament held in 1901“. May I recall that these include 
principally the one proposed by the Netherlands and the three formulations 
informally suggested by my delegation. The discussions last year, however, have 
made it amply clear that an agreement v/ouid become possible only if the nuclear- 
weapon States reconsider their divergent positions and respond in \a more forthright 
and credible way to the security concerns of the non-nuclear-weapon States. The 
General Assembly has appealed, "especially to the nuclear-weapon States, to 
demonstrate the- political will necessary to reach agreement on a common approach and, 
in particular, on a common formula which could be included in an international 
instrument of a legally binding character". I can do no better than to reiterate 
this appeal. As Ambassador Fein put it, "the ball is in the court of the nuclear- 
weapon States". We look forward to a serious and considered response from them, 
not merely a reiteration of positions which are conceived only in the context of 
their narrow self-interest and nuclear doctrines.

My delegation would welcome the re-establishment of the Ad Hoc Working Group 
on Chemical Weapons. We hope that it will be given a new mandate which will enable 
it to commence the concrete task of negotiating the text of a chemical weapons 
convention. This goal has become all the more urgent in the light of persistent 
reports about the use of chemical weapons in some parts of the world and other 
reports regarding decisions taken to augment and modernize chemical weapons stockpiles. 
Further delay or ambiguity regarding the conclusion of a chemical weapons convention 
could well erode the existing international consensus on the subject and add the 
spectre of general chemical warfare to the nuclear shadow which already hangs over 
mankind.



CD/PV.154
15

(Hr. Lola Vila, Cuba)

Perhaps it is necessary to point out once again that the establishment of 
working groups as subsidiary bodies of the Committee has been recognized as one of 
the most effective means of carrying on work within this forum.

In this connection, my delegation supports the immediate establishment of the 
working groups which will continue advancing on the road already opened up in 
previous years to agreement on the prohibition of chemical weapons, the prohibition 
of radiological weapons and the granting of security guarantees for 
non-nuclear-weapon States.

Hy delegation welcomes the fact that the Committee has already decided, at the 
very start of its 1902 session, that the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Comprehensive 
Programme of Disarmament will continue to work under the guidance of 
Ambassador Garcia Robles. This provides an immediate guarantee that this negotiating 
body will succeed in presenting a draft programme for adoption at the second special 
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

Ily delegation is also of the opinion that the Committee on Disarmament is under 
an obligation to seel: ways of complying with the requests by the United Nations 
General Assembly that it should begin negotiations with a view to concluding a 
convention on the prohibition of the production, stockpiling, deployment and use of 
nuclear neutron weapons and with a view to drawing up a treaty prohibiting the 
stationing of weapons of any kind in outer space.

Although at future meetings we shall speak in detail on the items before the 
Committee, I should like to make a few brief comments on the procedure to be followed 
for their consideration.

The need to prepare a convention prohibiting the development, production and 
stockpiling of chemical weapons and providing for the destruction of existing stocks 
of such weapons is becoming increasingly pressing in view of the escalation of the 
chemical arms race, as is made clear by the recent decisions of the Uni bed States 
Government to authorize the continuation of the manufacture of ouch weapons.

Last year, the relevant Working Group made considerable progress, which should 
bo continued this year so that ouch a convention may be adopted with the necessary 
urgency.

The adoption of urgent measures to prevent the development of chemical weapons 
including binary weapons, calls for the establishment of a working group with an 
appropriate mandate that will enable it to enter into the substance of the 
preparation of the convention in question.

Ily delegation hopes that, this year, a decision to this effect can be taken at 
an early date..

With regard to the preparation of a treaty prohibiting radiological weapons, 
there can be no justification whatsoever for any further delay.

In the relevant resolution of the General Assembly, the Committee on 
Disarmament is called upon to continue negotiations so that the text of the 
agreement may be submitted to the General Assembly at its second special session 
devoted to disarmament.
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working group on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament.
Together with the'delegations of other socialist countries, my delegation has 
actively participated in this Committee in all debates and in the preparation of 
tho appropriate documents on this agenda item, starting with document CD/4 at the 
beginning of.existence of'the Committee on Disarmament in its present form. We] 
shall continue to do so with a deep conviction that the. establishment of the working 
group would constitute the next and necessary step forward in fulfilling the Committee's 
mandate on this agenda item.

I would like to support the draft mandate for the working group .just proposed 
by the distinguished, representative of the German Democratic Republic.

It is equally so with the question of the complete and general prohibition of 
nuclear-weapon tests. The Committee should, not delay any longer the establishment 
of the ad hoc working group on this item, in accordance with the General Assembly 
resolutions that have been adopted in the last several years and, most recently, 
resolutions 36/84 and 36/92 F. We should, indeed, bear in mind the fact that 
as stated in General Assembly resolution 36/84, "... since 1972 ... all the technical 
and scientific aspects of the problem'have been so fully explored that only a political 
decision .is now nece.ssary ...". It is deplorable that, as emphasized in the reports 
from its last year's session and in the above-mentioned General Assembly resolution 
the Committee on Disarmament was prevented from responding to the genere. 1 wish for the 
establishment of an ad hoc working group on this item only as a result of the negative 
attitude of two nuclear-weapon States. The working group should be established 
without any further delay and should consider all the aspects of the problem of 
nuclear-weapon tests and aim at the early elaboration of the text of a treaty on the 
complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests.

'Speaking on the complex problem of the cessation of the nuclear arms race, I 
must touch on the question of nuclear neutron weapons. In its resolution 36/92 K, 
the General Assembly requested this Committee "to start without delay negotiations 
in an appropriate organizational framework with a view to concluding a convention on 
the prohibition of the production, stockpiling., deployment and use of nuclear neutron 
weapons". My delegation believes that the best organizational framework for 
elaborating such a convention would be an ad hoc working group which could be 
established by this Committee. We have a.t out disposal a comparatively good 
background for such art exercise : . the draft convention submitted by the group of 
socialist countries to the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament and a broad 
exchange of views on the subject matter which could be continued and deepened in the 
working group.

With regard to the agenda items on which we concentrated our efforts last year 
in the work of the working groups, I would like to present the views of my delegation 
on chemical weapons and the comprehensive programme on disarmament.

With regard to chemical weapons, we note with great concern the news of.
The United States Governmentdangerous developments in the chemical 

is making preparations for the production of a new generation of chemical weapons, 
specifically binary weapons. As the members of the Committee are aware, we have so 
far not been able to start concrete negotiations on the draft text of a chemical 
weapons convention.
one delegation which favoured a rather limited mandate for the Ad Hoc Working Group

arms race.

This was so mainly because of the position of at least



Tnxs is the position on the main topics that my delegation has brought with 
coming to participate in the 1982 session of the Committee 
ready to co-operate with every delegation,
'ogress should be made this

on Disarmament. We a 
as we think it essential that tangible

. . . year. .For socialist Poland's foreign policy, there is
objective more important and urgent than to secure lasting peace and multilateral 

co-operation lor all nations of the world. This can be done only by stopping the 
man arms race with a view to arriving at a general and complete disarmament.

in
l
l

r
i

My delegation, which was a co-sponsor of General Assembly resolution 36/96 B 
wishes to refer to its operative paragraph 3, which "calls upon all States to refrain 
irom any action which could impede negotiations on the prohibition of chemical 
and specifically to refrain from production and deployment of binary and other new 
ypes 0 chemical weapons, as well as from stationing chemical weapons in those States - 

^where there are no such weapons at present". We are convinced that this stipulation 
ou e c early reflected in our work on the future convention on chemical weapons.

weapons

(
The distinguished representative of Czechoslovakia, who spoke on 2 February, 

expressed in considerable detail the views shared by the socialist countries, including - 
foland, on the comprehensive programme of disarmament as a whole, as well as on its 
particular chapters. I do not have much to add, except to underline and emphasize 
once again that, in the light of the coming second special session which will approve 
, ie Pr°®Far7e’ my ^legation belongs to those very many others who consider that the 
draft CPD should be elaborated by this Committee at its current spring session.
••.0 neei is a realistic and genuine approach to the main objective : to negotiate for 
general and complete disarmament. In this connection, I totally share the view 
expressed here one week ago by the distinguished representative of India.

What
:

In fact, I have one remark to add to the discussion of the principles of the 
comprehensive programme of disarmament. *' I have in mind the "linkage" argument, 
oao o us in this room is to apply the "linkage" approach, then, indeed, we shall not 
e able to work out a genuine comprehensive programme of disarmament. My delegation 
herefore suggests that the disarmament negotiations, known from past experience as 

a time-consuming and painstaking process, should not be linked with other events in 
international life. We are of the opinion that that should become one of the 
principles of the future CPD.

1
If

•«*

(Mr. Su.ika, Poland)

- jn chemical weapons. Now, we have learned with satisfaction that the United States 
would be ready "to support efforts to achieve a ban on chemical 
delegation welcomes such a statement, which we take weapons". My 

as an expression of theconsent of that delegation to a broader mandate for the Working Group 
Weapons. In view of the above, my delegation believes that a proposal on the 
broadening of the mandate will achieve consensus. With an enlarged mandate, which 
will oblige us to start the elaboration of a draft convention, the working group 

• n 0Ul^ obviously hase its work on the solid foundations that have been built at the 
Committee s last two sessions under the very able chairmanship of the Ambassadors of 
Japan and Sweden. How to proceed further? As we all realize, the present stage 
01 negotiations makes it possible to determine the level of convergence and divergence 
of views on numerous issues around the table. From this point on, this year's group
should start elaborating specific provisions of the convention on issues where 
convergence or unanimity of views has been reached and try to narrow the gap on 
issues where the views still differ. The group 
is, concentrating at a time on elaborating specif 
on narrowing the gap between the diverging views.

on Chemical

-

■ work in 
and, at

L

;

cD/pv.155
13

4

»J
 C+

-•H 
’h

(V
 <r

hci E
X

 -H

CO 
<ycn

 m

CD -H
CD 

CDH-
 O

o o



'

.

■





Ve continue to believe that a treaty on radiological weapons has the advantage 
of closing off a weapons option and the prospects for its development. e - 0 
exaggerate the importance of such a treaty, but we do think .it wou u x. a pu.3i 
step. This said, if at all possible — and we think t _is possible t. e 
conclusion of the text of such a treaty by the time o the second_special session 
would represent the first concrete evidence of the Committee on Disarmamen *>

It is for this symbolic reason that wo consider
There are stillability to produce an agreement.the conclusion of a text more important than it would otherwise be. ^

a number of proposals which could be incorporated into the text of a treaty on 
radiological weapons, particularly one put forward by Sweden on the safeguarding 
from attack of civilian nuclear facilities. It is surely not beyond the skill 
this negotiating forum to find a technique for addressing seriously this quesiio 
in parallel with the work already undertaken on the treaty.

participated in the efforts of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons 
have reason to be satisfied. A number of the most complex areas in the elaboration 

eventual chemical weapons treaty were identified and set down. Complex
technical, particularly in the field of

of a more

Those who

of an
problems remain, some substantive and some 
verifying the terms of an eventual treaty; and some, of course,
political nature.

It is a matter of great regret to us that the traditional resolution on 
chemical weapons jointly co-sponsored by Canada, Poland, the Byelorussian SSR and 
Japan was not adopted by consensus at the last General Assembly. The lack

this resolution could mean that the way is open for a prolonged debate
Such a debate mconsensus onon procedural matters, should some in this Committee so choose, 

our view would, we fear, sacrifice substance to form. We are confident, however, 
debate nan be avoided and indeed we hope and expect that the mandate 

Chemical Weapons will be adopted in this Committee bythat such a 
of the Working Group on
consensus.

of disarmament will be a
There are few areas

denominator of
Many expect that the comprehensive programme 

"centrepiece" of the second special session on disarmament, 
where the consensus-building procedure of finding the lowest common 
agreement and raising it to the highest is more important than during oui v' ■ "w- 
to develop a comprehensive programme that can be accepted by all. Inis proc<-so 
will require patience and flexibility, for only through compromise is consensus 
possible. Great problems remain and consensus is by no means certain, ,/e are 
encouraged however, that it does appear there is a gathering consensus on the . 
holding of review conferences. This is only a beginning, but a good beginning.

t

Last spring, I noted that, in our opinion, it would be wise for the Committee 
to make an objective assessment of the direction in which we were moving and why 
precisely because we were leading towards the next special session devoted to 
disarmament. While it is true that the Committee on Disarmament is the sole 
multilateral negotiating body and therefore possesses unique authority, its 
authority, we repeat once more, ultimately depends upon the results it produces. 
This year we face a shortened session, yet this year, even more is em cted of the 
Committee: and, let us face it, more hope is invested in it than in t e past.

international and internal atmospherics affecting the tasksThese, then, are thewith which the Committee is charged in the period up to the second special session. 
I now would like to turn briefly to these tasks:

CD/PV.I56
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(Mr. El Reedy, Egypt)"

Turning now to the item on chemical weapons, on which a good measure of 
progress has been made in reaching agreement on specific elements and detailed • -
formulations for incorporation in a treaty on the complete and effective prohibition 
of the development, production and stockpiling of all chemical weapons and on '
their destruction, we believe that the early conclusions of such a treaty has 
become an imperative and urgent matter in view of all the developments presaging 
a stepping up of the production of chemical weapons, a situation which would 
create additional difficulties if a speedy conclusion of the treaty is not 
forthcoming. Today we are at a critical turning point. Consequently, this 
Committee should gear all its efforts towards the finalization of a treaty on 
chemical weapons, taking advantage of the progress made last year in the 
Ad Hoc Working Group under the leadership of Ambassador Lidgard.

[
'

lOnly a few months lie ahead of us before the beginning of the 
second special session of the General Assembly, 
the pressure of time to finalize consideration of certain issues before this 
deadline. Foremost among them is the comprehensive programme of disarmament, 
which hopefully will be finally agreed and formulated before the end of this 
session in April.

We are therefore working under

The Ad Hoc Working Group on this subject has made considerable 
progress in exploring the various elements to be included in the programme.
What remains is to reach agreement on some of the key issues, in particular those 
relating to "measures", the nature of the programme, and the time-frame for its 
implementation.

In addition to the CPD, which we hope will be finalized by the end of our 
current session, should we not also endeavour to finalize agreement on some 
other matters under consideration in order to submit the results to the 
second special session?

In this regard, one of the most important aspects is to reach agreement on 
a clear and categorical commitment whereby the nuclear-weapon States undertake 
not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against the non-nuclear-weapon 
States.
unilateral declarations.
declarations are not sufficient and do not offer sufficient
can, in this Committee, on the basis of the discussions which took place in the 
relevant Ad Hoc Working Group, the plenary Committee itself and the 
General Assembly, reach an agreement whereby the nuclear-weapon States commit 
themselves, clearly and unequivocally, to renouncing the use or threat of use of 
nuclear weapons against the non-nuclear-weapon States, then we will be able to 
claim a first significant achievement. 
the legitimate demand of the non-nuclear-weapon States, the majority of which 
have voluntarily renounced the nuclear option within a treaty framework and have 
subjected their nuclear installations to international inspection and verification 
procedures.

At the first special session, the nuclear-weapon States issued their 
However, it is now generally recognized that these

assurances. If we

Moreover, such a development will answer

In addition, we believe that we have to pursue efforts to conclude a treaty 
prohibiting the production and use of radiological weapons. Although such a 
convention is not an urgent priority on the disarmament agenda, its conclusion, 
in our view, would be a contribution to our efforts to prevent the development 
ot new types of weapons of mass destruction. My delegation considers it essential L

[



(Mr. Terrefc, Ethiopia)

for herein lies an unlimitedand the question of the peaceful uses of outer space 
chance for mankind to direct its universal knowledge to benefit all countries .of
the world in the solution of their economic ancl social problems, particularly in 
the field of communications and the exploitation of natural resources. In the 
Committee on Disarmament, our immediate task is to negotiate measures of preventing 
the nuclear arms race from being extended into outer space, for the use of satellites 
for early warning system against nuclear attack and other uses of outer space 
suggest the likelihood of space war in the future. This concern, however, should 
not detract the Committee from pursuing its priority items.

In the light of the growing interest displayed by States and concerned people 
all over the world in the convening of the second special session devoted to 
disarmament, the work in the ad hoc working group on a comprehensive programme of 
disarmament in its preparation of a draft comprehensive programme will most 
naturally command•special attention in the Committee's work. In this connection, 
it.is indeed good fortune that the working group on a comprehensive programme of 
disarmament has the distinguished representative of Mexico, Ambassador Garcia Robles, 
to steer its work with his characteristic comprehensive and skilful approach.

The views of my delegation on the number of issues pertaining to the CPD arc 
reflected in the position of the Group of 21 as contained in its working papers 
CD/223, CD/229 and CD/230. Based on the provisions of the Final Document., these 
working papers, which have been the object of extensive examination by various 
delegations, provide a realistic and effective approach for ensuring a meaningful 
disarmament draft programme for the second special session.

On the question of nuclear weapons, the objective of some delegations to equate 
nuclear weapons with conventional weapons would be difficult for my delegation to 
accept. Also, attempts to question the, priority accorded to the question of nuclear 
disarmament in disarmament measures would equally be difficult to accept.

With respect to the items on our agenda, I would like to reiterate that my 
delegation would like to sec the ad hoc working groups established last year 
continue their work without delay. On the nuclear test ban and the cessation of 
the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, which are items of the highest priority, 
we wish to reiterate our view and emphasize the urgent need to set up ad hoc 
working groups. It is unfortunate to note that, in view of the statement made on 
the nuclear question by the distinguished representative of the United States at 
the plenary meeting on $ February, it may prove difficult to attain this particular 
objective at the present time. However, with respect to chemical weapons, we should 
be able to make more progress under the revised mandate of the working group. In 
this connection, we regard published reports' of the decision by the United States 
to build a facility to produce chemical weapons, as well as the allocation of 
increased funds for chemical weapons production, as regrettable, as it will 
inevitably intensify the chemical arms race. Uc are fearful that, in view of this 
disturbing trend, the complexity of chemical weapons negotiations will only increase 
over time. Therefore, the urgent need to achieve rapid progress on a chemical 
weapons convention is self-evident.

In conclusion, I would like to take cognizance of the report of the 
Secretary-General on the study of the relationship between disarmament and development, 
which we received with great interest. Under the chairmanship of Madame Thorsson of 
Sweden, to whom my delegation wish to express appreciation for the valuable contribution 
made, the study will not only provide a useful basis for the examination of the 
socio-economic consequences of the arms race, but will also hold the key to potential 
resources for the develoomcnt oh ioctivos of the davolorti.nrr countries.
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The CIIAIIMAU; I thank you. I now give the- floor to the representative of the 
United Kingdom, Ambassador Siumnerhayes, v/ho will introduce the working- paper 
contained in document CD/244-

Hr. SUHHERHAYES (United Kingdom) : Hr. Chairman, as you have just said, I have 
asked for the floor this morning to introduce document CD/244 > which we have 
entitled "Verification and the Ilonitoring of Compliance in a Chemical Weapons

Wo have put this document forv/ard as a contribution under item 4 of 
We tabled this new working paper to be available at the

Convention". 
our Committee's agenda, 
time when the Committee had just taken the decision to give a revised mandate to 
the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons. We look forward to the resumption of 
the Group's work later this week under the leadership of Ambassador Sujka of Poland 
and we hope that our paper, which we have also asked should be circulated as a 
working document under the symbol CD/CW/WP.26, v/ill be considered in detail in 
that forum as soon as possible. We understand that all language versions v/ill be
available this evening.

I v/ill not take up much of the Committee's time now in describing the substance 
of the working paper, but I think it is useful to do so very briefly. As I made 
clear in my opening statement on 11 February, my Government has had a long-standing 
commitment to the achievement of a comprehensive, effective and adequately 
verifiable ban on chemical weapons. Wo believe that verification is the central 
problem to be faced in drawing up a CW convention and that the Working Group v/ill 
need to ensure that adequate attention is devoted to this key issue if we are to 
make progress. This is the reason why my delegation has concentrated on 
verification and compliance in the paper I have introduced; we are nevertheless 
very much av/are that other important issues such as the definition of the scope of 
the convention v/ill also need to be resolved and v/e hope that it v/ill prove 
possible to work in tandem on these issues.

Perhaps I should now make a few explanatory remarks about document CP/244 
which other delegations might find helpful in further considering our proposals.

The paper is set out in two sections: the first describes in the form of a 
memorandum the United Kingdom's vievr on the way in which a chemical weapons 
convention should be verified; the second sets out, in the form of draft elements, 
the type of provisions which a convention would need to include in order to fulfil 
the requirements set out in the first section of the paper. We will of course be 
happy to elaborate further upon the reasoning behind our proposals ; the first 
section of document CD/244 gives a preliminary explanation of the provisions which 
arc set out as what v/e have called draft elements.

In looking at the substance of document CD/244> delegations may find it helpful 
to know that v/e approach the verification of a chemical weapons convention from two 
directions: first, the verification of the destruction of stockpiles and, secondly,
the verification of the non-production of chemical weapons, which we have called 
"monitoring of compliance". We have divided verification into these two separate 
categories because the different activities to be verified v/ill need different 
monitoring techniques. Moreover, for the vast majority of countries which, of 
course, do not possess any stock of chemical weapons, only the second category of 
verification measures, that is, those relating to the monitoring of non-production, 
would come into force.
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I tha.nk Hi a Excellency Ambassador Issra.elyan 
In accordance

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French);
statement and for the kind words he addressed to me.for hiawith the decision taken by the Committee at its 157th plenary meeting, I give the 

floor to the distinguished representative of Austria, His Excellency Ambassador Nettel.

Mr. Chairman, may I express my delegation's sincereMr. NETTEL (Austria);
satisfaction in seeing you a.ssume the responsibility of guiding this Committee through 
its important work during the month of March. It gives me particular pleasure to 
welcome you, an eminent representative of our good neighbour, Italy, as Chairman of 
the Committee at this crucial stage in its work.

As regards the Chairman for the month of February, the representative of Iran, 
my delega.tion acknowledges with appreciation his efforts to overcome the procedural 
obstacles which are usually the prominent feature at the beginning of each year's 
session.

Taking the floor' for the first time in the course of the 1982 session, I wish 
to put on record our gratitude that the Austrian delegation ha.s again been allowed 
to participate in the meetings of the Committee on Disa.rmament and its subsidiary 
bodies.

By observing most attentively the work of the Committee a.nd its working groups, 
my delegation demonstrated already la.st year its great interest in the work of this 
body. The representatives of Austria, will not fall to intensify this learning process 
the outcome of which will hopefully permit us to contribute actively to the future 
work to be undertaken in this forum.

My delegation is well a.wa.re that, according to the agreed schedule 
for statements of a. more general nature ha.s already passed. With your kind indulgence, 
I shall nevertheless make some remarks of a. more comprehensive character; this is 
of course due to the fact that non-member btates obtained permission to make 
statements only a. week ago.

the time

bo, permit me to look briefly into the past, upon which this new session of the
The Austrian authorities have closelyCommittee on Disarmament will ha.ve to build.

examined the 1981 report of the Committee a.nd took note with satisfaction of oome 
progress which wa.s achieved regarding the prohibition of chemical uea-pons. Austria, 
joined those States which welcomed this development during the thirty—sixth session 
of the General Assembly, which, however, urged the Committee with no lesser degree^ 
of concern to continue sincere and meaningful negotiations on a. convention prohibiting 
the development, production or stockpiling of all chemical weapons. My country, 
being located in one of the most sensitive a.rea.s of this globe, is conscious of the

to be used in its'incredible danger it would encounter if such terrible weapons were
As a. matter of fact, Austria, itself ha.s always been free of chemical weapons,

consequence of a legal 
We sincerely hope that the

region.
by conviction and past experience, a.s well, later on 
commitment laid down in the State Treaty of 1955•
"Elements suggested by the Chairman", which a.re contained in la.st year's report, 
soon be transformed into formal treaty provisions. Negotiations conducted in good 
faith a.nd oriented towa.rds an ea.rly conclusion should be one of the main racks of

In viev; of this over-all objective, we consider

a.s a.

can

the Committee during its 1982 session.
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(Mr. Nettel, Austria)

the extension of the working groups' mandate, as decided recently by the Committee 
to be a.n important step forward. Any concrete achievement towards the elaboration 
of a convention will be highly appreciated by the second special session, which 
will judge the Committee not by its words, but by its deeds.

As regards the consideration of nuclear disa.rma.ment by the Committee on Disarmament 
we learned with some apprehension that there had been no progress at all. Looking ( 
in particular for the conclusion of a. comprehensive test ban, my Government regrets 
that the trilateral talks ha.ve not been resumed a.nd tha.t it ha.s not been possible 
to establish within the Committee a working group, which, to a. certain extent, might 
ha.ve been instrumental for the reopening of these trilateral negotiations. As a 
consequence, at the thirty-sixth session of «the General Assembly, Austria, joined 
those States which stressed the necessity to give high priority to the CTB issue and 
which requested the Committee to initiate substantive negotiations, which should be 
conducted in a. working group established to that effect. It is therefore with much 
regret that we have lea.rned these days that the Committee so fa.r ha.s again been 
unable to establish such a. group. If the creation of .a formal group is considered 
too fa.r-reaching a. step by certain delegations, a.11 possibilities for intermediate 
measures should be explored so as to take appropriately into account the high priority 
mark assigned to this item by the international community as a. whole.

e

«l
May I also briefly mention our continuing interest in the issue of 

non-proliferation. This concern is clearly demonstrated by the fact that this year's 
International beminan for young diplomats at KLesheim Castle in Austria, will deal 
exclusively with the question of non-proliferation. We do hope that one or another 
junior representative to the Committee will be able to attend this beminar.

May I refer again to the last General Assembly because that body is, for a. 
non-member of the Committee, the focus of ità disarmament policies and the main forum 
for the presentation of new idea.s concerning international security in particular.
In his statement delivered on 1 October 1981j the Federal Minister for Foreign Affairs, 
W.P, Pa.hr, expressed concern regarding the continuing a.rms race and the failure with 
respect to balanced disarmament. He suggested that objective procedures for assessing 
and verifying the true level of armament in the world could contribute to a process 
of the progressive and balanced lowering of these levels. Our proposal to study 
mechanisms, to which could be entrusted the ta.sk of verifying and evaluating the 
sta.te of armament on an objective basis, wa.s the subject of consultations, 
light of the reactions received, the initial project wa.s re-examined by my authorities 
and the revised version circulated in New York as a. working paper (a/C.1/36/14), 
which might serve as a. ba.sis for further consideration, possibly within the framework v 
of the second special session. I and ray colleagues would be ready to discuss this 
ma-tter informally with the members of the Committee and would welcome further reactions* 
on this issue, which is related to the area, of confidence-building measures, a.s 
well as to tha.t of verification and, through these links, also connected to the 
concept of a. comprehensive .programme of disarmament.

In the

L

Confidence-building constitutes an important fea.ture of another subject-matter 
under consideration by the Committee on Disarmament, the so-called security guarantees, 
which my delegation prefers to label "commitments not to use nuclear weapons against 
non-nuclear btates". May I refer in this connection to another proposal by the 
Austrian Government, which I had the honour to present to the Committee in July of 
last year. At tha.t time, I referred in particular to certain doubts which arose with

l
[
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(Mr. Skalli, Morocco)

In the past three years, the Committee has merely, continued to hold general 
discussions in the shadow of the negotiations conducted in 1979 and 1980 by the 
three nuclear Powers which are the depositaries of the 196? partial test-ban Treaty 
and the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. It should be noted that 

trilateral negotiations have not led to any results that might facilitate the 
task of the Committee, which has, so far, not been able to engage in genuine ;
negotiations. The regrettable fate of the first item on our agenda is also that oi 
the second item, namely, the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear

the

disarmament.

My delegation, which believes that it is of the highest importance to continue 
to respect the Committee's status as the single multilateral negotiating body on 
disarmament, considers that it is high time to move from the.stage of exchanges ox 
view to that of negotiations on the above-mentioned items.

My delegation continues to give preference to the establishment of subsidiary
to conduct the negotiations on these two

that the Committee can
bodies and, in particular, working groups

We hope that this problem will be solved this year soitems.
break the deadlock in which it finds itself.

The Moroccan delegation welcomes the fact that the Committee has agreed to 
re-establish the Working Groups on the items on our agenda relating- to chemical 
weapons, radiological weapons and security assurances for non-nuclear-weapon States 
respectively. I would like to take this opportunity to express my delegation's 
congratulations to the distinguished representatives of Poland, the Federal Republic

the Chairmen of these Working Groups.of Germany and Pakistan on their appointment as
It is a matter of particular satisfaction that the mandate of the Working Group on 
Chemical Weapons has been revised and brought more into line with the goal we have su 
ourselves, namely, the elaboration of a. convention on the prohibition of c he me a., 

and the destruction of stockpiles of such we a-pons,weapons
In this connection, we note with appreciation the intensive efforts made ana 

substantial results achieved by the Ad 1 jc Working Group on Chemical Weapons a u-
My delegation is of the opinion that so much progress has been.

made in the work of this Group that we should, without delay, engage in the task o.t 
negotiating the text of a convention on the prohibition and elimination of such 

The conclusion of such a convention would undoubtedly be a crucial
which the international community attaches the

preceding session.

weapons.
disarmament measure and it is one to
greatest importance and highest priority.

With regard to the question of effective international arrangements to a^um 
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use m nuclear weapon.,, ^u 
would be highly desirable, particularly in view of the second special session o j Ll- 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, to intensify efforts Lo reach.an agxceniurv 
on an approach or a common formula to be included in an international, instrument c ->• 
legally binding nature. In this connection, my delegation has already had an . 
opportunity to state that it is in favour of an international convention.

account of the fact that there is widespread support
We ho pe

that the Working Group will take 
for the idea of such a convention.



(Hr. Berg, Norway)

Norway has talc en a special, interest in the verification issue concerning the 
comprehensive test ban question, which we consider extremely important. Adequate 
verification is an essential element in any agreement of this kind. V/e have 
participated actively in the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts set up to consider 
international measures to detect and identify seismic events. This is due to the 
expertise and instrumentation provided by the Norwegian Seismic Array (iTORSAR), 
Considerable progress has been made in this Group. In fact, the Scientific Group 
has done some pioneering work. Its proposed system of verification can be a model 
for verification mechanisms in other areas, in our opinion.

[
[

I would like to reconfirm the readiness of my Government to make NORSAR available 
as a station in a global seismic verification system to monitor compliance with a 
comprehensive test-ban Treaty. [

Another important contribution to the prevention of the proliferation of nuclear 
weapons would be adequate security assurances to the non-nuclear-weapon States 
against nuclear attack. Norway accepts the argument of those States that 
Security Council resolution 255 of 19 June 1966 does not provide sufficient 
guarantees to non-aligned States, Those States which are not parties to alliance *
security systems involving nuclear security guarantees and which have been asked to 
renounce their option to acquire nuclear weapons have a legitimate" claim to guarantees 
against being attacked or threatened by attack with nuclear weapons. The nuclear- 
weapon States directly involved bear a special responsibility for finding a solution 
to this problem.

While, admittedly, there is a regrettable lack of progress in the field of 
nuclear disarmament, we feel that such lack of progress cannot be accepted as 
justifying the rejection of non-proliferation measures. It is a matter of great 
concern to us that several threshold States in regions of tension and conflict 
not yet abandoned the option to develop nuclear have

weapons.
For its part,. Norway supports the principle that sensitive nuclear material, 

equipment and. technology should not be transferred or exported unless all nuclear 
activities of the recipient non-nuclear-weapon States are subjeeb to IAEA safeguards 
or other similarly binding international commitments not to acquire nuclear explosive 
devices. Consequently, Norway has decided to restrict its own nuclear exports to 
countries that are parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty,

L

f
Permit me also very briefly to reiterate our views on chemical weapons. In viex; 

of recent reports on the use of chemical weapons, we consider it an urgent need to 
build obstacles against further developments in this field. We therefore urge 
intensified efforts to reach agreement on a chemical weapons convention.

r
-ne .Au :Ioc Working Group on Chemical Weapons made significant progress last year 

Every^effort should now be made with a view to arriving at a draft text on the 
prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons and 
the destruction of existing stocks. r- For this reason, we have noted with satisfaction :hat "he Committee has succeeded in arriving at a consensus decision on a new mandate 
for the World.ng Group on Chemical Weapons.

[

[
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(Hr. Ber,?, Norway)

A new convention must, in our view, contain provisions for adequate verification 
to which we hope to make a modest contribution. The Norwegian participant in the* 
expert meetings of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons has initiated a research 
programme on the sampling and identification of chemical warfare agents used under 
winter conditions. The object;.,e. of tne programme is,"inter alia, to develop 
international verification procedures for the purpose of finding evidence of the 
use of chemical agents, 
the Committee on Disarmament;.

The results of this research project will be submitted, to

In concluding I should like to mention that we have recently strengthened our 
representation in Geneva in order to enable the Norwegian Government to follow 
closely the activities of the Committee on Disarmament, Thus, for the first time, 
we will take an active part in all the working groups of the Committee on Disarmament.

Through our participation, we shall endeavour also, to draw on the expertise 
available at Norwegian research institutions in recognition of the key role played by 
the working groups in the negotiations here in Geneva.

more

Finally, I note that, at its present session, the Committee will once more discuss 
the membership question in preparation for the second special session and the review 
to be undertaken there. Norway, for its part, would favour yet another limited 
expansion of the present membership of the Committee on Disarmament. We believe that 
scch a limited expansion would, increase the representative nature of the Committee 
without hampering its efficiency or its negotiating character.

Should the second special session recommend another limited expansion, Norway 
will actively seek full membership of the Committee. This would be in keeping with 
our long-standing interest in arms control and disarmament — an interest also 
influenced, as I said by way of introduction, by our strategic geographical location.

^ v,ou-lû like to thank you for having accorded me this opportunity to address you 
this morning. In the name of" my Government, I want to offer my sincerest wishes for 
he successful continuation of the Committee's important deliberations. I can assure 
you that Norway wild, continue to take part u.s an active observer in the work of this 
ommittee and, with your permission, hr. .Chairman, may I add as my personal hope, 

that, m the not too distant future, a representative of Norway will have the 
privilege of addressing this Committee in the capacity of a full member.

ihe.CIBÜH-IAN (translated from French) : I thank the Norwegian State Secretary 
for 1loref2n Affairs for his important and interesting statement and am grateful to 
him lor the kind words he.addressed to the Chair. I have no more speakers on my list; 
would any other delegation like to take the floor? If not I would like to announce 
af,.at my request, the Secretary has distributed today an informal document 

con aining the timetable of meetings of the Committee and its subsidiary bodies for 
e coming wee c. As usual, this is only an indication and may subsecuently be 

adjusted, if necessary, according to the requirements of our work. If there is no 
objection, I will take it that the Committee

It was so decided.
agrees to this timetable.
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The CMAIRHAM (translate:! from l-’ronch) : i than': the representative of the 
United Kingdom for hi.3 statement and Vor the kind wordr he addressed to the Chair*. 
"I now give the floor co the representative of the Soviet Union,
Ambassador Issraelyan.

lir. J.SSRAGLYAd (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated iron Russian) : 
The Soviet delegation, which ia acting as the co-ordinator of the group of socialist 
countries for ilarch 19SR, has taken the floor in order formally to introduce the 
document of the Committee on Disarmament (CD/RSti) entitled “dinary weapons and the 
problem of effective prohibition of chemical weapons11. The soonsors of this 
document — the People's Republic of Bulgaria, the Hungarian People's Republic, 
the German Democratic Republic, the Mongolian ionic's Republic, this Polish Peonle'a 
Republic, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the Czechoslovak Socialist 
Republic — have set themselves a modest but important objective: to draw the 
attention of the countries members of the Committee on Disarmament to the fact that 
the well-known decision of the United States administration concerning the larve- 
scale development of the production of binarv chemical weapons with their subsequent 
stationing on the territories of other States, primarily European, entails, apart 
from other negative consequences, substantial additional difficulties in the matter 
of the elaboration of a convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons.

The socialist countries consider that the Committee on Disarmament •— a body
in which the international community at present places great hopes with regard to 
the elaboration of a draft of such a convention — cannot behave as though nothing

That( had happened and ignore the consequences of the above-mentioned decision, 
would be to close our eyes to reality. I do not wish to anticipate or prejudge the 
Committee's attitude, but the socialist countries- for their part are firmly 
convinced of the need for the future convention to prohibit all chemical vreanons — 
both traditional and new — and to leave no possibility for the retention of any
such weapons, particularly weapons with a binary charge.

The working paper submitted by the socialist countries does not by any means 
list all but only some of the difficulties with which the participants in the 
negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons will be faced in the light of 
the prospect of the production of binary weapons. The .questions prepared by the 
Bulgarian delegation in the Working Group on Chemical Weapons spall .out some

Other delegations, too, no doubt, will have
It is important to look into all this. 

And if we want the negotiations to be successful, we should do this within the 
Working Group in a businesslike manner, calmly, neither dramatizing the situation 
nor simplifying it. It is the duty of all of us to proceed in this way.

additional asnects of the problem, 
questions and comments in this connection.

The CHAIRMA?! (translated from French): I thank the representative of the 
Soviet Union for his statement. I now give the floor to the representative of 
Sweden, Ambassador Lidgard.
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I would like to propose formally thatMr. FIELDS (United States of America): 
the draft decision be amended to include a reference to the International Atomic

following the words "United NationsEnergy Agency along the following lines :
Environment Programme", my proposed amendment would insert the words "Director-General 
of IAEA" and then, further down, in the matter "of the Ad Hoc Working Group on 
Chemical Weapons as well as consultations covened by its Chairman on toxicity 
determinations", I would substitute the words "on technical matters" for the words 
"on toxicity determinations" and then make appropriate adjustments to the end of 
that sentence by striking out the word "to" before the word "organizations" and 
ending the sentence with a full stop after the word "organizations". 
for this proposed amendment is as follows: 
the informal consultations with chemical weapons experts held by Ambassador Lidgard 
last summer (document CD/CW/WP.22/Rev.1), a presentation was made to the Group 
by the United States delegation concerning a system for remote continual verification, 
known by the acronym RECOVER. A number of delegations expressed interest in learning 
more about this concept.. It is being developed by the International Atomic Energy 
Agency (IAEA) in conjunction with its nuclear safeguards programme and a demonstration 
project is currently underway. My delegation and others have been very interested 
in the possibilities of remote continual verification and its possible application 
to CW verification problems. On behalf of interested delegations, I intend to 
request that time be allocated during the expert session next week for further 
informal discussions on this possibility. It would therefore seem appropriate to 
request that IAEA be invited to send a technical expert to participate in the 
appropriate session of the informal consultations for the purpose of providing 
technical information with respect to the work of IAEA in the field of remote 
continual verification and its possible application to a CW prohibition. 
regard, I think the same criteria would apply that have just been alluded to by the 
distinguished Ambassador of Argentina : this participation is only for the purpose 
of aiding the Working Group and the Committee in a derivative sense, concerning 
particular technical matters. It should be related solely to technical information 
without recognition of anything more than this contribution by technical experts 
from that body who have unique qualifications and expertise in this matter.

My rationale
the Committee will recall that, during

In this

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): I thank the representative of the 
United States for his statement. Before I give the floor to the representative 
of India, who has asked for it, I would like to request Ambassador Fields kindly 
to repeat his proposed amendments to the draft decision contained in Working 
Paper No. 57•

Mr. FIELDS (United States of America): Thank you Mr. Chairman. I was 
apparently working from an earlier draft and therefore would merely add to this 
the phrase concerning the Director-General of the International Atomic Energy 
Agency (IAEA). The other amendment which I proposed would not be necessary as 
Working Paper No. 57 seems to have cured any problems that may have arisen in that 
regard.

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): I thank the representative of the 
United States, who has proposed that, in the text of the draft decision contained 
in Working Paper No. 57» the words "and the Director-General of IAEA" should be 
added immediately after the words "the regional office for Europe of the 
United Nations Environment Programme". The representative of India has asked 
for the floor in this connection.
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We have heard with interest the proposal made by
But, as I recall, last year

Mr. VENKATESWARAN (India) :
the distinguished representative of the United States.

went into this subject in some detail and the new proposal regarding the 
inclusion of experts from IAEA will have to be considered, by my delegation at

If I may therefore appeal to the representative of the

we

least, most carefully.
United States through you, I would suggest that the existing draft decision may 
perhaps proceed and that we could, if necessary, prepare a subsequent draft 
decision inviting experts from IAEA after we have had more time to consider this
particular question.

Mr. CARASALES (Argentina) (translated from Spanish): Mr. Chairman, my 
delegation has also listened with great interest to the proposal made by the 
Ambassador of the United States, but, as the Ambassador of India stated a moment 
ago, we consider that the Committee now has before it a draft decision which was 
discussed and proposed by the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons and which 
involves a request for technical information from two entities with regard to two 
specific points,'namely, the establishment of toxicities of chemicals and the 
international register of potentially toxic chemicals.
Ambassador of the United States, his suggestion has a different purpose, namely, to 
invite the Director-General of the International Atomic Energy Agency to send a 
representative to provide technical information on a point that may be described 
as the mode of operation of the RECOVER system at present underway on an 
experimental basis within the framework of the International Atomic Energy Agency, 

t co-operation with seven countries possessing installations with which the 
.ECOVER system can be used. In other words, the subject is a different one and, 
in my opinion, it would therefore be preferable to separate the two questions by 
taking different decisions : we would approve the draft decision now under 
consideration if there is a consensus on it and we would then draft another decision 
perhaps within the framev/ork of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons, which 
is the body that will ultimately have to make recommendations to the Committee on 
this matter. In this connection, I would like to state that my delegation will 
consider the matter in the same spirit in which it has approached this draft 
decision. On that basis, I urge the Ambassador of the United States to consider 
this possibility.

As I understood the

Mr. FIELDS (United States of America): I am fully prepared to consult with the 
delegations concerned on this matter and to see whether we cannot make some 
accommodation. As the matter was presented to my delegation only this morning, we 
have not had the time to consider it in detail here. However, we are certainly 
prepared to enter into discussions with the other interested delegations or to 
participate in a discussion on this matter within the Working Group. We would 
prefer that the decision await those consultations.

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French) : I thank the representative of the 
United States and' would like to ask the Committee whether, in its opinion, it v/ould 
be possible to solve this problem through rapid consultations between the delegations 
'irectly concerned. In this connection, I note that the Working Group on Chemical 
apons is to hold informal consultations tomorrow morning and that its next formal 

..eeting is on Monday morning. It would thus be possible for the Working Group on 
Chemical Weapons: to reconsider the matter and, on the basis of the outcome of the 
consultations, to make possible new proposals at the beginning of next week with a 
view to solving this problem. Are there any objections to this way of proceeding?

It was so decided.
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Tho CHAIRMAN (translated from French): At my request, the secretariat 
distributed today ah informal document containing the time-table of meetings of the 
Committee and its subsidiary bodies for the coming week. As usual, this time-table 
is only indicative and it may, if necessary, be adjusted later according to the 
requirements of our work.

The representative of Poland, Ambassador Sujka, has asked for the floor and 
I give it to him.

Hr. SU.JKA (Poland): Mr. Chaimran, since you talked about the future consultations 
with the Working Group, I was persuaded that this meant that you are going in the 
direction of the motion made by the delegation of India, supported oy Argentina, 
that we adopt this decision as it has been drafted by the Working Group on Chemical 
Weapons, and that the additional invitation should be the subject of other 
consultations. However, my neighbours have a different interpretation of your 
decision. I would therefore like to clarify tho: situation because the work of the 
exports begins on Monday and appropriate letters should be sent to the organizations 
which.are mentioned in Working Paper No. 57, ko as not to delay our work.

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): I thank Ambassador Sujka. The decision 
we have just taken was in line with the suggestion I made to the Committee, i.e. 
that, if there were no objections, the decision contained in Working Paper No. 57 
would be submitted to consultations which I myself would like to be rapid and which 
could be completed in a very short time so that there would be no unreasonable 
delay in our work and our hearing of the representatives of WHO and the United Nations 
Environment Programme. It was on that basis that I considered that agreement had 
been reached in the Committee and, therefore, that the decision should cover all 
the problems at hand and it was on that basis that I announced it.

Mr. CARASALES (Argentina) (translated from Spanish): Mr. Chairman, the matter 
of concern to me is the same as that stressed by the Ambassador of Poland. It was 
my understanding that what was going to he postponed was only the quoebidn of the 
suggestion made by the United States that the Director-General of the International 
Atomic Energy Agency should be invited to send a representative for the purpose 
already mentioned and that this was what was going to be the subject of consultations. 
It war, my understanding that there was no objection to the adoption of this draft 
decision, on which agreement exists and which refers to a different matter, since 
the. date of the meeting of chemical weapons experts is very close at hand and time 
might be lost if we delay the sending of notes to those two entities, namely the 
United Nations Environment Programme and the World Health Organization, a question 
on which a consensus has been reached. Moreover, my delegation has stated that 
it prefers to see these two questions dealt with in two separate decisions.

Mr. ISSRAELYAM (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from Russian): 
Mr. Chairman, frankly speaking, the Soviet delegation, too, understood your decision 
ns implying approval of the draft decision in Working Paper No. 57• In fact, a 
general agreement was reached in the Working Group yesterday,and, as I understand 
it, the Working Group on Chemical Weapons has submitted a recommendation. So far 
as I know, no one in the Working Group on Chemical Weapons objected to that 
recommendation, 
always followed, namely :

It seems to me, therefore, that the course to take is the one we have 
questions arc considered by the Working Group ; the
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(Mr. issraelyan, USSR)

Working Group recommends a decision to the Committee," and the Committee adopts 
that decision.
leaving the new proposal that was made today to be considered separately, 
event, these are two different issues, and an invitation to experts from the 
International Atomic Energy Agency is quite unconnected with the work of the 
Group of Experts on toxicities of chemicals.

I would be in favour of our adopting a decision on this question,
In any

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): I am sorry if the way in which I
presented the decision has given rise to different interpretations. 
myself in the Committee’s hands on this matter ; 
amendment proposed by the distinguished representative of the United States does 
not have the Committee's full agreement. 
dealt with in a separate decision.

I must put 
and I think I can say that the

Some delegations would like it to be 
I would like to ask whether there is a 

consensus that the text of the draft decision contained in Working Paper Mo. 57 can 
be accepted in the form in which it was transmitted to us by the Chairman of the 
V/orking Group on Chemical Weapons?

Mr. FIELDS (United States of America) :_ I have listened to the concerns
expressed here and I cannot myself distinguish the difficulty that people are having. 
The two organizations mentioned in this decision are both located here in Geneva, 
whereas IAEA is in Vienna and so the question of timing about an invitation and 
the arrival of appropriate technical experts would seem to me to be more keen in 
the direction of my amendment to this draft decision. We have sought to amend the 
paper through the Chairman of the Working Group, but that did not appear appropriate. 
I therefore think that we are perfectly sound in suggesting that this go back to 
the Working Group, where we shall have an opportunity to debate the respective 
merits of these proposals and then present the Committee with something on which 
we can agree.

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): I thank Ambassador Fields. 
from his statement that there is no consensus on the immediate adoption of the 
text of the decision contained in Working Paper No. 57. I therefore suggest that 
the matter might be taken up again as soon as possible at one of the forthcoming 
meetings, after consultations and a possible new decision by the Ad Hoc Working 
Group on Chemical Weapons.

I note

I come back to the question of the time-table of meetings of the Committee 
and its subsidiary bodies for the coming week and, in this connection, 
representative of Mexico the

Ambassador Garcia Robles, has asked for the floor.

Mr.----GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (translated from Spanish): I have asked for the
> floor merely, with your permission, to make a brief announcement to prevent

any mistaken interpretations. On Monday, 15 March, at 3 p.rn., it will still not 
Dv Possible for the Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament to 
meet. There will, rather, as during this past week, be a meeting of the 
contact group in the usual room, Meeting Room No. I.
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The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): 
for his clarification ; the time-table will be amended accordingly, 
take it that the draft time-table for the coming week is adopted.

I thank Ambassador Garcia Robles
I therefore

It was so decided.

The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): T would like to inform reoresentatives 
about possible dates for the Committee's informal meetings on item 7 of its agenda, 
"Prevention of the arms race in outer space". My concern is to ensure that 
delegations which would like to take part in the exchange of views on this new item 
on our agenda have enough time to prepare their contributions. I therefore suggest 
Friday, 26 March, at 3 p.m. and Tuesday, JO March, at j p.m. These dates seem 
convenient, in view of all the work the Committee has to do. I suggest that you 
should consider the possibility of agreeing to these dates so that we can take 
a decision in this connection when we adopt the time-table for next week or 
earlier, if possible.

You will also recall that, in this week's time-table, wo tentatively planned 
to hold an informal meeting tomorrow afternoon, Friday, at 3 p.m. Today, we have 
heard statements in the plenary meeting, particularly the statements by the 
representatives of the United States and the United Kingdom, who have introduced new 
elements whose importance for the Committee's work on items 1 and 2 of the agenda 
cannot be underestimated. I intend to continue, with nil due urgency, the informal 
consultations that I have been holding since the beginning of this week, taking 
account of. these new elements. -, Accordingly and bearing in mind the legitimate desire 
of delegations to have some time for reflection, I tend to think that the informal 
meeting which we had planned in principle for tomorrow afternoon could be more 
usefully held during next week when the Chairman's consultations have been completed, 
thus giving delegations time to reflect and to consult.

If there is no objection, we might therefore cancel, for the time being, 
tomorrow's inform:.! meeting and postpone it until next week, if possible.

I would like to make an announcement :
Weapons will.meet here tomorrow at noon. 
the next plenary mooting of the Committee will be held on Tuesday, 16 March, 
at 10.30 a.m.

the (forking Group on Radiological 
If there is no other matter for discussion,

The meeting stands adjourned.

The meeting rose at 12.40 p.m.
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The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): 
meeting of the Committee on Disarmament.

I declare open the 165th plenary

The Committee today begins consideration of item 4 of its agenda, "Chemical 
However, in accordance with rule ^0 of the rules of procedure, members 

wishing to make statements on any other subject relevant to the work of the Committee 
are free to do so.

weapons".

I have on my list of speakers for today the representatives of the German 
Democratic Republic, the United Kingdom, Poland, Nigeria, Romania, Kenya and 
Switzerland.

I now give the floor to the first speaker on my list, the representative of the 
German Democratic Republic, His Excellency Ambassador Herder.

Mr. HERDER (German Democratic Republic): Today this Committee takes up item 4 
of its agenda — the prohibition of chemical weapons. There is no need to elaborate 
on the necessity and importance of a ban on chemical'weapons. This was done time 
and again here in Geneva during the 1960s and 1970s.' There is at least one historical 
analogy: as at the beginning of the 1970s, we seem to be again at a crossroads. 
Owing to the attitude of some Western powers, the only result 20 years ago was the 
Biological Weapons Convention, while no comprehensive ban on biological and chemical 
weapons was achieved. Today ; having to choose between the binary route and the 
chemical disarmament route, one important Western power has embarked upon the first 
one. It is planned to spend billions of dollars on starting the production of a new 
generation of chemical weapons. After years of hope, we seem to be now on the 
brink of a new arms race which will seriously affect disarmament negotiations. Now, 
it is only too:obvious that- the-aim of a-slanderous campaign on the alleged use of 
chemical weapons carried out during recent years was to prepare the climate for a 
new turn in the arms spiral.

The production of a new generation of chemical weapons is part and parcel of the 
so-called rearmament process initiated some years ago by the United States.
Actually, after medium-range missiles such as the Pershing 2 and land-based cruise 
missiles, and nuclear neutron weapons, binary weapons are the third step in this 
programme. These up to now three components of the rearmament programme of NATO 
seem to have at least one thing in common : whereas these weapons are to be produced 
beyond the Atlantic Ocean, it is planned to deploy them in western Europe. Not to 
mention that the implementation of ideas to equip long-range cruise missiles with 
binary munitions would add a new dimension to chemical warfare.

Already today, military planners leave no doubt that the storing of binary 
weapons on the territory of its producer country would be of little utility. There 
arc plans to deploy these dangerous weapons as near as possible to the future 
"theatre of chemical warfare", i.e. central Europe. Projects for the stationing 
of these weapons in the western neighbourhood of the German Democratic Republic are 
of immediate concern to my country.

It is not difficult to foresee the devastating results the use of these chemical 
weapons would have in densely populated central Europe. Therefore it is only too 
understandable that not only the broad masses of the people but also some Western 
Governments reject United States plans to deploy new chemical weapons on their 
territories.
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(Mr. Herder, German Democratic Republic)

Let nobody be deceived by arguments alleging that binary weapons are "normal" 
chemical weapons to be treated on a "business as usual" way. The opposite is true. 
The production and deployment of binary weapons is fraught with negative 
implications for disarmament negotiations„

In working paper CD/258, the delegations of seven socialist countries, among 
them that of the German Democratic Republic, substantiated the assessment that binary 
weapons will create a new situation with regard to our work. Especially two aspects 
of binary weapons seem to be relevant in this regard :

Firstly, some special properties appear to make binary weapons very attractive to 
military planners and to enhance the general interest in chemical weapons', which 
facts tend to fuel the arms build-up. And nobody really knows what is still in 
"Pandora’s box" . .■ .■ (

As far as the "advantages" of binaries are concerned which make them so 
attractive to the military and industrial complex in some countries, we see the 
easier handling of these weapons, the increasing number of poisons which can 
potentially be used for chemical warfare, the lower costs of producing, storing and 
transporting binary weapons, and others.

Secondly, the production of binary weapons is likely to undermine the search for a 
chemical weapons agreement since it complicates or even foils the elaboration of 
adequate verification techniques. Thus, with regard to verification, a completely 
new situation has emerged with the development and production of binary chemical 
weapons. Already some years ago, responsible scientists had emphasized this aspect. 
In 1975 the SIPRI publication Chemical disarmament - new weapons for old stated that 
"binary weapons are, in effect, miniaturized nerve-gas production plants. The 
problems which they represent for verification are therefore analogous to those of 
moth-balled nerve-gas factories, with the important exception that their locations 
are unlikely to be detectable by any form of extra-territorial surveillance.
Most of the verification procedures which have so far been proposed will thus have 
great difficulty in establishing whether binaries do or do not exist within a 
particular country. The appearance of binaries has therefore had the consequence 
of removing much of the value from existing verification studies ; it has necessitated 
an expansion of these studies into areas that have not been extensively explored". 
Unfortunately, at the time when binary weapons were still in the developmental 
stage, the chance for precluding their full-scale production was missed because of 
only too well-known reasons. Today, as in other cases, too, we have to note that 
the military use of the latest achievements of science and technology has outpaced 
our negotiations in which we are trying to find solutions for ageing weapons.
These solutions are likely to be rendered meaningless by the production and 
deployment of binary weapons.

This process must be stopped. While continuing our negotiations on a 
multilateral chemical weapons convention as a matter of high priority, we should 
explore other possibilities as well which could contribute to an early halt to the 
chemical arms race.

Of special importance in this regard is the appeal contained in 
resolution 56/96 D of the United Nations General Assembly. This resolution called 
upon all States to refrain from any action which could impede negotiations on the



The establishment of a national control system is, of course, the prerogative
But this should not prevent us from introducing some

It was
of the countries concerned.
recommendations about such a system in a chemical weapons convention. 
satisfactory to my delegation that our ideas in this connection found their 
reflection in the Elements drafted under the guidance of,Ambassador Lidgard last

the fact ;that in working pap r CDyear. At the same time, we cannot but d 
tabled by the United Kingdom delegation, 
national verification system.

f orno role has been

Secondly, national technical means of verification could play a useful role in
These means should be used inmonitoring compliance with a chemical weapons ban. 

accordance with the-generally recognized principles of international.law.

A great body of interesting data- and assessments has been assembled in many 
working papers tabled over the years in this Committee and its predecessors. These 
papers show the great verification potential inherent in national technical means. 
Here I would only like to drav; your attention to working papers CCD/3/I and CCD/502 
tabled by the■United Kingdom, CCD/533 by the Netherlands, CCD/530 and CCD/539 by the 
USSR and CCD/344 and CCD/577 by Finland. So, in United Kingdom document CCD/502 it

(Mr. Herder, German Democratic Republic)

prohibition'of chemical weaponsStates should specifically, refrain from the . 
production and deployment of binary and other new types of.chemical weapons as 
well as from stationing chemical weapons in those States where such weapons do 
not exist at present.

The implementation of this appeal would, without doubt, promote our efforts 
here in the Committee on Disarmament to deal with all,aspects of the prohibition 
of chemical weapons.

During recent years, considerable progress has been achieved in the Ad Hoc
As a result of the able guidance of this group 

Ambassador Sujka.of Poland is now in a position to build
Working Group on Chemical Weapons. 
by its previous chairmen 
upon the "Elements" elaborated in the past. We welcome and support his efforts to 
achieve a new quality in the work of the Group. We believe it is time to proceed, 
in.accordance with the mandate, to actual drafting. The above-mentioned Elements 
as well as proposals concerning the scope of prohibition tabled in recent weeks by 
different delegations provide a sound basis for this, 
be hampered by differences of opinion with regard to some questions. 
efforts should be made to arrive, at reasonable compromise formulas.

This endeavour should not
Moreover, all

This applies to verification provisions as well.. Sometimes we hear arguments 
that the socialist countries are not interested in real verification measures and 
are only prepared to accept measures of "self-control".
regards verification-of compliance with a future .chemical weapons convention, we 
contemplate a variety of different methods and procedures, the core of which 
consists of the following three main,elements : , 1

To the contrary, as

Firstly, a national verification system. It is. our belief that it is in the first 
instance up to the States parties themselves to enforce the obligations undertaken 
internationally on their own national territories;and also to give some assurance

No internationalto other parties that these obligations are being complied with, 
organization can relieve a ,State party of this obligation.
Republic, the chemical industry is centrally planned and managed. 
excellent conditions for cur Government.to .ensure compliance with a chemical

In the German Democratic
This provides

weapons convention by all chemical enterprises.
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(Mr. Herder, German Democratic Republic)t •

was stated that once a reliable indication of an infringement of a convention had 
been obtained by national technical means, then a case for on-site inspection would 
be greatly strengthened.

Thirdly, we envisage an international complaints procedure involving a consultative 
committee, certain international procedures of consultation and co-operation within 
the United Nations, and the Security Council. To establish the actual state of 
affairs in case of suspicion concerning compliance with the convention, relevant 
information might be requested and some form of verification by challenge could be 
used. In general, parties'could exchange different kinds of data necessary for 
assessing compliance with the convention by other parties.

In view of the character of the modern chemical industry, regular and permanent 
international on-site inspections can only very marginally add to the effectiveness 
of a verification system. But they would be connected with ‘serious political, 
economic, technical and financial problems which would more than outweigh their 
limited value. This concérn was very eloquently -stated in the Committee on 
Disarmament three years ago by the former Australian representative,
Ambassador Sir James Plimsoll,1 whom I would like to quote :

"Problems of verification arise'in acute forms because so much of 
chemical capacity and of chemicals themselves can be used for different 
purposes. There are going to be limitations on the value of inspection.
To inspect all chemical 1 productive capacity would involve a whole army of 
people — an enormous number of people. The problems of preserving industrial 
secrets, commercial secrets as well as security secrets, are very considerable. 
One has to ask oneself how detailed an inspection is going to be justifiable 
either in results or in cost, because it is not just production that will, have 
to be looked at, it is also the ultimate use. Chemicals can be stored perhaps 
for years and then be available'for use in chemical'weapons." (CD/PV.44, p. 20)

•T; ■: ! ! ;

On the other hand, it is difficult to agree with the conclusion of 
Ambassador Sir James Plimsoll that it would take years to work out all these things. 
This approach as well as the approach that the verification means should*determine 
the scope of prohibition would endlessly postpone the conclusion of a chemical 
weapons convention.

In the same way we have to retognize the problems stressed in 1978 by the former 
representative of Japan, Ambassador-Ogiso, who stated that "since the threshold to 
be applied to chemical agents to be banned and verification procedures for dual- 
purpose agents involve technical, specialized and complicated problems, each country 
is concerned over the strong possibility that such verification procedures may 
obtrude upon its chemical industries for peaceful uses, and therefore needs to 
conduct detailed examinations in relation to national laws and regulations". 
(CCD/PV.301, pp. 25-26)

i*
Having these problems in mind -, one may ask if the private corporations of some 

States asking for intrusive international inspection are ready to accept these 
controls. The Canadian document CD/167 provides a useful analysis of the pros and 
cons of several verification methods. This document, in our judgement, very much 
shows the advantages of a verification system based on a combination of the three 
main elements listed above. * - *"< ■<

I think the whole complex of verification methods available and possible, 
ranging from national control to some international verification by challenge,



(Mr. Herder, German Democratic Republic)

provides a high degree of assurance that a violation of a chemical weapons 
convention could be detected. It is highly doubtful that a militarily important 
violation could be concealed. So, we should be very reasonable and not lose ourselves 
in a labyrinth of technical details, forgetting about our ultimate aim in this 
regard — a convention on the complete prohibition of chemical weapons containing 
adequate procedures for verification of compliance with it.

Before concluding my statement allow me, Mr. Chairman, some general remarks 
concerning verification. Certain representatives, particularly from Western 
countries, this year again have come out with ideas to put more emphasis on 
consideration of the so-called verification question. In this connection we have 
again witnessed in this hall attempts to misinterpret the stand of socialist 
countries towards verification of compliance with agreements on arms limitation and 
disarmament. It has been alleged that socialist countries underrated verification, 
and were even not ready to join far-reaching verification measures. As a matter of 
fact, we are no less than other countries interested in verification. The basic 
principles of our approach to these questions were clearly outlined here on 
31 March 1931 by the representative,of the USSR, Ambassador V. Issraelyan. This 
approach is fully based on the Final Document of the first special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament which in paragraph pi and other parts contains 
clear provisions on verification. We also agree with the view of the Indian 
delegation reflected in working paper CD/209 "that it would be wrong to make a 
fetish of verification. It would be equally wrong to devise or establish a 
machinery of controls in the absence of genuine measures of arms limitation or 
disarmament. To do that would be like putting the cart before the horse. There 
can be no merit, either, in sterile and abstract discussions of the complexities 
of verification issues, kinds of verification régimes, or in stressing the need for 
some kind of an international verification organization, without reference to any 
concrete measure of real disarmament or serious arms limitation".

Yet it is just this clear relationship between disarmament and verification 
measures which was neglected in recent statements about "far-reaching verification 
measures". Actually we were told a lot about "balanced agreements", "transparency" 
and confidence-building measures, but virtually nothing was said about real 
disarmament measures. We subscribe to the view stated in the above-mentioned Indian 
working paper that "it is universally recognized that strong political will is a 
prerequisite to reaching agreement on any significant or meaningful measure in the 
field, of disarmament. Once such political will has been built up, it will not be 
difficult, and certainly not beyond human ingenuity, to devise controls appropriate 
to any requirement in the field of disarmament, no matter how complex it may be".

Let me briefly raise two further political questions closely connected with 
verification.

Firstly, we proceed from the conviction that it should be the objective of 
verification measures to provide assurance that the corresponding agreement is 
observed by all parties, thus enhancing confidence in the agreement and attracting 
other States to adhere to it.

On the other hand, a certain minimum of confidence is necessary as a basis for 
devising an effective verification system. Thus, it was not by chance that in the 
1970s when détente prevailed, satisfactory solutions to some verification problems 
were found. Then all parties agreed that these procedures worked well.

In recent years we have heard accusations concerning the compliance of 
socialist States with certain agreements on arms limitation. It is difficult

VMM
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to see how the picture should have changed in some years 
ask if these accusations just conceal the intention to call into doubt the usefulness 
of curbing the arms race by mutual agreement.

‘ i \ •*

In general we proceed from the conviction that normal relations between States 
based on détente and recognition of mutual interest are very conducive to the 
elaboration of reliable verification procedures, whereas a policy aggravating 
international tension and enhancing suspicion is not likely to promote the 
agreement on far-reaching verification measures, 
eirour,is tances really be a substitute for trust?
verification questions, should we not also take into account the international 
law of treaties? Uhy should a given country enter .into a disarmament agreement 
if it intends to violate it? Uhy should a party violate a certain agreement, thus 
risking its international credibility, if it could easily withdraw from it, using 
the relevant treaty provisions?

time. Moreover, one may

Can verification under these
Furthermore, in discussing

Secondly, ip is obvious that verification capabilities are in a continuous race with 
changing military technology which by such features as miniaturization, mobility, 
deployment methods and so on undercut the possibilities for making special 
disarmament measures verifiable. One may cite such examples as land- and sea-based 
cruise missiles, certain plans for MX deployment, binary weapons and other systems.
For example, land-based cruise missiles resist verification as the launchers are 
small and mobile. In this regard one may agree with John Mewhouse, a former 
Assistant Director of the United States Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, who 
wrote that "there is no need for such weapons. They may very well give the arms 
competition another dimension. ' Once deployed, there will be no reliable way for the 
ether side to count them. The Administration says it will deploy several hundred 
cruise missiles. If the Soviets said the same thing, one would assume■eventual 
deployment of thousands". It should be quite clear that such weapon developments as 
cruise missiles threaten to undermine the very basis for disarmament talks — a fact 
which was so eloquently described here by the distinguished representative of Sweden, 
Mrs. Thorsson, some weeks ago. The example of the cruise missiles snows that the 
protagonists of the qualitative arms race and of "far-reaching" verification measures 
are identical. It is difficult to understand how one can, on the one hand, reduce 
international confidence by creating new and unverifiable weapon systems and, on the 
other hand, demand "effective" verification measures rendered impossible by the 
foregoing. Furthermore, here again there is an attempt as usual to apply a double 
standard in verification questions : whereas socialist countries could not be trusted, 
the insinuation is that one's own trustworthiness is always out of the question.

Let me summarize our views on verification : the German Democratic Republic, 
like other socialist countries, stands for str.idt verification of compliance with 
concrete measures in the disarmament field. Verification measures should enhance 
confidence in those agreements, thereby promoting the disarmament process. In this 
sense my delegation is ready to play an active and constructive part in the 
elaboration.of verification measures connected with concrete steps of arms limitation 
and disarmament. But the Committee on Disarmament should not be involved in an 
abstract verification discussion diverting its attention from substantive disarmament 
problems.
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Mr. SHIHIERIIA.YE3 (United. Kingdom) ; Hr. Chairman, my remarks this morning' will 
be chiefly directed to item 4 of our agenda, namely, Chemical weapons. But I yish, 
however, first to refer briefly to items 1 and 2 of our agenda, that is, a Nuclear 
test ban and the Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament.

When I spoke in the Committee on 11 March, I welcomed the announcement by the 
United States delegation that it would be prepared to join in a consensus to set 
up a subsidiary body to study issues connected with a nuclear test ban. Since that 
time a number of delegations have sought clarification on a number of aspects of 
my own delegation's position. The questions which have been put to us merit a 
considered response, and I hope that the delegations concerned will understand when 
I say that I do not feel that it would be appropriate to attempt to answer them 
in detail today while the mandate for the subsidiary body is still under negotiation. 
As I said on 11 March, my delegation hopes that we can proceed rapidly to reach 
agreement on a mandate for a working group — or whatever other form of subsidiary 
body may be acceptable to the Committee — in order that it can begin functioning 
without delay. Having entrusted you, Hr. Chairman, and a number of our colleagues 
with the formulation' of a mandate, I also believe that it would be inappropriate 
for me today to make a detailed statement concerning the position of my delegation 
on these matters.

However, these considerations need not prevent me from responding to the 
distinguished representative of India by saying that we do indeed recognize that the 
vital security interests of non-nuclear-weapon States are affected by matters 
relating to nuclear weapons and that we do indeed sympathize with and even share 
many of these concerns. The Committee on Disarmament provides an important forum 
in which the views of the non-nuclear-weapon States can be made known.
CD/l80, the document prepared by the Group of 21 to which the distinguished 
representative of India referred, itself acknowledges, "the nue1ear-weapon States, 
in particular those among them which possess the most important nuclear arsenals, 
bear a special responsibility". It is for that reason that I said in my statement 
of 11 February that my Government attaches the highest importance to progress 
in negotiations between the United States of America and the Soviet Union on limiting 
intermediate nuclear forces and that we also looked forward to the opening of the 
strategic arms reduction talks. We hope that progress in these talks will lead to 
progress in other areas of arms control endeavour in which the work of this Committee 
should figure substantially.

Turning now to the subject of chemical weapons, upon which the Committee has 
just concluded a week of intensive consultations, I intend to look at some issues 
which have come up during the discussions in the Ad Hoc Working Group, and in the 
meetings of chemical weapons experts. This pragmatic approach seems to be the 
appropriate one at the stage when we have started work on the elaboration of a 
convention.

But as

I should like first to look at the work under way in the Ad Hoc Working Group 
under Ambassador Sujka's chairmanship and to consider how we envisage the work 
of the Group developing in the next few weeks before our spring session conies to 
a close. My delegation accepts and indeed welcomes the working method which has 
been adopted in the Group by Ambassador Sujka, namely, that delegations should 
attempt to put their views on particular points into concrete terms in the shape 
of draft elements. I believe that this is a good method for the stage which we 
have now reached, since we have had ample opportunity in the last two years of 
the Working Group's life to hear the argumentation behind each delegation's point
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of view; the next step is quite clearly to see how particular points might appear 
in a convention. I would note, however, that this work method did to some extent 
take delegations by surprise. I believe this was to be expected, since it is one 
thing to make a general statement, and another to turn it into precise treaty-type 
language. I do not, therefore, think that we should be discouraged by the 
relatively slow start of the work in the Group, and I believe that its last few 
meetings have begun to pick up speed as delegations have had more time to prepare 
the concrete contributions requested by the Chairman. This is a good sign, and 
my delegation looks forward to seeing further proposals for draft elements before 
the end of the spring session. If we can achieve this much, we shall have reason 
to be pleased with our work and we shall then be in a position, when the 
session begins, to analyse the various drafts put forward in order to identify 
the common ground which exists between them, and where further substantive discussion 
will be required before agreement can be reached.

summer

In this connection I do not believe it would help the pace of the Group's work 
if it were to attempt to- produce a substantive report before the end of April. 
Instead, we would support a brief report by the Chairman on the lines of that given 
by Ambassador Lidgard at the same point in the Committee's session last year, 
will, of course, need to be a passage on chemical weapons in the Committee's special 
report to the United Nations General Assembly's special session on disarmament.
The report of the Committee to the special session will in any case need-to look 
back over the last four years,
delegations will agree that there is cause for a positive assessment of the pace 
of work in those last four years, particularly since the establishment of the 
Ad Hoc Working Group in 1980.

There

As far as chemical weapons are concerned I think

I should now like to turn briefly to the United Kingdom working paper on 
verification aspects of a chemical weapons treaty, circulated as CD/244 and as 
Working Paper 26 of the Working Group. I am very grateful to delegations for 
the many comments which they have made on this working paper, both in the 
Working Group and privately. I look forward to its further discussion in the 
remaining sessions of the Working Group devoted to verification. One point has 
emerged from the discussion of the United Kingdom paper which I think it might be 
helpful to respond to here. Many delegations clearly feel that the fact that a 
particular proposal or particular course of action lias not been included in the 
draft elements contained in CD/244 means that my Government opposes that particular 
course of action or proposal. This is not the case. The purpose of CD/244 was to 
change somewhat the emphasis contained in the draft elements attached to last year's 
report of the Working Group, because my delegation does not believe that those 
elements give sufficient emphasis to international means of verification. Hy 
delegation is not opposed to the inclusion of additional language in the elements, 
for example, on national means of verification or on the collection and exchange 
of data and information under the convention, subject, of course, to the language 
being satisfactory. We would in fact welcome concrete proposals from other 
delegations to deal with these points. But we attach great importance to the 
balance betv/een national and international measures of verification which we have 
described in CD/244*

I should also this morning like to make a few comments on the meetings of 
chemical weapons experts which were held last week. As always, the presence of 
technical expertise proved stimulating within the delegations, and helped us to focus
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on the areas where further work is required before we can achieve a ban on chemical 
weapons. But I want to record a view which is perhaps shared by other delegations, 
that, at least initially, the meetings of uhe experts appeared to have lost some 
of the impetus with which they began th. ir work last year, This v/as perhaps 
because the Working Group did not tell the experts clearly enough what was wanted 
from them. However, towards the end of the week the meetings picked up momentum 
again, and the Chairman's report which has just emerged shows a satisfying degree 
of progress towards finding solutions to some of the technical problems associated 
with toxicity determinations. In order to ensure that the meetings of experts 
continue to maintain this momentum, my delegation believes that the Working Group 
should consider very carefully the list of suggestions put forward last week for 
further work on the technical aspects of a chemical weapons convention and recorded 
in the Chairman's report. Wo believe that we have now reached the stage where it 
would be useful to widen the scope of the experts' meetings in order to examine 
issues other than those related to toxicity criteria. For example, it would be 
useful to have a discussion of the technical aspects of the most basic provision 
of a convention, namely, the destruction of stockpiles, and the verification of 
their destruction. As far as toxicity criteria are concerned, my delegation feels 
that the Ad Hoc Working Group will need to consider more carefully the specific 
purposes for which such criteria will be used in a chemical weapons convention 
before requesting the experts to look again at this question. I should like to 
record here my delegation's gratitude to Professor Rump of the Polish delegation 
for his endeavours as Chairman of the meetings of experts.

Finally, my delegation would like to comment on the concern expressed recently 
by a number of delegations that because toxic chemicals can be produced by the 
binary process, a new dimension has been added to our discussions, 
should give this matter careful consideration before reaching any conclusion of 
this sort. It is clear that binary vzeapons will need to be dealt with in a 
chemical weapons convention because, in common with all other types of chemical 
weapons, their production and stockpiling will be prohibited. But we question 
whether by their nature binary weapons liiuxo problems of Verification more difficult. 
The components of binary weapons must b. chemically very highly reactive for them 
to be suitable lor use in such weapons systems. If the materials to be used are 
chemically highly reactive, then storage problems for at least one of the 
precursors will be just as serious as for other chemical warfare agents, and such 
precursors will not be stored in large amounts for civilian use. A system of 
verification which included on-site inspections of a random sample of major 
chemical installations, such as the United Kingdom has proposed in CD/244> would 
thus be adequate to verify the non-production of binary weapons as well as of 
other types of chemical weapons. Thus the problems of verification of essential 
binary precursors will be similar to those of the verification of other lethal 
agents, and in fact less difficult than the problems of dual-purpose chemicals 
such as hydrogen cyanide. V/e must not allow imaginary problems associated with 
binary agents to cause an unnecessary diversion in our work on a chemical weapons 
convention.

I think we

V/e shall hope to contribute further thinking on this particularly important 
issue during the meetings of the Working Group.
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Mr. iJUJICA (Poland) : Mr. Chairman, may I begin by offering you, on behalf of 
the delegation of Poland, our sincere congratulations on your assumption of the 
chairmanship of the Committee on Disarmament for the month of March. Together with 
my congratulations and best wishes, I pledge to you, Hr. Chairman, the full 
co-operation and support of my delegation in the discharge of your duties.

!
I would also like to take this opportunity to express to Ambassador Mahallati 

of Iran the high appreciation of my delegation for the dedicated and competent way 
in which he chaired this Committee in February.

In a spirit of friendship and co-operation I welcome in this room our new 
colleagues, Ambassador van hongcn of the Netherlands and Ambassador Vejvoiia of 
Czechoslovakia.

The Committee on Disarmament is considering during this week1s plenary 
meetings item 4 of its agenda, that is, Chemical weapons. I would like to devote 
my intervention today mainly to this subject. But I also intend to touch upon 
item 1 of the agenda, in the light of the recent exchange of views on this subject 
in the Committee on Disarmament.

Resolutions 56/96 A and 56/96 B adopted during the thirty-sixth session of 
the General Assembly of the United Nations have been rightly interpreted in this 
Committee by many speakers as a growing demand on the part of the whole 
international community, conscious of the dangerous consequences of u new stage in 
the development of chemical weapons, to advance effectively the pace of negotiations 
on the complete prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of all 
chemical v/eapons and on. their destruction.

This Committee considered'it wise and possible to commence the elaboration of 
a future convention this year. This task has been entrusted to the Ad Hoc Working 
Group re-established at the beginning of this session with a revised mandate, 
authorizing the Group "
existing proposals and future .initiatives11.

to elaborate such a convention, taking into account all

The Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons has at its disposal the results 
of years-1ong bilateral and multilateral negotiations and discussions, countless 
working papers and draft provisions, elaborated by the Conference of the Committee 
on Disarmament and now by the Committee itself. They have been brought to this 
negotiating table and they reflect the differing positions of the participating 
States. These include, inter alia, the results of the work on defining issues and 
structuring the basis for a future convention undertaken by the Working Group in 
1900 under the effective leadership of ambassador Oka.ua which are, in fact, 
formulated in document CD/220, that is, in the report of the Working Group on its 
work in 19G1 under the skilled leadership of Ambassador Liugard.

Document Cl)/220 contains the basic elements for a future convention, together 
with comments reflecting the differing views of individual delegations or groups 
of delegations on the shape and substance of the said elements. What is important 
is the fact that the specific dimensions of both the convex-gences and divergences 
of views on the form and contents of the chemical weapons convention's future 
provisions have thus been clearly outlined.
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Starting its work this year under its new mandate, the Working Group haa 
decided to continue and develop further the results achieved so far. The Group 
is aiming this year at translating the positions expressed in the comments 
contained in document CD/220 into the language of alternative elements or various

The divergences expressed in such a way should lead to aversions of elements.
narrowing of the gap in the positions of particular delegations or groups of 
delegations.
such a stage of negotiations, but I note with satisfaction that 
been actively engaged in a discussion of the organization of its work as well as 
in the detailed consideration of the scope of a future convention and the elaboration 
of alternative versions of the elements. Last week, considerable assistance to 
the Group was provided by consultations with experts in toxicology who managed to 
agree on their recommendations on standardized operating procedures for acute 
subcutaneous toxicity determinations and for acute inhalation toxicity determinations.

I am of the opinion that the Working Group has not yet arrived at
so far, it has

My delegation wishes to express its conviction that the present organizational 
framework, as succinctly described above, meets the requirements of the present 
stage of negotiations in the Working Group under its new mandate. Furthermore, 
the progress and results of our activities in the Working Group on Chemical 
Weapons may depend on how soon and to what degree particular delegations will be 
able to clear up their positions, in particular, in questions where there are 
significant divergences.

It is the considered view of my delegation that the results of the work on 
a convention have significantly decreased in the absence of the Soviet-American 
bilateral negotiations. This comes to mind not only because of the importance of 
the last report from these negotiations published in document CD/112, but also, 
and perhaps particularly, because of the role these negotiations could play at 
present in finding possible solutions to very many controversial problems the 
Working Group has to deal with.

Of decisive importance for the future convention, and particularly for the 
acceleration of work on its elaboration, is a clear-cut line between what is only

What we needdesirable and what is possible, real and necessary in this treaty, 
is not the will of a perfectionist but a persevering effort towards the cessation, 
as soon as possible, of the dangerous chemical armaments race which, if not 
stopped, may lead to a further postponement, for many years, of any possibility 
of reaching a universally acceptable agreement, 
me think of the following analogy: as the production and equipment of armed 
forces with neutron weapons mean a new dangerous spiral in the nuclear arms race, 
so the production and deployment of binary chemical weapons in the same way will 
inevitably lead to a new spiral in the chemical arms race. Let us be frank: 
here we speak about new generations of weapons of mass destruction, which increase

This view of my delegation makes me
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the danger of the outbreak of a war with the use of different types of weapons of . 
mass destruction.
be considerably closer to concluding the convention on the prohibition of chemical 
weapons if no binary weapons existed.
should conduct the negotiations on the question of the prohibition of chemical 
weapons more energetically, while it is not too late.

To make it absolutely clear, I am of the opinion that we would

It seems to me that if this is the case we

The questions which arise in this context and which should be given a clear1 and 
honest answer are, among others, theses what new problems and what kind of new 
problems do binary weapons create for our negotiations? Which elements of the 
future convention will be mostly affected by their emergence? These questions are 
justified particularly in the light of United Nations General Assembly 
resolution jib/96 B which in its paragraph 5> inter alia, "... calls upon all States 
to refrain from ... production and deployment of binary and other new types of 
chemical weapons, as well as from stationing chemical weapons in those States where 
there are no such weapons at present". Moreover, and unfortunately, these questions 
are justified in the light of the decision on the production of binary weapons already 
taken by the United States Government. The emergence of these weapons in arsenals 
of other countries, after the aforementioned decision, may be only a question of 
time. This is why no effort should be spared by this Committee in negotiating, 
without any unnecessary delay, a convention which would ban, inter alia, the 
proliferation of binary weapons.

In our considered view, the emergence of binary systems will affect many 
crucial elements of the future convention, namely; its scope, prohibition of 
transfer, declarations of stocks, destruction and, above all, prohibition of their 
production and stockpiling.

It is important to point out that the deployment of binary weapons will 
complicate the already complicated and controversial problems of the verification 
of compliance with the provisions of the future convention.
apply to binary weapons such verification methods as are based upon the extreme 
toxicity of the chemical agents used in traditional types of chemical weapons.
All this
their destruction, arid the question of control over the non-production of chemicals 
for chemical weapons.

In fact, one cannot

in a new way, raises the question of the verification of stocks and

Coming up to the question of their proliferation, we have no doubt that the 
production of binary weapons by one country makes possible their deployment on 
the territory of another country, precisely because of a considerable easiness in 
their transport, stockpiling and retaining. Secondly, in the case of binary 
weapons, there exist comparatively easy ways of transforming industrial production 
capabilities from peaceful purposes to warlike ones. These questions are discussed 
in document CD/258 of which Poland is co-author, and furthermore, in the 
questionnaire presented by the delegation of Bulgaria in document CD/CW/V/P.29. My I

l
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delegation is of the opinion that replies to the questions touched upon in the 
said documents v/ould facilitate "bridging the gap which, in negotiations on the 
prohibition of chemical weapons, has been created by the emergence of the binary 
systems.
take into account all the consequences brought by binary weapons.

In fact, it is. inconceivable to elaborate a convention which would not

In the Working Group, we have examined in depth the questions concerning the 
scope of prohibition, aiming at further narrowing the differences. The Group, I 
have to stress, unfortunately has not managed to determine clearly the scope of 
prohibition. But I would like to come now to the question of verification. From 
the first round of discussions it can be said that a more reasonable approach seems 
to be emerging during this session. However, in our view, further discussion should 
concentrate more on the aspect of the adequacy of the verification system in relation

1 think that there exists a somewhat artificial.
It is

to the sphere of prohibition.
problem or certain misunderstanding in the discussions on verification, 
pointless to discuss whether national means of verification are better or more 
efficient than international mechanisms, and which ones are to be applied, because 
in fact both are needed.
Moreover, the negotiations should concentrate on methods and means of verification 
so that they can be adjusted to the contents and form of the prohibition, words, with three categories of chemical agents as spelled out in document CD/220 
adequate forms of verification through national and international means should be 
applied to each of them in a differentiated but internally balanced and mutually

This could be taken into account in our further discussions

And the negotiations should go in both directions.

In other
1

interrelated system, 
on verification.

As I mentioned at the beginning of my statement, I v/ould like now to touch 
upon another question v/hich has been quite intensively discussed at the recent 
meetings of the Committee. 
delegation at the meeting of 11 March with respect to the establishment of "a 
subsidiary body to discuss and define issues relating to verification and compliance 
which would have to be dealt v/ith in any comprehensive test-ban agreement".

As you know, somewhat earlier, to be precise on 9 February of this year, the 
Director of the Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, Mr. Rostov/, stated the 
United b bates position on the question of a nuclear weapons tests prohibition, 
stated;
test ban could help to reduce the threat of nuclear weapons or to maintain the 
stability of the nuclear balance".
refuses to study the question of the tests prohibition as an independent item, but 
rather links it v/ith the "wide range of nuclear problems".
United btates flatly refuses to take any step towards multilateral negotiations on

I mean the declaration made by the United btates

He
do not believe that, under present circumstances, a comprehensive. .. we

This statement shows that the United btates

At the same time, the
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In particular, the-the limitation of nuclear weapons and nuclear disarmament.
United States impedes the establishment of a working group on this question v/hich 
the non-aligned and socialist States insist upon, 
in its statement of 11 March reaffirmed its negative position both in respect of 
a nuclear weapons test ban and with respect to the nuclear disarmament problem as

The United States delegation

a whole.

Thus, on the one hand, the United States expresses its readiness to discuss 
the matters of verification connected with a nuclear weapons test ban, and on the 
other, it excludes the possibility of concluding an agreement on this subject in the

Our
is there

In this connection, delegations have a number of questions.
The main question is:

near future.
delegation would also like to ask some questions.

to discuss matters of control if the possibility of concluding anany reason
agreement is being denied? If the United States delegation proposed starting the 
elaboration of an agreement on a nuclear test ban with questions of control, 
then maybe one could understand it (although not necessarily agree).

There is another question: matters of control of a nuclear test ban have been 
discussed for a quarter of a century in various bodies and in different forms; in 
what manner should the discussion of control questions differ from previous 
discussions of previous questions? Is it a fact that previously the discussions of 
control questions were carried out in connection with the need to conclude an 
appropriate agreement, and now the American side proposes to indulge in pure 
abstraction?

Finally, we would like to ask the United btates delegation the following 
questions. Does it envisage discussing only the problems of control over a nuclear 
weapons test ban or also problems concerning peaceful nuclear explosions? \/hat 
does it envisage doing with the question of the scope of prohibition ? Is the 
•American delegation going to initiate the discussion of this later? Or does it not 
see any necessity in it at all, since it denies the possibility of the conclusion 
of an agreement on this matter? Thus, we return to the point we started from: ^why 
discuss questions of control if there is no prospect of concluding an agreement :

I thank the representative of Poland
I now give

The CHAIRI-iAN (translated from French) : 
for his statement and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair, 
the floor to the representative of Nigeria, His Excellency Ambassador 1jewere.
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The CHAIRMAN (translated from French)} I thanlc the representative of Kenya for 
his statement and I am grateful to him for the kind words he addressed both to the 
Chair and to my country.

In accordance with the decision taken by the Committee at its 159th plenary 
meeting, I now give the floor to the representative of .our host country, Switzerland, 
His Excellency Ambassador Pictet.

4 Hr PICTET (Switzerland) (translated from French): Thanlc you, Mr. Chairman, for 
I should like to assure you that it j a great pleasure for megiving me the floor.

to take the floor in the Committee on Disarmament while it is meeting under your
chairmanship.

In the year that has elapsed since it was first authorized to participate in the 
meetings of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons, Switzerland has noted with 
a great deal of interest and attention the modest but nevertheless genuine progress 
made in the consideration of this difficult question, 
beginning to emerge more clearly and their formulation, in the form of elements, by 
the prior Chairman of the Working Group, Ambassador Lidgard, has greatly helped to 
clarify ideas. My Government therefore welcomes the re-establishment of the Working 
Group and more particularly the fact that it has been given a new mandate allowing it 
to proceed now, under the chairman ship of Ambassador Sujlca, to the actual elaboration

Switzerland will continue to

The issues involved are

of a convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons. 
be represented at the meetings of the Working Group, and my Government sincerely hopes 
that it will prove possible during the current session, in spite of its brevity, to 
achieve further positive results.

I

I wish first of all to recall that, as I stated in your Committee on 14 July 1931 
the Swiss private chemical industry, which is, as you know, highly developed, does not

The Confederation,and will not under any circumstances manufacture chemical weapons. 
for its part, produces no chemical weapons for military purposes in its own establish­
ments. Furthermore, Switzerland has not acquired chemical weapons from other countries 
it has no stock of chemical weapons and no such weapons are stored on its territory.
The equipment possessed by the army is designed solely to protect combatants against 

' the effects of toxic chemicals, should these be used in a conflict.

In making this statement, which is also a commitment as regards the future, 
Switzerland is demonstrating that, with respect to the conclusion of a convention on 
the complete prohibition of chemical weapons, it has no military chemical capacity 
whatever to defend. My Government nevertheless attaches very great importance to a 
convention in this sphere because of the inhuman character of chemical weapons and 
of the serious threat which they represent also for civilian populations. My 
country's interest in the conclusion of such a convention is twofold: 
hand, from the standpoint of its security, which implies in particular that the 
convention should include adequate verification procedures, a sine qua non condition 
for the renunciation of costly national measures of protection and defence; and on 
the other, from the standpoint of the development of its chemical industry for peaceful 

. purposes, which oLight not to be hampered.

I should like today to make some observations concerning certain of the elements 
submitted to the Working0Group by its Chairman last year, since they are still serving 
as a basis for the Committee's discussions.

cn the one
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i The question vr1’ether it would be appropriate to repeat' in the -convention the 
prohibition of the use of chemical weapons which appears in the .1925 Protocol for the 
Prohibition of the Use in War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and of 
Bacteriological Methods of Warfare (Geneva Protocol) has been the subject of a great 
many comments relating to Element I ("General provision"). On the one hand, it can be 
argued that such a prohibition would have the advantage of being more comprehensive 
than that contained in the Protocol, since the latter does not cover all chemical 
weapons and prohibits only their first use. Furthermore, it would be a means of making 
up for the absence in the Protocol of any control- machinery, a highly regrettable 
shortcoming when allegations are made concerning the use of chemical weapons, as has 
been the case on several occasions recently. On the other hand, the fear has been 
expressed that to reaffirm the prohibition of use in the convention would in the final 
analysis lead to a weakening of the Protocol, which must, of course, be avoided. Upon 
reflection, we believe that this is to a great extent a false problem. In fact the 
future convention and the 1925 Geneva Protocol will, we believe, together form a set of 
complementary obligations, such that it seems extremely unlikely that a State would 
become a party to the convention without being bound by the Protocol. If that view is 
accepted, the convention should not only not "be interpreted as in any way limiting or 
detracting from ... the Pro. to col" (according to the wording proposed in Element VII 
entitled "Relationship with other treaties") but should rather express the idea of an 
organic link between the two instruments. That the parties to the convention should 

i also be parties to the Protocol is important from three points of view:
the transitional period, which will be especially critical, in the course of which 
States will proceed to the dismantling of their stocks of chemical weapons, secondly, 
with regard to the amounts of super-toxic chemicals the possession of which would be 
authorized for non-hostile military purposes (as provided in Element Vi); and, lastly, 
in the event of withdrawal from the convention. With these considerations in mind, my 
delegation wishes urgently to reiterate the hope that all States will forthwith become 
parties to the Geneva Protocol. Universal adherence to the Protocol, combined with 
the making of unilateral declarations of the non-possession of chemical weapons and 
the intention never to possess any, like the declaration which Switzerland has made on 
two occasions, would constitute confidence-building measures that could not but help to 
create a climate favourable to the negotiation of the convention.

With regard to'the general definition of chemical weapons, which is thp subject of I 
Element II, my authorities are of the opinion that it would be preferable if the 
convention covered only chemical weapons in the strict and classical sense of the term, 
i.e. super-toxic and toxic substances which are produced expressly for military purposes 
and have lethal effects on man or cause lasting physiological harm. We are aware that 
such a definition has the effect of leaving outside the scope of the' convention dual- 
purpose chemicals and substances intended for civilian use even if they can be employed 
for hostile purposes, such as certain herbicides and insecticides. True, chemicals in 
this category constitute a definite danger from the military standpoint, but it is a 
danger that is incomparably less serious than that represented by chemical weapons 
proper.

i

I

first, during

i

1

i

1
Furthermore, various difficulties, such as the need to use hugh quantities when i

they are employed for military purposes make their utilization in hostilities unlikely. | 
However,, the main reason why Switzerland advocates the exclusion of these substances 
from the scope of the convention is that verification measures in respect of them would 
pose immense problems. In fact, an effective control would -eall for the placing under 
surveillance of virtually all civilian chemical manufacturing concerns because it would 
be possible, in certain conditions, for a very v/ide range of chemical products to be 
used for military purposes. Even though certain verification techniques used in the 
matter of non-proliferation could be applied, it would hardly be possible to place a 
country's entire chemical industry under control, in the way the non-proliferation 
Treaty has placed all nuclear installations under contre'1 .
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, Moreover, as regards the use of herbicides and insecticides for hostile purposes, 
v/e may recall articles 54 and 55 of the first Additional Protocol to the 
Geneva Conventions and article 10 of the second Protocol, relating to the protection 
of property essential to the survival of the civilian population and the protection of 
the natural environment.♦

Other terras used in Element II ought also, v/e think, to be clarified. For example 
the meaning of "other lethal, and other harmful chemicals" would be clearer if the text 
read "other lethal chemicals or chemicals causing lasting physiological harm to 
which are capable of being used for military purposes", 
believe that this term should be used only to designate the component elements of 
so-called binary weapons and not the chemical substances used as starting materials or 
intermediate products, with no distinction being made between the civilian and military 
sectors. Lastly, the "means of production of chemical weapons", the prohibition of 
which is envisaged in Elements I, IV and V, can, v/e believe, only refer to the 
facilities that carry out the operations which render capable of military use chemical 
substances to which the convention would be applicable (loading or filling facilities).

<

man
With regard to precursors, we

Element VI, to which I referred earlier, provides that each party to the convention 
should undertake not to possess super-toxic lethal chemicals for non-hostile military 
purposes in an aggregate quantity which exceeds 1,000, kilogrammes. V/e have serious 
reservations about this provision. It amounts in effect to perpetuating, and in fact 
legalizing, through the very convention that is designed to banish chemical weapons

the de facto inequality at, present existing bet v/e en the 
States v/hich possess such weapons and those which do not. A State which possesses no 
chemical weapons at the time of its adherence to the convention will in fact be unable 
to acquire any quantity whatever of super-toxic lethal chemicals for non-ho stile 
military purposes without violating the undertaking under Element I "never under any 
circumstances to develop, produce, otherwise acquire, stockpile [or] re tain ... chemical 
weapons".

from the arsenals of States

Consequently, stocks intended for "non-hostile military" purposes would be held 
only by the pov/ers, happily few in number, which now possess, or will possess, at the 
time of their adherence to the convention, chemical weapons in the form of super-toxic 
lethal chemicals. Thus the impression of equality created by the fact that, under 
Element VI, each State party would be able to possess the same-quantities of these 
chemicals for such purposes is, wc believe, a false one, concealing what i-s in reality 
the discriminatory nature of this provision.

In any event the quantity permitted appears to my delegation to be altogether 
excessive since these are substances intended for purposes of research in the matter 
ol defence and protection. Consequently, the possession of such quantities of these 
chemicals by certain Governments would continue, in spite of control measures intended 
to ensure that the authorized ceiling is not exceeded to constitute a threat to the 
security of other States.t

Allow me, before concluding, to say a few words about the measures for verification 
of compliance with the convention. Switzerland continues to be firmly of the view that 
in order Lo provide adequate guarantees of security, the verification system will have 
to be based on a combination of national and international measures and to include the 
possibility of on-site inspections. We have read with great interest the working paper 
presented on 10 February by the United Kingdom delegation (document CJ)/244) 
to us to be one of the most detailed texts presented on this subject. With regard to 
on-site inspections, it is essential that an explanation should be given for any refusal 
to authorize such an inspection, and that provision should be made for a complaints or

which seems
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recourse procedure in such a case. In this connection Switzerland, faithful to the 
general principle of the peaceful settlement of disputes, is of the view tliat every 
party should have the right, in the event of disagreement regarding the interpretation 
of a provision of the convention, to bring the matter before the International Court of 
Justice, the recognition of whose competence should be compulsory. However, it seems 
to us somewhat premature to consider in detail at this stage the methods for 
verification of compliance with the convention. The modalities of control will in 
fact depend in part on the scope of the convention and, in particular on the definition 
of chemical weapons given in it. As I indicated earlier, Switzerland would see many 
advantages in confining the convention to a limited range of chemicals, produced 
specifically for military purposes. The broader the scope of the convention, the more 
extensive the verification measures will have to be and, consequently, the more complex 
and difficult to apply.

Unlike other measures of disarmament or arms control, a convention on the complete 
prohibit■’on of chemical weapons would at present concern only a small number of States, 
those possessing such weapons. These States therefore bear a special responsibility 
similar to that of the nuclear-weapon States. It is as necessary to try to prevent the 
proliferation of chemical weapons as it is to prevent that of nuclear weapons. But 
chemical weapons, which are relatively easy and inexpensive to produce, are within the 
reach of a very large number of States, if they wish to possess them. Hence the very 
real threat which such weapons represent. In these circumstances, therefore, it is 
perfectly understandable that many States should wish to be associated 
negotiation of a convention on this subject. They are all entitled to stress their 
egitimate security interests as well as the interests of their civilian chemical 

industry and their technology, which should be protected. It is, in any event, these 
considerations which led the Swiss Government to seek permission to participate in the 
work of the Committee on Disarmament with respect to this very important item on its 
agenda, and in particular to present to you again today its views on this subject.

Ihe CHAIRMAN (translated from French); I thank the representative of Switzerland 
for his statement and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair. I have no further 
speakers on my list.

If not, I should like to recall that, as we decided last week, we shall, 
immediately after this plenary meeting, hold a short informal meeting so that 
■h-mbassador Jaipal, Secretary of the Committee and Personal Representative of the 
ueire uary-General, can make a statement on the subject of documentation and other 
questions in suspense. <

r^e nex^ plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament will be held on 
Thursday, 25 March, at 10 a.m, as indicated on our time-table for this week.

The meeting stands adjourned.

with the

Do any other delegations wish to take the floor?

The meeting rose at 12.55 n .m.
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The CHAIRMAN (translated, from French): I declare open the l66th plenary’ meeting 
of the Committee on Disarmament. vi

The Committee continues today its consideration of item 4 of its agenda:
"Chemical weapons". However, members wishing to make statements on any other subject 
relevant to the work of the Committee are free to do so, in- accordance with rule $0 
of the rules, of procedure.

I should like to welcome today to the meeting of the Committee two distinguished 
visitors, the representative of the Federal Republic of Germany and the representative 
of Hungary.

His Excellency Ambassador Ruth has already made statements before our Committee 
several times in the past. As you know, he is the Commissioner for Disarmament and 
Arms Control of the Government of the Federal Republic of Germany. He has been very 
active in matters- of disarmament, not only in - this Committee but also-in New York, 
where he has attended.the regular sessions of the,General Assembly V

His Excellency Mr. Imre Hollai, Deputy Minister for Foreign Affairs of Hungary 
is also an experienced diplomat who has already twice served in his present post. 
From 1974 to 1980 he was the permanent representative of his country to the 
United Nations in,New York. As a specialist in multilateral diplomacy, he has 
participated in a number of international conferences, some of them on disarmament.

;

I know th^it members of the Committee will listen with great interest to the 
statements our two visitors are going to make to.us and that their presence here 
is greatly appreciated.

I have on :my list of speakers for today -the representatives of the Federal Republic 
of Germany,,, Hungary,, the United States, Mongolia, Bulgaria, the Soviet Union,
Kenya, Argentina and China. A further member of the Committee has expressed a wish 
to speak today and I hope that I shall be able to give him the floor. However, 
since we already have nine speakers on the list for this morning, he has kindly 
agreed to speak only if we have sufficient time when the above list of speakers is 
exhausted. , . . . .. •

I now -give thev-floor to the first speaker on ray.list, the representative of vhe 
Federal Republic ,of Germany, the. Federal Government Commissioner for Disarmament 
and Arms Control., His Excellency Ambassador. Ruth.

Mr. RUTH (Federal Republic of Germany): Mr.' Chairman, it is a very great honour 
for me to address the Committee on Disarmament again. The last time I had this 
privilege was bn 6 August 198l. On that occasion I explained my Government's position 
on the-draft comprehensive' programme of disarmament (CD/205) jointly submitted by 
Australia, Belgium
At the same time I was able to obtain a personal impression of the great 
responsibility, the dedication to serious negotiation and the expertise.which 
characterize thé Committee's work! In my address I warned against either euphoria or 
resignation and stated that f Was particularly encouraged by the negotiations within 
the working groups for'chemical and' radiological Weapons, I note with satisfaction 
that the work on 'a convention banning chemical'and radiological weapons has been 
intensified.

Japan, the United Kingdom and the Federal Republic of Germany.
sense.of

t..<• • • ■; * fcff ■ • t
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The work on the comprehensive programme of disarmament has entered a decisive 
phase. We shall continue to participate constructively in the work of the Committee 
aimed at presenting a product to the forthcoming special session of the General Assembly 
that is capable of gaining the support of all sides.

As we all know the prospects for tangible success of the Committee's efforts 
depend to a large extent on whether there is an improvement in the international 
climate, especially between East and West. Unfortunately there has been a deplorable 
reverse trend: since 13 December 1981 a dark shadow has been lying over the relations 
between East and West as the consequence of an event that runs counter to the 
objectives and results of the CSCE process in Europe, 
my own, Several delegations, including

have stressed this in the general debate at the beginning of this session.
Realistic and concrete 

security policy.
agree on an effective programme of work, that a new extended mandate has been 
formulated for the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons, and that progress has 
been made towards the establishment of a new working group on the subject of nuclear
testing with a focus on problems of verification of the observance of a comprehensive 
test ban.

arms control continues to be an urgent task of international 
It is therefore gratifying that the Committee has been able to

My Government, which has attached great importance to the Committee's work in 
' e ■°f a chemical weapons ban from the very outset, is ready to make its 
contribution so that success can be achieved, with this in mind my delegation is 
suomitting a new working paper on the question of verifying compliance with a 
convention prohibiting the development, production and stockpiling of chemical 
weapons and stipulating the destruction of existing stocks and production plants.

50 ^nowinS that a large measure of agreement has already been achieved on the 
convention's scope and on definitions. Unfortunately this positive development has 

1 now not been accompanied by corresponding progress in resolving the crucial 
issue of verification.

We

The position of my Government is clear:

„ . n^e Federal Republic of Germany is a contracting party to the Geneva Protocol 
ox lUo, to which it adheres without1 _ reservations. Furthermore, in 1954 it became theonly country until now to commit itself — vis-à-vis its allies" not to produce 
nuclear, biological or chemical weapons. When signing the Bacteriological Weapons 
convention in 1972 my Government declared that "in the sphere of chemical weapons, it 
will neither develop nor acquire nor stockpile under its own control any of the 
warfare agents which it has already undertaken not to manufacture". My country also 
agreed, m connection with its commitment, to international verification of the 
non-production of chemical 
verification was presented at 
then recorded in document CD/37.

The experience gained from this practical 
an international workshop held in March 1979 and

weapons.
was

In view of these circumstances 
efforts to promote the conclusion of 
verifiable chemical

my country felt justified to make energetic 
a comprehensive and — at the same time —

„ , weapons convention. Our parliament, the German Bundestag, ,
unanimously supports these efforts. In a decision unanimously adopted on
prfec^m ^ it cadled upon the Committee on Disarmament to make even greater

xorts an hitherto for the conclusion of a chemical weapons convention, which
qn ^dispensable and of which effective international verification must be
an integral part.
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all agreed,on the following points:

Chemical weapons are regarded by the international public as being 
especially obnoxious and are a particularly great threat to the 
civilian population.., •'. '

I know that we are

The danger that these weapons,might be employed in a military 
confrontation despite the Geneva Protocol banning their use cannot 
be precluded as long as they exist.

ThisThis danger must be averted, and indeed it can be averted. 
requires an agreement which stipulates the destruction of all 
existing chemical weapons subject.to adequate verification and 
ensures that no State may in future develop, produce or stockpile

■ >

chemical weapons.

The observance of such an agreement,must be reliably safeguarded. 
This .is the only way of ensuring that the horrors of chemical 

completely, banned and forever,,from the world.warfare are
Our experience with.regard to the verification of,the non-production of chemical 

weapons reinforces our conviction that, although these,problems are e/on more 
multifaceted and complex than those connected with other arms control agreemen s, 
practicable solutions that are universably acceptable can none the less e oun 
Let me outline some of the,elements of a necessary verification arrangement.

s convention cannot be monitored by national technical
chemical factory from the outside one cannot see what ■■

;

(a) A chemical weapons
means alone. By looking at a 
is going on inside. . . . ,

(b) On-site inspections by teams of international experts must therefore be a 
firm component of a verification régime.

it must enable(c) A reliable verification régime has two main functions : 
situations requiring clarification to be examined impartially, and it must ensure the 
observance and implementation of the. convention by means of regular and 
non-discriminatory international measures according to a fixed procedure.

(d) The legitimate interest in keeping chemical production and research methods 
secret must be fully protected.

towards a comprehensiveThere are, in my view, favourable prospects for progress 
chemical weapons convention. Only recently the President of the United States state 
unequivocally that his country regards the conclusion of a comprehensive and 
verifiable chemical weapons convention as a high priority of its arms control policy 
and that it would welcome such an achievement by 1984 since it would then no longer 
need to resume the production of chemical weapons discontinued by the United Stateo

The Committee's working group onin 1969 and introduce modernized chemical weapons, 
chemical weapons has for the first time been given a comprehensive mandate for the

The discussions in this group have been speeded up and 
The future work of the Committee can build on the substantive progress 

International opinion has been made sensitive to the subject of
have been used in crisis

drafting of a convention, 
intensified.
already achieved.
chemical weapons not least by reports that such weapons may

Thus the conditions exist for a successful outcome which wouldareas in South Asia, 
free mankind from a nightmare.
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The working paper submitted today by tny delegation is intended to be a 
constructive contribution offering practicable solutions to the one problem still 
causing the greatest difficulty: that of adequate verification.

The authors of the paper have been guided by the following objectives : 
propose a verification régime which, in our view, is both effective and acceptable. 
It recognizes that expenditure and the manpower requirements must be kept within 
reasonable'limits.

we

The paper envisages regular checks for monitoring both the destruction of 
existing chemical weapons stocks and production facilities and the undertaking not 
to manufacture chemical weapons. In addition, the paper calls for inspection on 
challenge, that is"the possibility of special checks in the event of founded 
suspicions . Neither of these two procedures is sufficient on its 
verification régime must include both of them.

own ; a dependable

The paper does not overlook the fact’that a verification regime could be 
elaborate. We do not exclude the possibility of defining additional confidence-building 
measures in the field of chemical weapons, which could have a particular psychological 
and political impact.

more

The paper does not contain any specific suggestions in this 
field as it is designed to outline the elements of a verification régime that we 
consider indispensable for any ban on chemical weapons.

i ■ v\- i ’ v ■

Let me add a few words on the regular checks described in the paper. We feel 
that we have not proposed any unreasonable measures. To verify that the commitment 
not to manufacture chemical weapons is being honoured, we consider it sufficient to 
ensure random on-sité; inspections of chemical plants producing organo-phosphrous 
substances. 
inspection.

The paper recommends that lots be cast to select the plants for 
In our view, the very possibility of the lot falling upon a potential 

violator serves to ensure a large measure of confidence that the convention is being 
complied with.

Specific rules are suggested for verifying the destruction of chemical weapons
They provide for obligatory inspections beforestocks and production facilities. 

and after the'period during which destruction is to be effected ; during the period 
itself jointly agreed forms of monitoring with technical aids, such as flowmeters, 
and random on-site inspections are to be carried out.

As you will notice, we do not suggest the inclusion of regular checks to 
monitor the production of dual-purpose agents.
convention goes beyond that of this proposed verification régime. 
us to be a justified limitation, 
very difficult to carry out from a technical point of view in this particular field. 
Furthermore and above all, the agents concerned are of less military importance.
The regular checks suggested by the paper therefore concentrate on .supertoxic 
agents.
indication of whether the convention is being violated.

In this respect the scope of the
This seems to

In our view, comprehensive verification would be

In this context the actual design of a production facility will give an
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In this connection the paper also suggests a method for verifying the
This involves the taking of samples, .which '.arenon-production of binary weapons. 

analysed at the inspection site itself. The analysis involves a summary procedure 
which proves the non-production of the key precursors of binary weapons but does 
not disclose the complete actual composition of the sample. When I speak of 
binaries I mean a composition containing a key precursor as one of the two or more 
components.. Only this key precursor is a phosphorus-organic compound which is

It is this key precursor which must be subject to 
It is thus not true that binary production techniques cannot be

In this context I should like
essential for a binary weapon, 
verification.
subjected,to reasonable and effective verification.
to add that the term "binary11, as used in the paper, includes weapons made up of
two or more active substances..

bet me stress that the proposed procedure is intended to rule out the.possibility 
My country’s chemical industry, which faces lively competition.of any abuse.

on both national and international markets, strongly supports the proposals 
made here and is willing to share the experience it has gained with any interested
party.

I invite all delegations to the Committee to take a close look at our paper
In the interest of increasedand to incorporate it in their own considerations. 

international co-operation and trust, long-standing reservations should now be re­
considered. Clearly defined on-site inspections should be recognized as a suitable 
means of verification in the field of chemical weapons, 
favourable conditions for other disarmament and arms control efforts. 
verification is not to the advantage or disadvantage of any individual party: 
rather, it serves the interests of everyone concerned and enhances worId-wide 
confidence in-arms control agreements and the realistic expectation of achieving 
co-operative measures- designed to ensure compliance with negotiated results. •

This would also create
Reliable

Ever since the Geneva Protocol was drawn up in 1925 > this city has been 
the scene of many successful international endeavours for disarmament and arms 
control. At present it hosts not only th • Committee on Disarmament but also another 
negotiating forum-of crucial importance for security and stability in Europe and 

I refer, of course, to the American-Soviet negotiations on theworldwide.
reduction and limitation of intermediate-range nuclear weapons, which, after the 
agreed two-month recess, will be resumed on 20 May with a new round. 
is naturally following these talks with the greatest interest and is participating 
actively in the consultations of the North Atlantic Alliance on this subject.
In our view, the bilateral American-Soviet IN? negotiations and the Committee's 
multilateral efforts to achieve a'comprehensive chemical weapons convention

they both aim at a zero-level outcome, in other words,

My Government

have something in common : 
the INF negotiations at the elimination of all land-based long-range nuclear 
missiles, and the efforts of this Committee at the elimination of all chemical 
weapons, thus making a contribution to achieve outcomes at the lowest possible 

My country hopes that such substantive results will be achieved in both 
We will support every effort to move towards constructive and concrete

level. 
cases,
results to facilitate the negotiations and bring them to a successful conclusion.
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remove the threat of a nuclear war would be the earliest possible elimination of 
all nuclear weapons, or at least to outlaw the first use of such weapons as the 
gravest crime against humanity. Partial measures, however, could also contribute 
to the strengthening of the security of States.

IIIn this context, I wish to emphasize that my Government attaches great 
importance to strengthening the guarantees of security of non-nuclear-weapon 
States. Our point of departure is that States — like rny own country — which 
have renounced the acquisition of nuclear weapons under a valid international 
legal instrument, and whose territories are free of nuclear weapons of other 
States, have an inherent right to unconditional guarantees that they will 
under any circumstances, be subjected to the use or threat of use of nuclear 
weapons. • We continue to be advocates of a solution v/ithin the framework of an 
international convention. However

Ï
never, I

we support the proposal to have, as a first 
step, declarations by the nuclear-weapon powers to that effect, identical in 
substance and confirmed by the Security Council of the United Nations.

:

The Hungarian people was deeply shocked and alarmed when in August last year 
the United States Government announced the commencement of the large-scale 
production of neutron warheads. Even the thought of a possible use of that 
weapon is profoundly deplorable, and generates a strong feeling of indignation 
all over the world, but particularly in Europe where it is intended to be deployed 
My Government is resolutely urging the Committee on Disarmament to start 
negotiations without delay on a convention to prohibit in a comprehensive 
manner that abominable weapon* lThe amount of time I have devoted to questions concerning the complex of 
nuclear disarmament, just like the great emphasis that the Hungarian delegation 
has always laid on all such issues, is clearly indicative of the urgency and 
priority which the Government of the Hungarian People's Republic attaches to 
those problems. This fact, however, does not detract from our will and 
readiness to pursue meaningful negotiations on all the other items on the 
Committee's agenda.

£

l!
The Hungarian delegation has, indeed for a long time, been one of the 

proponents of urgent measures, the conclusion of international agreements aimed 
at the prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of chemical 
weapons-and the destruction of such weapons \ 
weapons ;
ot weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons.

The people of my country, like peoples in the whole of Europe, are deeply 
worried by recent measures taken in the United States on the production and 
deployment of binary weapons.
should raise and firmly reject the sinister plans aimed at flooding this 
continent with new waves of nuclear, neutron and chemical weapons. This 
Committee should accelerate its efforts aimed at preventing a new and very

II
the prohibition of radiological 

and the prohibition of the development and production of new types l
iAll States, in particular the European States

II
1

't
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dangerous spiral of the chemical arms race. Urgent steps should be taken to 
prevent the production and deployment of.new types of chemical weapons,.in 
particular binary weapons, as well as the deployment of chemical weapons in 
countries where there are no such weapons at present.

The Hungarian delegation has been deeply involved in efforts .to elaborate 
a draft treaty on the prohibition of radiological weapons, and it will continue 
to be engaged in further negotiations to cnat end.

Only a week ago our delegation submitted a proposal in this Committee 
concerning various steps aimed at preventing a qualitatively new round of the 
technological arms race, and to achieve a comprehensive prohibition of,new 
weapons of mass destruction. We suggested also to give serious consideration 
to appropriate formulations, by which all States, especially the permanent 
members of the Security Council and other militarily significant States would 
make solemn declarations, identical in substance, condemning any further efforts 
to develop, manufacture and deploy new types of weapons of mass destruction and 
new systems of such weapons. My Government is hopeful that our initiative is 
carefully considered and will be given positive,response.

Before concluding this review of my Government's position on some of the 
major problems of arms limitation and disarmament, I wish to mention that we 
fully support the proposal made by the Soviet Union at the thirty-sixth session 
of the United Nations General Assembly for the e.arliest possible conclusion of 
an international treaty aimed at preventing outer space from becoming a new 
arena of the arms race. We hope that all the members of the Committee realize 
the great danger that would face mankind if another sphere of vital interest to 
all States got involved in the arms race.

In conclusion I wish to reaffirm the great importance which the Hungarian 
People's Republic attaches to the success of the second special session of the 
United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament. With that in mind, our 
delegations here in the Committee and its subsidiary bodies, and in the 
Preparatory Committee in New York, are co-operating in the preparations in 
order to ensure the. realization of all the sound anticipations, tie expect the 
special session to become a forum of action-oriented decisions. tie shall do 
everything to help preserve and further develop the results achieved at the 
first special session, tie want to contribute to the maintenance of the 
principles embodied in the Final Document, and to-be- instrumental in the 
preparation and adoption of a comprehensive programme of disarmament.
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Mr. FIELDS (United States of America): He are indeed privileged today to 
have two distinguished guests participating in our plenary session. Their presence 
confirms the importance which their respective Governments attach to our Committee. 
My delegation takes great pleasure in joining you, Mr. Chairman, in extending to 
their excellencies Ambassador L:riedricn Ruth of the Federal Republic of Germany and 
the Deputy Minister of Foreign Affairs, Mr. Imre Hollai of Hungary to our meeting, 
and in expressing to them our appreciation for their presence in the Committee. I 
also wish to note with some regret the departure of our distinguished colleague and 
friend, His Excellency Ambassador Mircea Malitza, the able representative of Romania 
to this body. My feelings, I must confess, are mixed because, while I shall, as 
indeed shall we all, miss his congenial and skilful work in our Committee, I must 
say that our. sense of loss here in Geneva is a selfish one because he takes up 
his pest in Uashington, and there he will become the diplomatic representative of 
Romania to the United States. r I wish him well in his new responsibility and know 
that he will make a significant contribution to Romanian/United States relations.

The achievement of a complete.and verifiable prohibition of chemical weapons is 
a goal which ranks near the^top of the Committee's agenda. It is a goal to which 
my Government attaches great importance.

In his statement tc the Committee on 9 February, the Director of the 
United States Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, Eugene Rostov;, outlined the 
position of the United States with respectito a chemical weapons prohibition.
Today, during one of the two plenary sessions devoted specifically to the subject 
of chemical weapons, I would like to set forth the United States approach in 
greater detail.

The United States views the effective prohibition of chemical weapons as a 
means for increasing our own security and the security of our friends and allies, 
as well as the security of neutral/non-aligned States. We are seeking to eliminate 
a real threat by removing real weapons from-existing arsenals of potential adversaries. 
The United States is very conscious that chemical weapons have been used on the 
battlefield in the past with devastating effect. They are particularly effective 
against military forces and civilians in small countries who do not have the means 
to protect themselves. We are convinced that even as we sit in this room these 
weapons are being used in current conflicts in remote areas of the world — in 
Afghanistan, Laos and Kampuchea. We must stop the use of chemical weapons and 
achieve the goal we seek — a complete and verifiable ban on the development, 
production and stockpiling of chemical weapons for all time.

Ensuring that a chemical weapons ban increases security and that, so far as is 
possible, it does not harm legitimate chemical activities is a heavy responsibility. 
It is a highly complex and difficult task to strike the proper balance. Toxic 
chemicals are ubiquitous in modern societies. Today all societies depend heavily on 
toxic chemicals used as drugs, pesticides and chemical intermediates, to name but a 
few examples. It is my Government's view that the simple approach used in the past 
for biological weapons and environmental warfare cannot serve as a model for 
dealing with the much more complex problems surrounding a ban on chemical weapons.

The Committee on Disarmament and its predecessors have already been working 
on a chemical weapons ban for over a decade. In view of the sensitivity and 
complexity of the issues involved, it should not be surprising that reaching 
agreement has proved difficult. Yet we should not lose sight of the fact that 
considerable useful work has been accomplished.



has conclu ed that it cannot any
longer' postpo e step to cdernize its de errent chemical eàpons stockpile. More 
than a decade ago we shut down all of our chemical weapons production facilities.
Ue have not produced any chemical weapons since that time and have in fact destroyed 
large quantities of such weapons. He had hoped for reciprocal behaviour on the 
part of the Soviet Union, and believed that progress toward a chemical weapons ban 
would obviate the need, for future production by eliminating the threat our chemical.

Unfortunately, however, the threat not 
He must take prompt steps to deal with it — 
We would greatly prefer an adequately 

verifiable treaty, we will continue to work actively for it, but until such an 
agreement is achieved, it is clear from Soviet actions that we must maintain 
military capabilities in the chemical weapons field. This approach is consistent 
with that taken by my Government in other areas where negotiations are under way. 
Sadly, my Government has concluded that no other approach is likely to produce 
positive results. I shall not belabour this point. For the information of other 
distinguished delegates, my delegation is submitting today a working papei entitled,

to deter chemical warfare, which explains in greater
The objective

, the UnitedFirst, is

warfare capabilities were designed to meet, 
only remains, but is'greater than ever, 
to do otherwise would be irresponsible.

The United States programme_____________
detail the several steps we are taking and the reasons behind them, 
of the United States chemical programme as has been clearly stated, is to maintain

level of chemical munitions which will provide an effective
It is not

the safest, smallest 
deterrent to a chemical attack by an aggressor. as some would have you

to match the sizeablebelieve, to gain a superiority in these weapons, or even 
Soviet capability. I would note in particular that over 70 per cent of our planne 
expenditures are related to protection against chemical attack.

made in this Committee that the United States is notAllegations have been 
negotiating in good, faith, and that we are deliberately creating obstacles to an 
agreement by modernizing our chemical warfare capabilities. That is sheer nonsense. 
United States commitment to the goal of a complete and verifiable ban on chemica 
weapons has been reaffirmed by the highest authority of our Government. vou 
also like to make clear that if we are successful in achieving such a ban, ue wou c 
be willing, indeed eager, to terminate our binary weapons programme promptly.

would have others believe that production ofIn addition, some delegations 
binary chemical weapons will make adequate verification of a chemical weapons can 
considerably more difficult or perhaps even impossible. This,^ too, is nonsense. 
The fact is that all manufacturing processes for chemical warfare agents, whetner

binary, or other multi-component weapons, present the same basic 
Our planned binary systems will produce standard nerve

They will use the
for conventional, 
verification problems, 
agents which have been discussed extensively in this Committee.

CD/PV.I66
19

(Mr. Fields, United States of America)

Unfortunately, progress has been very uneven. Far greater progress,,has been 
made in defining the scope of a prohibition than in working out arrangements, to

universal confidence that all parties are complying with their obligations. 
It is clear that lack of agreement on issues in the area of verification and 
compliance constitutes the key obstacle to successful completion of the Committee's

ensure

work.v
In this context, I would like to discuss briefly certain events outside the 

Committee which form an important part of the background for the Committee's 
discussions of a chemical weapons ban, and which have a great influence on the 
attitude of my Government. A proper understanding of these events is essential if 
members are to understand the United States position on this subject.
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same key precursors used to produce nerve agents by conventional methods. A 
binary production facility will still contain special devices for handling toxic 
chemicals. These will not be as extensive as in a conventional nerve agent plant, . 
but•this difference will have no real impact on verification, 
means are not adequate even for dealing with conventional chemical warfare 
agent plants.

National technical

As with facilities which produce conventional chemical weapons, 
an on-site visit to the production facility itself could determine without 
great difficulty what was being produced and for what purpose. Also, as with 
conventional chemical weapons, there are precursors involved which are 
"single-purpose"; that is, they have no commercial application. Such key 
precursôrs will have to be dealt with in a future convention, regardless of 
the type of chemical warfare agent production process in which they may be used.

There is a second series of events which has much more serious implications 
for t’nè work of the Committee — events which have created grave concerns that 
existing arms control constraints on chemical and biological weapons are being 
violated.

The United States now has good reason to question soviet compliance with 
the biological and toxin weapons Convention — an arms control treaty negotiated 
in this Committee's predecessor body. Ue have compelling evidence of a highly 
unusual outbreak of anthrax, linked to a heavily-secured military installation, 
in the Soviet city of Sverdlovsk in the spring of 1979• Ife have repeatedly, on 
a bilateral basis, asked the Soviet Union tq provide information which would 
allay our concerns. The response of the Soviet Government —■ that this outbreak 
was due to natural causes — is frankly not consistent with the information 
available to us.

In addition to the Sverdlovsk outbreak, the United States and other 
countries have evidence of the use of chemical weapons by Soviet and Soviet- 
assisted forces in contravention of international law. Lethal toxins, whose 
possession for hostile purposes is prohibited by the biological and toxin 
weapons Convention, have been found in samples from areas of reported chemical 
weapons attacks in Laos and Kampuchea.

My Government has just completed an exhaustive review of all the 
information currently available on the reports that chemical weapons are being 
used in Laos, Kampuchea and Afghanistan. He have concluded that lethal and 
other chemical weapons are being used in all three countries and that a member 
of this Committee, the Soviet Union, is directly involved. He will make 
available to all delegations a copy of the document which outlines our conclusions 
and the information on which they are based.

This accumulation of evidence, from many different sources, raises a number 
of serious issues regarding existing and future arms control agreements, 
particularly in the area of chemical weapons. The need for improved international 
verification procedures and mechanisms for dealing with compliance issues has 
been clearly demonstrated. The repeated refusal of the Soviet Union to co-operate
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in resolving these outstanding issues, which are of great concern to the 
United States and others, casts a pall over our collective efforts to attain 
a chemical weapons ban.

These developments have reinforced my Government's determination to
that the verification and compliance arrangements of a future chemical 
convention are truly effective.

v ensure
weapons

The importance which my Government attaches to verification is well known.
It is a fundamental securityThis is not an abstract negotiating position, 

consideration. 'We believe that a capability to retaliate in kind to a chemical 
attack is essential for the purpose of helping to deter such an attack. Ii 
we are to accept an obligation under a convention to relinquish such a 
capability, the provisions of the convention must provide an adequate level 
of confidence that potential adversaries are also relinquishing their chemical

Vie will not accept a convention thatLet me be frank, 
verified and thus cannot be relied upon to eliminate the 

to the security of the United States and 
Government would enter into a convention

weapons capabilities, 
cannot be adequately 
threat which chemical weapons pose

I cannot conceive that myothers.
if serious doubts on this remained.

There is general agreement that a verification system for a chemical 
weapons convention should be based on a combination of national and international 
means which would complement and supplement each other. However, fundamental 
differences exist. Some delegations want to rely almost totally on national 
technical means and national measures of implementation. Many others, including 
my own, believe that only international measures, including systematic 
international on-site verification, can provide the basis for adequate 
verification. We are convinced that for the foreseeable future, national 
tec mical means will, be inadequate, furthermore, national implementation 
arr. ngements will net help assure others that national Governments aie in 
compliance. There can be r.u substitute for co-operative international 
verification measures, including appropriate provisions for systematic on si,e 
monitoring, agreed in advance in the convention.

verification have amply demonstrated
One would think that in

the
Discussions of general approaches to 

that these fundamental differences exist in the Committee.
effort would be made to isolate, and focus on 

approach favoured by my delegation and many others.
want to avoid tackling these difficult

Ignoring

such a situation, an intensive 
problem areas. That is the 
But a number of delegations apparently
questions. Vie do not see how such an approach can lead anywhere, 
problems will not make them less real or less important and certainly does 
not facilitate their resolution. Meaningful progress toward a chemical weapon^

, in resolving basic verification issues. 
productive to try to draft the text oi

the basis for a common approach
convention will depend upon progress 
In my delegation's view, it is not 
provisions in other areas when there is not even 
on the verification provisions.
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The time has come to move beyond a general discussion of broad approaches 
to verification. The Committee should now focus on specific verification 
tasks, one by one, and devote as much time as may be necessary to achieving 
agreement. The list of tasks outlined in the Canadian working paper, 
document CD/167, would provide a good starting point for drawing up a list 
of issues to be addressed. There clearly will not be any simple formula which 
can be applied in all cases. Because of the variety of verification tasks, a 
chemical weapons verification system will need to include a variety of measures 
tailored to suit particular situations.

Finding solutions to the many remaining problems will require active 
co-operation among all members of the Committee, applying their collective 
imagination and expertise. It is in this spirit that my delegation has 
sponsored two briefings on the concept of remote continual verification. In 
the near future we will submit a concrete proposal to the Committee for a 
detailed evaluation of this technique as a possible component of a chemical 
weapons verification system. .

The active involvement of technical experts will be needed for understanding 
both the technical dimensions of the tasks and the technical possibilities for 
accomplishing them. In this regard, my delegation believes that the principal 
work of experts in the area of toxicity determination has been completed.
The most important need now is for expert advice in the area of verification.
We would agree that as a first step, experts be asked to outline this summer 
possible procedures for monitoring destruction of declared chemical weapons 
stockpiles and to address several other specific verification-related topics 
contained in the draft report of the consultations held on 15-19 March.

There is one final point that I want to ensure that everyone understands.
My delegation pledges its full co-operation in the Committee's efforts to 
achieve a chemical weapons ban. We are ready and willing to sit down with others 
to try to find specific solutions to the many specific problems which have to 
be resolved if a chemical weapons convention is to be achieved. In this 
regard, some have suggested that one of the most effective ways to achieve 
rapid progress would be for the United States to resume bilateral negotiations 
with the USSR. Let me clearly state the United States position on this matter. 
The possibility of resuming bilateral negotiations remains open, pending a 
demonstration by the Soviet Union of genuine readiness to negotiate effective 
verification and compliance arrangements, and to comply with their obligations 
under existing agreements. There should be no misunderstanding on this point.
The ball is squarely in the Soviet court.

We have been seeking an effective ban on chemical weapons for many years.
We have no illusions that solutions will be found quickly. Dut the longer we 
wait to grapple with the real problems in the area of verification and compliance, 
the longer it will take. We should not lose any more time.
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initiatives aimed at the prevention of a nuclear catastrophe, 
should like to stress the importance of the now Soviet proposal concerning a key- 
issue in the matter of the prevention of the growing threat of a nuclear missile 
war.

In this context I

The Soviet Union's new peaceful initiatives, put forward a few days ago by 
the General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communest Party of the 
Soviet Union and President of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR,
L.I. Brezhnev, at the seventeenth Congress of Trade Unions of the USSR, have been 
received with full support.in the Mongolian People's Republic, 
decision unilaterally to introduce a moratorium on the deployment of medium-range 
nuclear weapons in the European part of the USSR, the quantitative and qualitative 
freezing of such weapons already deployed there and the halting of the replacement 
of old missiles by never ones, as well as a number of other concrete proposals 
advanced by the Soviet Union, are permeated with a sincere concern to avert the 
threat of war and a desire to reduce the level of mi lit airy confrontation and to 
achieve mutually acceptable agreements in the Soviet-United States negotiations 
on the basis of the principle of equality and equal security, 
has thereby demonstrated once again its goodwill and its readiness to strive for 
the positive solution of vitally important problems in the interests of 
strengthening peace and stability, not only in Europe but in the world as a whole.

The Soviet Union's

The Soviet Union

Allow me now to make some observations on behalf of the Mongolian delegation 
with respect to item 4 of the agenda, which the Committee has begun considering 
this week.

The many years' efforts of the Committee on Disarmament aimed at the 
elaboration and approval of a draft convention on the prohibition of the development, 
production and stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their destruction are meeting 
with serious new difficulties. We are convinced that the prohibition of chemical 
weapons is -today one of the most urgent tasks, brooking no further delay, in the 
sphere of real disarmament. The majority of the world's States are of the same 
view, namely, that mankind must be spared the horrors of chemical warfare and 
saved from that most dangerous type of weapon of mass destruction.

However, a diametrically opposite position has been taken on this important 
issue by the Washington Administration, which has adopted a multi-billion-dollar 
programme for the "chemical rearmament of the. United States", the essence of which 
consists, basically, in commissioning a new generation of chemical weapons and 
ultimately stationing thorn on the territories of other States.
the United Stakes to stop up the production .of charges containing a new and even 
more lethal nerve-gas mixture, the so-called binary charges,. is creating a 
situation fraught with the most dangerous consequences.

The decision of

The addition of binary weapons to the military arsenal of the United States 
of America and its .NATO allies represents first and foremost a threat of the use 
of this most dangerous typo of weapon of mass destruction in densely-populated 
parts of Europe.
an arena for some kind of "limited* nuclear war" but also to' regard that continent 
as the most suitable theatre for a future war with the use of chemical weapons.

Thus attempts are being made- not only to transform Europe into
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At the same time, the authors of that very programme of "chemical rearjnamert 
of the United States of America" are continuing in every way possible to inspir. 
reports of "instances of the use- of Soviet chemical and toxin weapons" and to 

. involve the United Nations ;>n a so-called "investigation of the matter". 
statement just made here in tne Committee by the representative of the United States 
there was again an attempt to make allegations not in accordance with the facts. 
Members of the Committee on Disarmament are well aware that such ploys have failed 
to produce any result whatsoever.

In tac­

it is not surprising that such slanders and distortions of the facts are 
being resorted to by those who for many decades ignored the 1925 Geneva Protocol 
and, in -the early 1970s, made use of chemical vzeapons, or rather waged real 
chemical vzarfare against the peoples of Viot Nam, Laos and Kampuchea, 
inventions are resorted to by those who are waging an undeclared war against 
Afghanistan.
the country from abroad, who then use them against the peaceful Afghan population.

Such

They gladly supply chemical weapons to terrorist bands sent into

All these actions are being undertaken by certain circles to justify their 
practical steps towards the implementation of the plan for "chemical rearmament" 
and, in particular, the large-scale production of a new generation of chemical 
weapons — binary weapons.

These actions are being undertaken also in order to justify the Reagan 
administration's plans, which vzere confirmed by the United States Secretary of 
Defense C. Weinberger in his interview on "The Voice of America", to consider 
reviewing international treaties and agreements prohibiting the use of chemical 
and bacteriological weapons.

The modernization and the unprecedented increase in the production of war 
gaseq is inevitably leading to a new and dangerous spiralling of the chemical 
arms race and is creating a situation in which everything positive that has been 
achieved towards the reaching of agreement on the elimination of chemical weapons 
and further efforts in that direction could be reduced to naught, 
the whole matter of the emergence of binary weapons will severely complicate the 
negotiations on the elaboration and conclusion of an international convention on 
the prohibition of chemical weapons and the destruction of stockpiles of such 
weapons,

In other wore s,

At the last plenary meeting. Ambassador Sujka, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc 
Working Group on Chemical Weapons, very rightly said that the emergence of the 
problem of binary weapons inevitably creates certain difficulties in solving a 
wide range of questions relating to the future convention — questions relating, 
in particular, to the scope of the prohibition, transfer, the declaration of 
stocks and their destruction, and issues directly connected with the prohibition 
of the production and stockpiling of chemical weapons.

Taking these circumstances into consideration, the delegations of the 
socialist countries, including Mongolia, have submitted working paper CD/25Q 
drawing attention to certain important aspects most directly related to the 
negotiations at present taking place in the Committee, 
in detail on that document, as its contents are already known to all members of 
the Committee, and it should form the subject of careful consideration.

I do not wish to dwell
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We are convinced that a review of the decision, i.e. the renunciation of 
the wide-scale production and deployment of a new generation of chemical weapons, 
would contribute towards the early achievement of .generally acceptable agreements 
in the important disarmament sphere of the complete elimination of chemical weapons.

The Mongolian People's Republic, together with other peace-loving States, is 
resolutely opposed to the production and deployment of binary weapons.

In that connection I wish to point out once more that at the last session, 
of the General Assembly Mongolia was a joint sponsor of resolution 36/96 B, which 

supported by the votes of 157 delegations, only the United States delegation 
voting against.■ Proceeding from its consistent policy aimed at preventing war 
and strengthening universal peace and security, the Mongolian People's Republic 
considers it urgently necessary to intensify multilateral efforts to curb the. 
chemical arms race even further and to undertake practical steps towards the 
attainment of agreement in that area of genuine disarmament. The Committee on 
Disarmament can do a great deal in that respect, first and foremost by successfully 
completing the elaboration of a convention on the complete and effective prohibition 
of the development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their

vzas

destruction.
The Mongolian delegation notes with satisfaction the active continuation of 

the activities of the Ad Hoc Working Group under the capable and enterprising
We hope that on the basis of thechairmanship of Ambassador B. Sujka of Poland, . .

broader mandate adopted at this session of the Committee, the Working Group will 
achieve even more substantial progress towards the earliest possible elaboration 
of an appropriate international instrument.

While it has the floor, the Mongolian delegation would like to deal in detail 
with one of the issues relating to the comprehensive programme of disarmament.

, As members of.the Committee know, the agreed position of the group of 
socialist countries set forth in document CB/245 has evoked considerable interest 
on the part of a number of delegations, and especially among the representatives 
of the Group of 21. The sponsors of that document have been requested to provide 
additional explanations on some of the points contained in it, and a number of 
questions were raised in that connection.

The Czechoslovak delegation has made several statements here on behalf of the 
group of socialist countries, giving a detailed ex^ilanation and exposition of 
agreed position. The Mongolian delegation will not, therefore, repeat what.has. 
already been said, but would like to answer some questions asked by the distinguished 
representative of India at an earlier plenary meeting of the Committee.

our

Those questions relate to the initiative of the Mongolian People's Republic 
concerning the conclusion of a convention on mutual non—aggression and the non 
of force between States of Asia and the Pacific Ocean. That proposal was 
formulated in document A/36/27 (p. 100) and also in document CD/245 (p• °)•

-use



The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): I thank the representative of Mongolia 
for his statement and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair. I now give the 
floor to the representative of Bulgaria, His Excellency Ambassador Grinberg.

Mr. GRIMBERG (Bulgaria): My delegation has already had an opportunity to extend 
its congratulations to you on your assumption of the chairmanship of the Committee, 
as well as to welcome the new representatives of Czechoslovakia and the Netherlands 
in this Committee. Let me now express our satisfaction in'connection with today's 
participation in our deliberations of two distinguished' guests, the Deputy Foreign 
Minister of the Hungarian People's Republic, Mr. Imre Holiai as well as 
Ambassador Dr. Friedrich Ruth, the Commissioner for Disarmament and Arms Control of 
the Federal Republic of Germany. Lastly, I would like to state how much we regret 
that the head of the Romanian delegation, and our very good friend,
Ambassador Mircea Malitza, is leaving this Committee in order to take up another 
important post. We have always appreciated his important contribution to our work 
and enjoyed his close co-operation and his contribution to the development of our 
common endeavours in this Committee.

Today I would like to present certain considerations of the Bulgarian delegation 
on item 4 of our agenda, "Chemical weapons". Instead of describing the importance of 
our negotiations in this field, let me give a brief quotation from a manual on 
chemical weapons : "After only a brief exposure to nerve gas, victims bleed profusely 
from the nose and mouth, go into severe convulsions and die within minutes or after 
days of agony." To this the manual adds that the lethal doses are measured in 
milligrams. While discussing this issue, therefore, we should not forget that the 
military arsenals of today may contain several hundred thousand tons of chemical 
warfare agents. :

I think we need such a reminder in order to grasp the true dimensions of our
task.I

Paragraph 75 of the Final Document of the United Nations General Assembly's 
first special session on disarmament proclaimed that "The complete and effective 
prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of all chemical weapons 
and their destruction represent one of the most urgent measures of disarmament", 
and that the conclusion of a convention to this end "is one of the most urgent tasks 
of multilateral negotiations". Very soon this Committee will have to report on the 
results of its efforts to halt and reverse the arms race in this important area.

Looking back over the years of deliberations, we would like to underline first 
of all the fundamental role that was played by the bilateral USSR-United States talks 
in the period 1976-1980. It is to be regretted that these talks have been 
unilaterally discontinued, 'because they could still have served a very useful purpose.

Turning now to the multilateral negotiations, I would like to note with 
satisfaction that during the sessions of the Committee in 1980 and 1981 very useful 
work on the elaboration of the elements of a future convention was done under the 
leadership of Ambassadors Okawa and Lidgard. This year's session has been marked by 
the resumption of the activities of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons with 
an extended mandate, under the able chairmanship of Ambassador Sujka of Poland. Our 
delegation welcomes the business-like atmosphere that prevails in the Working Group.
A number of statements and documents presented by different delegations will no doubt 
contribute to the formulation of the elements of the future convention. Finally, let 
me also mention that for the last three years we have been assisted in our work by 
technical experts from more than 20 countries, including Bulgaria, and I wish to 
avail myself of this opportunity to express to them our acknowledgement.

■ o• 
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achieved so far, a lot of problemsWe are all aware that in spite of the progress still remain'to be resolved, including those of definitions, the scope of the 
prohibition, declarations concerning and the destruction of existing s ocx.,
P t-ho imolemcntatton of the convention etc.chemical weapons .verification # approBOh touards th,
whol^complex of quests, without artificially upgrading some at the expense of 

equally important questions.

'It is

other
of the necessitynote that there is an increasing awareness 

Even in the statements a growing
For our part, we

It is heartening to
of such an approach.
of control and verification, it has often been

"concept of distrust" would load us nowhere.
Soviet delegation, as presented by 

statement of 51 March 19$1:
realization that the 
fully share the position of the 
Ambassador Issraelyan in his important

and complicate the verification system, no
reach the point at which we

important aspect or other of the
of all the provisions of a convention

"No matter how
matter how comprehensive 

can be sure that no
we

much we expand
strive to render it, we shall never 
uncertainties have been left concerning some 
activities of States, related to the observance ■ 
banning chemical weapons." •

Having said this, however, I would like to stress most emphatically that

lui, mv delegation has been encouraged by the initial exenange ui
the Working Group which revealed that even though some important questions ave yc 
to be resolved, there are a considerable number of converging points on questions

both principle and detail.

our

i •i ! \

at assessing the present state of the negotiations 
account the recent decision of the 
production and deployment of what are

We could hardly make an attempt at 
banning chemical weapons without taking into 

United States Administration to proceed to the
binary and multi-component chemical weapons.

on

known as
unpopular measures and in order 

of the last severalTo condition the American people to accept these
themselves before world public .opinion, in the course

unprecedented, large-scale defamation
socialist countries, affirming the

Today the

to justify
years, the United States has been waging an 
campaign against the Soviet Union and other
alleged use of chemical weapons in Afghanistan and south-east Asia. ^ ^ slanderoua 
United States representative, Ambassador Fieldo, thoug re^oonsiblc for
accusations in his statement. We can only regret that those who c "p poisoning
this campaign have not yet abandoned their tactics which can only result jn pois 
the atmosphere and making our work even more difficult than it actually

The fact is sufficiently worrisome in itself, that at a time of
tensions and an escalating arms race in many fields, a new, .^ruction threatening the 
is being added to the long list of horrible means of mass destruction, t^catening
survival of mankind. But on top of this, as has been ngn y P ^ the
delegations, we have to bear in mind that should these new weap™;’ f™ be 
latest technological achievements and on qualitative y new pri _ ’ lGstruction ofproduced and deployed, the current negotiations ™ “J^ohlbltion^d "rwhëllg 
chemical weapons would be greatly complicated. This 1 P
majority of the international community as reflected ^n General Assembly
resolution 36/96 G, which in its operative paragraph 5 "Calls upon al chemicalaction which could impede negotiations on he Prohibit on of ohomical 

and specifically to refrain from production and deployment of binary and other
It is indeed regrettable that the United States case

refrain from any 
weapons
new types of chemical weapons", 
the only negative vote on this important resolution.
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We cannot fail to voice our anxiety and to deplore the fact that the new 
multi-billion-doliar programme for the production of binary weapons will open up .a

But as Europeans we have additional reasons for concernnew channel in the arms race, 
because hardly anyone could doubt that these weapons are to be deployed in densely

That is why my delegationpopulated areas of the world, and above all in Europe, 
strongly supports the idea of the non-stationing of chemical weapons on the territory

We have also proposedof countries where such weapons are not stationed at present, 
that each State party to the convention should recall to its national territory, not 
later than six months after its adherence, all chemical weapons stationed under its
jurisdiction on the territory of other States.

Following an objective preliminary analysis of the implications resulting from 
the emergence of binary weapons, the delegations of a group of socialist countries 
presented to the Committee document CD/258, in which they have put forward their

Apart from this, theviews on a number of issues related to those weapons.
Bulgarian delegation submitted to the Ad Hoc Working Group a questionnaire on the same 

At this point I would like to refer in general terms to two major problems
The first one

subject.
that the emergence of binary chemical weapons poses for all of us. 
relates to the scope of the prohibition in the future convention, the second to its
control and verification provisions.

In the considered opinion of our experts, binary weapons will further 
complicate the already difficult distinction between commercial chemicals and those

This applies especially to organo-phosphorus
1.-

which can be used for chemical weapons. 
compounds in the production of pesticides.

In the area of control and verification, binary weapons will multiply the
the control

the non-possession of chemical weapons, etc.

2.
difficulties in the evaluation of the declared stocks of chemical weapons
over non-production of chemical weapons

In stating the above we are fully aware that these views are not shared by some 
delegations. Only two days ago the distinguished representative of the United Kingdom, 
Ambassador Summerhayes, questioned whether by their nature alone binary weapons made 
problems of verification more difficult.
distinguished representative of the United States, Ambassador Fields. 
point Ambassador Summerhayes maintained that the components of binary weapons were

because of storage problems, essential binary 
would not be stored in large amounts for civilian use.

Today we heard similar views from the
To prove his

chemically highly reactive and Hence, the problemprecursors
of verification of such precursors would be similar to, if not less difficult than 
those of the verification of other lethal agents.

The arguments adduced by the United Kingdom delegation failed to remove 
regarding the negative implications of binary weapons for our efiorts.

our
concern

As is well known, the civilian chemical industry uses for permitted purposes
Their storing in large amounts does cause

Thus, on themany substances which are highly reactive.
technical difficulties but these problems are not insurmountable.some

one hand, it would not be impossible to store highly reactive substances as 
precursors of binary weapons, and, on the other, the presence of such substances in 
a given country could not in itself constitute a basis for suspicions of non-compliance 
unless they are known to be components of binary weapons.



which made clear that the United States no 
immediate task to be accorded the 

announcement with mixed
previous statements 

the negotiation of a CTBT an 
highest priority, many delegations met Ambassador Fields

These reservations were fully justified because a
and without

In view of
longer

feelings and many questions.
discussion of an issue of such complexity as verification in a vacuum 
any reference to a clearly defined objective, could hardly serve any useful purpose.

Now, as is known, in spite of these legitimate doubts, a drafting group was se 
up under your chairmanship to try to formulate a mandate for a working group wmcn 
would make it possible for this Committee to start a process of genuine

should culminate in the conclusion of a CTB1. My 
delegation is participating in the drafting group, proceeding t rom thv belief tha 
should there be goodwill on all sides its task would be successfu y accomp is u . 
In our view to achieve this the mandate of the future working gioup s ou v c
on the following premises: (1) it should allow for a consideration of the problem 
of nuclear-weapon tests in all its aspects, and (2) the aim of this discu^uion 
should be the subsequent early conclusion of a treaty on the complete an genera 
prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests.

multilateral efforts which
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could there be a guarantee that the States parties to the future convention 
informed of developments in the field of the production of binary orBut,

will be fully . .. ,multi-component chemical weapons? How are they going to overcome the dangers
possible lack of knowledge or from an overdose of suspicion', ineso

real and not imaginary problems.
resulting from a 
are

I hope the question I have raised will not be interpreted as an expression of 
pessimism. Our purpose is only to contribute to the better understanding of the 
problems posed by the introduction of the new generation of chemical weapons and, 
through this, to their solution. We sincerely believe that, should there be a 
political will, this Committee will be in a position to accomplish successfully its
difficult tasks.

We have alreadyI would like to turn now briefly to item 1 of our agenda. 
addressed the nuclear test-ban issue on previous occasions and our position is clear. 
We are in favour of setting up an ad hoc working group to negotiate on a treaty 
prohibiting all nuclear-weapon tests, taking into account all existing proposals an 
H full support to the proposal forWith this in view we gave our

made by the delegation of the German Democraticfuture initiatives, 
a mandate for such a working group
Republic (document CD/259)•

developments in this area recently.As is known, there were some new 
A.statement was made by the distinguished representative of the United states,

that the United States would be in a position to 
"a subsidiary body to discuss and define issues

which would have to be dealt with in any
Ambassador Fields, to the effect 
join a consensus to establish 
relating to verification and compliance 
comprehensive test-ban agreement".

CO TD
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Mr. IS5RAELYAU (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from Russian): 
Mr. Chairman, the Soviet delegation has asked for the floor today in order, in 
accordance with the Committee's programme of work, to state our position on the 
question of the prohibition of chemical weapons. However, before I pass on to this 
subject, I would like to draw the Committee's attention to the constructive proposals 
of the Soviet Union on the key problems of the prevention of the ever-increasing 
danger of a world nuclear-missile war which were put forward by President L. Brezhnev 
on 16 March of this year.

Especially significant are those proposals which are designed to facilitate the 
achievement of an agreement on a large-scale reduction of the nuclear weapons of the 
two sides in Europe, based upon the principle of equality and equal security, 
decision of the Soviet leadership unilaterally to introduce a moratorium on the 
deployment of medium-range nuclear weapons in Europe serves these goals. Moreover, 
the Soviet Union intends already this year, if there is no new aggravation of the 
international situation, to reduce, on its own initiative, a certain proportion of 
its medium-range missiles.

The

In response to the request made to us by a number of representatives in the 
Committee, the Soviet delegation is distributing a part of the statement of L. Brezhnev 
at the seventeenth congress of trade unions of the USSR as a document of the 
Committee on Disarmament.

For a number of reasons we attach particular importance to our statement today. 
It concerns the prohibition of chemical weapons i.e. the problem of one of the most 
dangerous and barbarous types of weapons of mass destruction, the solution of which 
is awaited impatiently by all mankind and which is rightly listed among the priority 
issues confronting our Committee.

The position of the Soviet Union with respect to chemical weapons is clear and 
unequivocal: the Soviet Union was one of the initiators of the proposal for the 
complete prohibition of chemical weapons and it has done and is continuing to do 
everything in its power in any forum and within any organizational framework where 
such efforts are made, for the speediest possible elimination of this type of weapon 
from the arsenals of States.

At the twenty-sixth Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and 
subsequently, the Soviet Union drew the attention of the world community to the fact 
that the negotiations on the prohibition of chemico.l weapons were inadmissibly slow. 
That was not a mere statement of fact but rather an expression of concern for the 
speeding up of the negotiations. The effective conduct of negotiations and their 
successful conclusion are needed particularly now in the light of recent events, when 
an entirely nevz situation is emerging or has already emerged in the field of the 
prohibition of chemical weapons, 
chemical vzeapons, tomorrow it may be too late.

If no decisive steps are taken today to eliminate

In this connection the most serious factor, leading directly tov/ards a dangerous 
spiralling of the chemical arms race and thus undermining the very basis of the 
negotiations on the prohibition of this type of vzeapon, is the United States decision 
regarding the further expansion and the modernization of its chemical arsenal. The 
five-year programme amounting to $10 billion includes the mass production of binary 
chemical munitions and the development of new methods for the use of chemical 
weapons. In spite of the fact that present United States stocks of chemical weapons
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include about three million shells, tens of thousands of aircraft bombs, hundreds oi 
thousands of mines and high explosive bombs, it is planned to increase the quan'i y 
chemical charges up to five million units and to replace the types growing Obsolete 
by new ones, and mainly by binary munitions.

chemical rearmament is part of an over-all schemeThe United States decision on which includes the initiation of the production of neutron weapons, the plans for the 
stationing of new American nuclear missiles in western Europe and the general NATO 
decisions on the expansion of military preparations. According to the latest 
United States military doctrines, the European region is the most probable arena tor

The United States deputy Under-Secretary of Deiense,
to equip the United States armed 

in order "to have the possibility of
the use of chemical weapons.
speaking in Congress, stated that it was necessary
forces with the newest types of chemical weapons 1 , . „

chemical warfare in Europe against the Warsaw Treaty countries .conducting large-scale
We sometimes hear it said, including today in the Committee on Disarmament, t uli­

the production and deployment by the United States of new varieties of chemical 
weapons, and especially binary weapons, are essential in order to guarantee "ie 
security of the United States and also its allies, and because the Umted States is 
"lagging behind" the USSR in the sphere of chemical weapons, because of the Soviet 
threat", and so on. Gentlemen, how often can the same pretexts be used, particularly 
when they have over and over again been flatly refuted, even by some leading American
figures?

The world has already witnessed American discomfiture over the alleged
and bomber aircraft in the 1950s

Later it turned out forUnited States lag in the sphere of nuclear weapons 
and over the "United States missile lag" in the early 1960s. 
example that the Soviet "missile threat" had been overestimated by some 15--0 times, 
but by then the United States had already embarked on the mass production oh 
intercontinental ballistic missiles, thus laying the foundation for a renewal of the 

The United States is now trying to convince us of its backwardness in
United States is obviously using these tables toarms race.

the sphere of chemical weapons, try to persuade American taxpayers to finance its gigantic military programmes.
The

It is claimed that what is involved is a normal modernization of chemical weapons. 
In reality, the development of the production of binary weapons introduces a new 
generation of chemicals into the range of warfare agents.

The other side of the coin consists in the fact that the production oi binary 
chemical weapons will considerably complicate the search for mutually acceptaolu 
solutions at the current negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons. The 
work of the Committee at the present session has already confirmed this. Many 
delegations, both in the Ad Hoc Working Group and at plenary meetings, have pointed 
out the additional difficulties arising in connection with the emergence of binary 
weapons.

would like to draw the attention of the members of theIn this connection we
Committee to working paper CD/258, "Binary weapons and the problem of effective 
prohibition of chemical weapons", submitted by a group of socialist countries, 
sponsors of the paper, without claiming to give an exhaustive analysis oi the 
consequences of embarking on the production of binary chemical weapons, mention

of direct relevance to the negotiations in progress in the
The delegation of Bulgaria put

The

number of important points
Committee on the prohibition of chemical weapons, forward a number of specific questions which have arisen in connection with the
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decision on the production and deployment of binary chemical weapons. It seems to us 
: that the answers to these questions are of interest to all members of the Committee. 
The Yugoslav delegation submitted an interesting document on binary weapons in the 
Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons. We agree with the statement of the 
United Kingdom Ambassador that it is necessary to give careful consideration to the 
matter of binary chemical weapons before reaching any conclusion. One can also 
agree with his words that "binary weapons will need to be dealt with in a chemical 
weapons convention because, in common with all other types of chemical weapons, 
their production and stockpiling will be prohibited".

At the same time we can in no way share his opinion that the problems of control 
as regards binary weapons and as regards chemical weapons with ordinary unitary 
munitions differ very little from each other, since allegedly the components of 
binary weapons, designed by their nature to be highly reactive, are related to toxic 
chemicals also by their aggressiveness with respect to the material of the munition's 
case. There is no need to be an expert in order to understand that there is a serious 
inaccuracy here. From unclassified literature it may bo learned that there is no 
correlation between a chemical's toxicity and its activity with respect to the 
material of the casing. Thus the high reactive capability of these chemicals is of 
no assistance in the matter of control. « »

- As regards the additional difficulties which arise in connection with the 
emergence of binary chemical weapons, they include, for example, the ensuring of 
compliance by States parties with the commitment not to transfer chemical weapons, 
since the separation of chemicals for commercial purposes from chemicals for weapons 
purposes will become an almost ; insoluble problem. Difficulties will arise also in 
connection with the declaration by States of their stocks of chemical weapons and 
their means of production of such weapons, because it will be necessary to specify 
the chemicals for commercial purposes which may be produced for binary weapons.

To illustrate this problem let us take the following example. As components 
for the synthesis of warfare agents in the binary charges being elaborated and 
developed in the United States, isopropanol and polysulfide are being used, 
i.e. common chemical products. Consequently, in order to produce binary munitions 
the Pentagon has no special need to establish new branches of industry. The other 
components of the binary synthesis — the chemicals "DF" and "QL" — are somewhat 
more complicated in their composition, but they, too, without any particular 
difficulty can be absorbed into the technological processes for the production of 
organopho sphorus pesticides production. In addition, the cases of binary munitions 
are virtually the same in structure and shape as those of other special munitions 
(smoke,, signal, propaganda, etc.) and they could be produced by factories producing 
ordinary munitions.

It is quite probable that even at factories producing the separate components of 
binary systems as well as cases for binary munitions, it will be impossible to 
determine the real purpose of the products. Thus even if the representatives of an 
international verification body arc admitted to such a plant, they are unlikely to 
be able to detect anything relating to binary weapons. The conditions will therefore 
exist for the secret stockpiling and storage of chemicals for purposes of binary 
weapons — for the production of chemical weapons within the framework of commercial 
production. We shall, of course, study document CD/265, introduced today by the 
representative of the Federal Republic of Germany, but all that we have said shows 
that there is no justification for the conclusion contained in the statement of 
Ambassador Ruth that "it is not true that binary production techniques cannot be 
subjected to reasonable and effective verification".



The idea of "binary weapons allows the possibility of selecting the pairs of 
components among a wide range of chemicals, which would lead to the emergence of ever 

varieties and modifications of chemical agents with the most diversified spectrum
that the establishment of a list of potential chemical

, is it possible to 
tes d d today, the

new 
of effects, 
agents to b

This fact means
prohibited would become meaningless, 

nonsense", as the representative of the Uni' 
a large number of States, including a number 

appearance of binary weapons?

How
at the

We are saying all this now, not in order to give a political assessment of the
That has already been done,actions connected with the production of binary weapons. 

at the thirty-sixth session of the General Assembly, in resolution 36/96 B, which
appeal to States to refrain from the production and deployment of binary

of the 157 States Members of the United Nations, only
Here in the

contains an
chemical weapons. As you know
one voted against this resolution — the United States of America.
Committee on Disarmament we are concerned, first and foremost, about the fate of the 
negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons and about the effectiveness of 
any agreements that might be reached at those negotiations.

The same resolution contains an appeal to States to refrain from stationing 
chemical weapons in those countries where there are no such weapons at present, 
appeal, which in particular was also adopted on the initiative of the Soviet Union, 
is designed to increase the effectiveness of a future agreement on the complete 
prohibition of chemical weapons.

This

It is important, in our view, that while efforts are being directed towards the 
elaboration of a convention and also during the first years of its implementation, 
when stocks of chemical weapons are to be destroyed, no actions should be allowed. 
which could lead to a proliferation of chemical weapons on the globe, and in particular

In the Ad Hoc Working Group,to their stationing on the territories of other States. ______
the Soviet delegation has already submitted a draft for a provision of the convention 
on the non-stationing of chemical weapons, either di're.ctly or indirectly, on the 
territories of ot. ier States during the period of implementation oi the commitment on

It would be a good ideatheir destruction or conversion to non-hostile purposes, also if vie were to consider together how to solve the question of the non—stationing 
of chemical weapons also during the period before the convention enters into force.

I should like now to touch upon questions of verification. We have repeatedly 
stated, and we reaffirm it again, that we, no less than others, are concerned that 
the commitments under the future convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons 
should be strictly observed.
United States representative's excessive emphasis of the importance of verification 
questions. Whom was he actually trying to convince? — himself?

The Soviet delegation has already had an opportunity to express in the 
Committee on Disarmament the substance of our views regarding the verification of 
compliance with a prohibition on chemical weapons, 
will refer to our statement of 31 March 1981. 
should be based on national methods of verification, supplemented by international 
procedures ; it should not be accompanied by "total verifications", which are 
tantamount to interference in the internal affairs of States and are detrimental to 
peaceful industry. Control should in all respects and at all times bo commensurate 
with the real requirements of the convention and ensure the fulfilment of each oi the 
undertakings provided for in it.

We do not therefore altogether understand the

In order not to repeat myself 1 
Briefly, our view is that control
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¥e have in mind the following, 
will assume a very specific range of 
already been < 
each of these 
what degree.

. Thus, there is 
tions, what forms

Clearly under the convention, the States parties 
obligations, 
the possibility of considering concretely, for 
and types of control would be necessary and to

To a large extent these have

It seems to us that ye could stop discussing in general terms whether preference 
should be given to national or to international means of verification, whether 
international on-site inspection should be carried out on a voluntary basis or not, 
whether such verification should be conducted when necessary, upon demand, by request,

etc., and passetc, regular,according to lots, on a i 
on to a consideration of

• >>

in more way.

For example, States will'be obliged to destroy within established periods of time
There could be endless discussions, with no commontheir stocks of chemical weapons, view emerging, as to whether, in connection with this obligation, there should or 

should not be interna.tional inspections at the site of the destruction, whether 
samples should be taken at the same time, and if so of wliat kind, how often and by 
whom, etc. In order to start making some headway, we could proceed differently. Wo 
could think carefully about the series of measures necessary in order reliably and 
effectively to guarantee the destruction of stocks, beginning with those that are 
the most natural and ea.sy for States to carry out, and passing on if necessary to the 
more complicated and difficult ones, 
emerges to the effect that national verification measures may be insufficient, 
appropriate international procedures could be discussed according to the same 
principle — that is, proceeding from the relatively simpler to the more complicated

In other words, whenever a common opinion

measures.
In proposing that we should proceed in this way we are talcing into account the 

extreme difficulty of devising a verification system which, while ensuring the 
requisite control over compliance With the convention, at the same time meets the 
need to respect the legitimate security interests of the States parties.

All more complicated and difficult verification measures should be used only in 
cases where the control measure 
desired result i.e. provide the assurance that the convention is being implemented.

acceptable to the State cannot give themore

CD/PV.l66
38

(Mr. Issraelyan, USSR)

The representative of the United States attempted in his statement to present 
the position of the Soviet Union and other socialist countries in a distorted light. 
He asserted that they rule out international forms of verification. This, like many 

the statement of the United States' delegation, is not in accordance 
are in favour of a combination of different types ofother things in 

v/ith the facts, 
control measures.representative of the United States that the latter recognizes nothing other than 
systematic intrusive international verification. That, to be precise, is the true 
situation.

I repeat: we
At the same time it is clear from the statement of the

How then can we solve this difficult problem, taking into account all these 
requirements, which are undoubtedly fair in themselves 
all States parties to the future convention? Past experience suggests that the time 

to change somewhat the methods used for the examination and elaboration of 
provisions on verification.

and on a. basis acceptable to

has come
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into account also the important fact that the controlThis approach takes , , , ...
measures will he supplemented by various kinds of declarations, the exchange oi

giving States the assurance of compliance with theinformation and other measures 
convention.

the words of the representative of Japan, Ambassador OkawaAllow me to refer to
concerning questions of control in connection with a nuclear weapons .est bon. 
particular he said: "The quest for absolute perfection in the verification 
mechanism, an infallible verification method, may result in no agreement at all. 
Ambassador Okawa further said that the adequacy of any verification system is 
probably in the last resort a question of political assessment.

In

Distinguished delegates, we must endeavour to find a mutually acceptable 
solution to this problem. It is completely out of place to put forward preliminary 
conditions, as was done today, in an almost threatening manner, like an ultimatum: 
either the Committee accepts unconditionally the principles of verification lor a 
convention prohibiting chemical weapons that please the United States, or that 
country will not bécome a party to the future convention. That is not the language 
of negotiation. It will lead nowhere. It merely compromises those who resort to it.

With every new development inI should like to make one general observation, 
the consideration of the problem of the prohibition of chemical weapons, the 
Working Group shows a quite natural and lawful tendency to go deeper into the 
tcclinical points and details. This reflects the progress in its work. At t o oame 
time, we would like to warn against too great a passion for discussing various, 
sometimes strictly scientific and even abstract problems which will merely aei 
us from the immediate and priority task of the earliest possible elaboration of a 
convention on the prohibition of the development and production of chemical weapons 
and the destruction of stocks of such weapons.

its satisfaction at the way in whichThe Soviet delegation would like to express 
the work of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons has been organised and is 
proceeding this year. Precisely in accordance with the new mandate, intensive work 
is being done on individual provisions of the future convention, and comments an 
working papers are being put forward which contain at times some interesting

especially pleased to note all this since the Chairman oi theWo areapproaches.
Group is our friend Ambassador B. Sujka.

Notwithstanding all the difficulties mentioned in our statement today, wc are
in the field of chemicaloptimistic as regards the possibility of achieving progress

At the same time wc naturally understand that a great deal oi wen
We call upon other

disarmament.
still remains to be done in order bo make this progress real, 
delegations to co-operate constructively in this important matter.
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In recent years the United States and some of its allies have often tried to 
the political atmosphere in many international bodies, including theenvenom

Committee on Disarmament, with baseless slander directed at socialist States, 
of the favourite forms of this slander has been references to some kind of 
involvement of the Soviet Union in alleged violations of the Geneva Protocol of 1925.

One

Ve have repeatedly stated that the Soviet Union has nowhere and never 
violated any international agreements including those in the fields of arms 
limitation and disarmament. Nevertheless the slander continues, as was shown by 
the•statement of the United States delegation at today's meeting. This is done in 
order to justify before public opinion, including that of their own country, the 
new spirals in the chemical arms race. The false and fabricated character of this 
statement is shown among other things by the fact that the initiators of the slander, 
while shedding crocodile tears over alleged violations■of the Geneva Protocol slyly, 
and of course intentionally, pass over in silence the terrible consequences of their 
own actions in south-east Asia, 
say that the crimes of the American soldiery in this region of the world are still 
having their effects even today. It is true that the United States representative 
recognized that "the United States is very conscious that chemical weapons have been 

• used on the battlefield in the past with devastating effect", but he did not dare 
to admit that the United States itself has made extensive use of chemical weapons, 
that no State in the world in the whole liistory of mankind has used chemical weapons 
on such a scale as the United States. And again, he did not say that the 
consequences of the crimes of American militarists in south-east Asia are continuing 
today.

The representative of the United States did not

Recently a delegation of the Academy ofSciences of the USSR visited Viet Nam, 
where it examined the conclusions of the studies of the consequences of chemical 
warfare in that country, Here are some of them. The ma.ss utilization by the 
United States armed forces of chemical weapons against Viet Nam during the period 
I96I-I971 caused profound changes in the ecology of the country, greatly undermined 
the economy and inflicted irreparable damage on the health of the population of 
Viet Nam. More than 100,000 tons of various chemical agents were used against the 
people of Viet Nam, including 96,000 tons of phytotoxins and more than 7>000 tons 
of war gases. Toxic chemical agents were spread over 44 per cent of the tropical 
forests and jungles and 40 per cent of the cultivated area.s of South Viet Nam. In 
their attacks on large tracts of forests and cultivated lands, the United States 
armed forces used chemical agents in huge quantities— from 10 to 100 kg per hectare. 
In recent times, to the many thousands of victims of chemical weapons during the 
period of the war there have been added the victims of those weapons' so-called 
long-term consequences. These are people suffering from nervous disorders, skin 
diseases and more serious illness such as, for example, cancer of the liver, 
women of Viet Nam give-birth to deformed babies ; they are subject to abnormal 
pregnancies and miscarriages.

The
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Most anomalies observed now in Viet Nam, especially during child-birth, are 
the result of disorders of the genetic structures caused by dioxine. 
noted that the nature of the changes in the genetic structures observed in Viet Nam 
in those of the population who suffered the effects of the "orange mixture" arc 
similar to the changes in the chromosome structures observed in.the citizens of 
Hiroshima and Nagasaki who suffered the horror of atomic bombing. Thus at the 
present time it can be affirmed that as a result of the use by the United States of 
various types of weapons of mass destruction, there are on our planet two sets of

they arc among the inhabitants

It should bo

people with disorders of the genetic structures: 
of Japan and Viet Nam.

It is becoming more and more clear that Americans themselves are among the 
victims of the chemical warfare carried out by the United States in Viet Nam. 
ecological delayed-action bomb which they laid in Viet Nam ho.s transfprmed itself 
into a boomerang destroying the very Americans who participated in the war in 
Viet Nam.
as their former adversaries and victims, 
weapons are registered now in the United States.

Those who are now doing ^heir utmost to prove what cannot be proved, namely, 
that the Soviet Union and1 other socialist countries■have allegedly used chemical 
weapons wish to pass over the, above-mentioned crimes in silence..

, ^ . _ • ? • • • ;
The representatives of the Sovic-t Union, including those at- the highest level, 

in different international bodies have resolutely repudiated this lie, We would 
like to point out that many eminent scientists and experts, including some in the 
United States, have found a complete incompatibility of the above-mentioned 
fabrications with the scientific, medical and technical data. Substantially the 
same conclusion was reached also by the group of experts who, as is clear both from 
the document they submitted to the thirty-sixth session of the United Nations 
General Assembly and from press reports, were unable during their official visit 
to Asia to find any evidence of the use of Soviet-made chemical weapons. Even the 
most zealous instigators of the anti -Soviet campaign arc compelled to recognize 
the absence of any fact’s on this score.

Allow me, for example, to quote the note verbale of 14 September 1981 from the 
Permanent Representative of the United States to the United Nations, addressed to 
the Secretary-General: "American experts have studied and evaluated the symptoms 
described.in these reports in order to determine what poisonous substance or 
substances could have had such effects. They came to the conclusion that none of 
the known classical chemical warfare agents, either .alone or in combination with 
other substances, could have caused the symptoms that 'were described or have led, 
as was reported, to such rapid death." Thu matter could have been closed there.
The soap-bubble burst, but the Sta/tc Department decided to continue the campaign it 
had begun.

The

Those who carried out chemical attacks arc now suffering in the.same way
Thousands of veterans victims of chemical
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Nothing is changed and nothing can he changed in this regard by a new opus of 
the State Department. It is high time for the United States to stop inventing 
fables about Soviet-made chemical weapons. The insinuations of the Western press 
and officials about a "Soviet chemical threat" will not become true by being 
repeated many times. Neither the Western press, nor those who give it biased 
disinformation have or can have any objective data about the use of Soviet-made 
chemical weapons because no such facts exist in nature.

Two words about the Soviet-American negotiations on the prohibition of chemical 
The Soviet Union's position regarding the bilateral negotiations between 

the USSR and the United States has been repeatedly stated by President Brezhnev.
We are prepared to resume the talks that have been broken off, but we are not 
begging for them.
United States.

weapons.

We can melee headway either with or without negotiations with the 
But we cannot permit a distortion of the facts.

Typical of such distortion in the statement of the United States representative 
was the attempt to create the impression that some kind of deadlock had occurred 
in the Soviet-American negotiations•over the question of control, 
deadlock in those talks, as is evident in particular from the Soviet-American 
report to the Committee on Disarmament of 7 July 1980. 
in particular:
States of the Committee on Disarmament of their earnest intention to continue their 
persistent efforts to find mutually acceptable solutions to the extremely complex 
unresolved issues relating to a general, complete and verifiable prohibition of 
chemical weapons, with a view to completing successfully the bilateral United States- 
Soviet negotiations and presenting a joint initiative to the Committee on Disarmament 
at the earliest possible time." ,

There was no such
That report (CD/112) states 

"The United States and the Soviet Union wish to inform the member

How is it possible to talk about a deadlock when in fact the date was given 
for the next round of talks — January 1981. The United States unilaterally broke 
off those negotiations in the same way as it broke off many other negotiations with 
the Soviet Union on arms limitation questions. They decided to do this, not 
because of any difficulties which had arisen on one question or another in the 
course of the negotiations, but in accordance with the general anti-Soviet policy 
adopted in the matter of armaments by the Government of the United States. That 
is true on this matter also.

The Soviet Union and other socialist countries, as is shown among other things 
by their actions in the Committee, are actively participating in the efforts aimed 
at the cessation of the production of chemical weapons and the destruction of stocks 
of such weapons, and they believe that this type of weapon of mass destruction 
should once and for all be eliminated from military arsenals.
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The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): I thank, the., representative.:. Qf. the. . 
Soviet Union for his statement. The last three speakers on the list of speakers 
for today, namely, the.representatives of Kenya, Argentina and China, have very 
kindly, in view of the lateness of the hour, agreed to defer their statements to 
the next plenary meeting of the Committee, on Tuesday, 30 March. I should like 
to .thank them on behalf of the Committee for the understanding they have shown 
and to assure them that their names will appear at the head of the list of speakers 
for the meeting on 30 March. Are there any other comments? Ambassador Herder has 
asked for the floor. . ' I! *•

t• lu

" Mr. HERD Ell (German Democratic'Republic ) : Mr." Chairman,. the delegation of the 
German Democratic Republic, highly appreciates your efforts to promote an early, 
agreement on a mandate "for an ad hoc working group on item 1 of our agenda.

' In recent days, my delegation, the delegation1' of the People1 s Republic of Poland 
as well as other delegations addressed pertinent questions to the United States 
delegation in order to clarify some problems connected with the United States 
proposal on this subject made on 11 March. We are very much interested in having 
clear answers to all those questions because■ this would provide my Government with 
the necessary information to determine our further approach to the elaboration of 
the above-mentioned draft mandate.

. . t •.!,•• v, 1 v - , . i. j ■!
After having had a look at the list of today's speakers and having noticed that 

the United States representative was 'on the .list,: I had expected, frankly speaking, 
from him to the many questions which were addressed to his delegation in 

connection with our efforts to agree on a mandate for a CTBT working group, 
that after several attempts made by my delegation and other delegations to get. some 
explanations from the United States delegation, that delegation would at least 
respect the wishes expressed .by members of the Committee and show a constructive 
approach to the items inscribed.;in our agenda., What happened was just the opposite.

an answer
I hoped ’

It was with deep regret that my delegation today listened to a fairly 
undisguised statement on the necessity of. a new spiral in the chemical arms race. 
Obviously, the' country concerned needs not only nuclear-weapon tests for a 
"credible deterrence" but also a "chemical weapons deterrence". Thus, we may ask
ourselves if the Committee on Disarmament, shortly before the second special session 
of the General Assembly on disarmament, should be transformed into a Committee for 
advertising and justifying different kinds of doctrines on deterrence and on the 
need to develop and deploy corresponding sophisticated weapons. As far as binary 
weapons, verification of compliance with a chemical weapons convention, and the 
"alleged use of chemical weapons" are concerned, my delegation explained its position 
on 23 March. There is no need to repeat our arguments.

’__ '

Through you, Mr. Chairman, we repeat our request to the above-mentioned 
delegation to respond to our questions, since a failure to do so could complicate, 
even delay an understanding on a draft mandate for a CTB working group.

Mr. UOIRFALISGE (Belgium) (translated from French): Mr. Chairman, I did not 
wish to raise a point of order out of respect for Ambassador Herder whose rank is 
higher than mine, but since three distinguished representatives, those of Kenya, 
Argentina and China, have withdrawn their names from the list of speakers, I think 
we ought to abide by your decision and close the meeting now.
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The CHAIRMAN (translated frora French): I thank the representative of ICenya_
I now givefor his statement and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair, 

the floor to the representative of Argentina, His Excellency Ambassador Carasales.

. Hr. CARAuALES (Argentina) (translated from Spanish); I have already had an 
opportunity to express the. satisfaction of my delegation, Mr. Chairman, at seeing 
you presiding over the work of this Committee, as also of expressing our 
appreciation of the very efficient work done by your predecessor as Chairman of 
the Committee, the Ambassador of Iran. Allow me, then, on this occasion, Sir, 
simply to express my delegation's pleasure upon the arrival in this Committee of 
two new representatives, the Ambassadors of the Netherlands and Czechoslovakia, and 
also my personal regret at the departure of Ambassador Malifcza of Romania my 
friendship with whom dates back 20 years and with whom it was a pleasure to work in

I should like to ask the Romanian delegation kindly to convey to 
Ambassador Malitza the best wishes of my delegation and of myself personally for his 
success in the new duties, with which his Government has entrusted him.

this Committee.

Today I should like to speak about the agenda item that was the subject of 
discussion last week, when I was originally to have spoken, namely, item 4 of 

the Committee's agenda,. on "Chemical weapons".

First of all, I would like to express my delegation's satisfaction at the 
agreement which allowed the mandate of the Ad Hoc Working Group to be broadened 
a change long sought and which we are well aware was not an easy one. It is to 
be hoped that the new mandate will give a fresh impetus to the efforts that were 
so ably guided in previous years by Ambassadors Okawa and Lidgard, and that are 
being conducted with the same enthusiasm by Ambassador Sxijka.

It is unnecessary to stress the importance of a convention on chemical weapons 
in the general context of disarmament. Agreement on such a convention in the near 
future would meet the deep desire of the international community which has so far 
remained unfulfilled, despite the bilateral negotiations which took place between 
the United States of America and the Soviet Union and the many years o.t multilateral 
discussions in the Conference of the Cornaittee on Disarmament and in this Committee.

our

now

owing to the very nature of chemical substances, their
There is little

It is true that
prohibition gives rise to a number of technical problems, 
divergency with regard to super-toxic lethal chemicals since their high level of 
toxicity means that they cannot be used in peaceful activities or for research 
purposes, except in minute quantities.

The picture is not so clear, however, with regard to the lethal and harmful 
chemical substances which, because of their dual nature, the constant development 
of the chemicals industry and ceaseless research, are indispensable in medicine, 
agriculture and other peaceful fields.

Precursors and the appearance of "binary weapons" have added new and difficult 
problems to the formulation of a precise and correct definition of the chemical 
weapons which are to be prohibited by the convention.
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(Mr. Carasales, Argentina)

In this connection my delegation, as it declared earlier, in its statement of 
21 July 1981, considers that the definition of "chemical weapons" should include an 
express reference to "binary weapons".

The "general purpose" criterion will permit a broad distinction to be made 
between prohibited and permitted chemical substances, but it must be complemented 
by other criteria such as those of "toxicity", "chemical structure" and "quantity".

The complementarity of different criteria is particularly important in the
The subjective naturenatter of verification of compliance with the convention, 

of the so-called "general purpose" criterion and the difficulty of applying it, 
whether actively or passively, makes it necessary to have recourse to other means 
of establishing whether or not the production, stockpiling or transfer of a given 
substance in a given quantity constitute s a violation of the convention.

We believe that international records of the production, .consumption, import 
and export of specific chemicals could be extremely useful in this connection.

The Argentine delegation, together with other delegations, has constantly 
advocated a complete prohibition of chemical weapons, the scope oi which should 
include their "use".

Arguments have been put forward against this proposal which, with all due 
respect for the positions of the delegations concerned, my delegation has found very 
unconvincing.

It has boon argued that the Geneva Protocol of 1925 comprehensively prohibits 
the use of chemical substances in warfare, that to restate this prohibition would 
raise doubts as to the recognized value of the Protocol and that the inclusion of 
verification machinery would give rise to ambiguities.

We do not believe this to be so, for the following reasons ;

In the first place, the proponents of the express prohibition of the "use of 
chemical weapons have in no way sought to discredit the 1925 Protocol. On the 
contrary, its validity could be clearly reaffirmed in the text of the convention, 
both in the preamble and in its operative .part.

The existence of international treaties which mutually reaffirm and complement 
each other is a normal occurrence in the constant evolution of international 
instruments. Examples of this are the Additional Protocols to the Geneva Convcn ion- 
.of 1949 concerning the protection of victims of international armed conflicts, whiL. 1 
were adopted in 1977- These Protocols first, in their preambles, reaffirm the 
validity of the Conventions of 1949 and then set forth a series of provisions 
complementing and developing those of the Conventions.

Secondly, the Protocol of 1925 was drafted at a certain stage in the history 01
In the past,international law, which has since undergone changes and progress.

"war", the only torn used in the Protocol, was clearly distinguished from other types
The specific character of its conditions and protagoni-t^ 

gave rise to legal consequences which did not apply to other typos of conflict•
of "armed conflict".
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(Mr. Carasales, Argentina)

War was prohibited, first of all partially under the 1919 League of Nations 
Covenant and then wholly under the Kellogg-Briand Pact of 1928, but other armed 
conflicts whose characteristics did not qualify them to be described as casus belli

The Charter of the United Nations did awayremained outside that prohibition, 
with that distinction,'ruling out any resor t to force.

From then on, the traditional tern "war" was replaced by other expressions 
such as "aimed conflict" or "hostilities", which broadened the concept as regards 
both the situations covered and the protagonists involved.

The Geneva Conventions of 1949 are a good example of the foregoing.
Article 2 (l), common to the four Conventions, refers to "international armed 
conflicts", which includes both war and other armed conflicts between Ctates,

The Additional Protocols of 1977 continue that developmentwhatever their intensity, 
by adding new elements to the concept.

The evolution of concepts can also be seen in the convention on chemical weapons 
we are discussing.

Element II of the draft contained in the report of the Working Group submitted 
in 1981 speaks of "hostile purposes", while element III refers to the prohibition of 
the transfer of chemical weapons to "anyone", a broad term which covers not only 
States but also any organization, group or person.

The limited nature of the previsions of the Geneva Protocol of 1929 is thus 
obvious, and the inclusion of the word "use" among the prohibitions of the new 
convention is therefore, in our view, essential.

Thirdly, the definition of the substances and devices prohibited under the 
Geneva Protocol is vague and gives rise to serious doubts as to whether it covers 
all the chemical weapons which the development of the chemical industry has made- 
possible , including binary weapons.

And fourthly, in the course of the last 50 years many allegations have been 
made of the use of chemical weapons and we may assume from our experience of 
international realities that the same will happen in the future.

This situation of uncertainty, in which charges are made but there is no way of 
either establishing their truth or disproving thorn, is the result of the fact that 
the 1925 Protocol prohibited the "use" of chemical weapons but did not establish a 
procedure for the verification of compliance with that prohibition, and it can only 
be corrected if "use" is included within the general framework of the prohibition oi 
a genuinely comprehensive convention embodying a satisfactory system of verification.

It is precisely to that other important aspect of the convention, verification, 
that I would like to refer now.

The problem of verification involves not only technical questions but also 
political decisions.

Argentina favours a flexible system of verification combining national and 
international mechanisms.
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(Mr. Carasalos, Argentina)

We believe that international verification, including on-site inspections 
carried out on a non-discriminatory basis, is the only effective system for 
developing countries which do not have access to sophisticated technologies enabling 
them to ensure that other States parties are complying with the convention.

Some States are opposed to international verification, invoking arguments of 
sovereignty and claiming that it would constitute interference in their countries' 
industrial activities.

However, if international verification is carried out through a body 
representative of the States parties to the convention, established on the basis of 
a fair geographical distribution, which uses universally accepted methods and 
verifies compliance with the convention by all States parties equally, the interests 
of each country would be duly safeguarded.

In this sphere,' discrimination is the element which affects the rights of 
And discrimination should not exist in a convention drafted within theStates.framework of the Committee on Disarmament, the first truly multilateral negotiating 

body; if the Committee's rule of consensus is applied to the conclusion of an 
agreement, that should guarantee its universal acceptance.

As it has already stated on previous occasions, my delegation considers it 
essential that a consultative committee made up of not too largo a number of States 
parties and having at its disposal a group of experts appointed by those States, 
should be recognized as the body responsible for the control and verification of 
compliance with and implementation of the convention on chemical weapons.

This consultative committee should receive allegations of possible violations 
and be responsible for confirming or disproving them.

On the other hand, we are not in favour of including the United Nations 
Security Council in any stage of the procedure.

The present voting system in that body makes it unsuitable for playing' a 
positive and impartial role in the sphere of verification.

In addition to considerations of a political nature, as I said earlier, there
Many documents have been submitted to the Working Groupare the technical issues, 

and to this Committoo, describing possible methods of verification for each of the 
elements of the convention.
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(Hr. Carasales, Argentina)

I shall not go into the details of these suggestions hut shall confine myself 
to pointing out that however much technological and scientific progress allows

to approach the ideal of complete and exhaustive verification, there will always 
he a margin for doubt, and the possibility of deception or concealment.

Will it ever he possible to be sure that a State has really destroyed all 
its stocks of chemical weapons? Or that it has not omitted to mention, in its 
declaration, certain of its storage places? What kind of verification could be 
established to prevent scientists and engineers from divulging key information 
that would allow others to manufacture chemical weapons?

Ambassador Okawa, speaking at the plenary meeting on 23 February last with 
reference to item 1 of our agenda, said the following:

"The effective functioning of a reliable verification system is of 
fundamental importance to any disarmament or arms control measure.
However, the quest for absolute perfection in the verification mechanism, 
an infallible verification method, may result in no agreement at all.
A reasonable balance has to bo struck between the value of having a 
positive if not complete disarmament agreement, on the one hand, and the 
risk that certain violations may be theoretically possible in spite of 
the verification mechanism that has been agreed upon, on the -other.
Perhaps the adequacy of any verification system is ultimately a matter 
of political judgement and mutual trust."

We believe that the words of the Ambassador of Japan are just as pertinent 
in connection with the convention on chemical weapons.

Every treaty must be based on a certain amount of trust between the partieo.

If a choice is to be made between having a convention with an adequate — and 
I stress the word "adequate" — system of national and international verification, 
even though this system may not bo'perfect for each and every one of its provisions, 
and having no convention at all, we prefer the former.

My delegation will'continue to contribute to the search for a system 
acceptable to all, so that it may be possible with the goodwill and co-operation 
of all the members of the Committee, to draft a convention on chemical weapons, 
the adoption of which is becoming increasingly necessary and urgent.

us
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The CHAIRMAN (translated from French): I thank the representative of Argentina 
for his statement and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair. I now give the 
floor to the representative of China, His Excellency Minister Tian Jin. I

LI’lr. TIAIT JIH (China) (translated from Chinese); Mr. Chairman, since the 
establishment of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons by the Committee on Disarmament 
in 1900, under the energetic guidance of Ambassador Olcawa of Japan and Ambassador Lidgard 

■ of Sweden, detailed and in-depth discussions have been held in the Group on questions 
relating to a convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons. Through the discussion 
on "the elements of a chemical weapons convention" in particular, many substantive issues 
have been clarified. We are pleased to see that this year the Committee has made a 
correct decision to enlarge the mandate of the Working Group, so that its work has 
proceeded to the important stage of elaborating the convention. It is our hope that 
under the chairmanship of Ambassador Sujlca of Poland and with the efforts of all the 
delegations, the Working Group will fulfil !the important task entrusted to it by the 
Committee.

L
[
[

Notwithstanding the fact that certain progress has been made in our work, the road 
leading to an agreement is not smooth and there' is no ground for optimism about its 
prospects.
have caused our deep concern.
of chemical weapons in Afghanistan, Laos and Kampuchea. An increasing number of 
and evidence have already aroused the close attention of world public opinion. It is 
only natural that people should demand that fair investigations be carried out to bring 

'the truth-to light. The United Nations has adopted resolutions to this effect and 
established investigation groups. However, the States concerned, wliife flatly denying 
their use of chemical weapons, have obstructed the investigation work. Under these 
circumstances, one may ask: how can the "confidence" they glibly talk about be 
established? If the existing international treaties cannot be proved to have been 
complied with, how can the effectiveness of the future convention be guaranteed? Such 
a state of affairs will inevitably cast a shadow over the ongoing negotiations. In 
addition, one Superpower has asserted that in order to offset the superiority of the 
other Superpower in chemical weapons, it has decided to produce binary chemical weapons. 
This decision is bound in its turn to lead to a further expansion of the chemical 
weapons arsenal of the other Superpower, We all know that to both Superpowers the 
technology of producing binary chemical weapons is nothing secret, and they both have 
the capability to produce such weapons in large quantities. The adoption of such 
technology would turn the production of chemical warfare agents into that of ordinary 
chemicals. As a result 
and easier.

[
Some events which have occurred over the past couple of years in particular

I am referring first of all to the charges about the use p-
reports

[
[
[
c
[the preparations for chemical warfare will become more covert 

This will further increase the danger of chemical warfare. The people of 
all countries are faced with the situation in which tlie arms race between the two States,,- 
with the largest nuclear and conventional arsenals has entered a new field and their 
development and use of chemical weapons is reaching a new stage. If this Working Group 
fails to make rapid progress in its negotiations and fails to conclude at an early date 
a convention on a general prohibition and tlie total destruction of chemical weapons, 
then tlie arms race between the Superpowers in tlie field of chemical weapons will 
iurther escalate and chemical weapons will probably be used more frequently and on a 
larger scale in wars and armed conflicts, 
are resolutely opposed to.
prevent the emergence of such a situation and to reach an agreement on tlie conclusion 
of a convention on chemical weapons as soon as possible.

[
This is something the people of the world 

The Committee on Disarmament has tlie responsibility to [

1
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(Mr. Tian Jin, China)

The Working Group on Chemical Weapons is in the process of formulating the specific 
provisions of the future convention. We have consistently maintained that the scope of 
prohibition of the future convention should cover the prohibition of the use of chemical 

The reason underlying this has been repeatedly explained by our delegation atweapons.
plenary meetings of the Committee on Disarmament and at meetings of the Working Group on 
Chemical Weapons. A provision'on the prohibition of the use of chemical weapons was 
proposed in document CD/cw/GRP.24 of 3 March 1982, co-sponsored by Argentina, Australia, 
Indonesia, Pakistan and China. lie re, I shall not repeat the reasons why the future- 
convention will be complementary instead of contradictory to the Geneva Protocol of 1925, 
since they have been stated before. I simply want to confine myself to the following 
point, namely, that the Geneva Protocol lacks complaints procedures and verification 
clauses, which has resulted in failure to take the necessary actions to deal with and 
prevent acts of violation in the ensuing years. If the scope of prohibition of the 
future convention does not cover a prohibition of use, the measures of verification, 
no matter how detailed they may be, cannot apply to the use of chemical weapons, thus 
leaving a serious loophole. We hope that delegations present here, aware of the urgent 
need to prevent the use of chemical weapons, will take this proposal into serious 
consideration.

It isThe Working Group has concretely discussed the question of verification, 
the consistent view of the Chinese delegation that a convention on the prohibition of 
chemical weapons must provide ‘for strict and effective international control and 
measures of verification. Without these, there can be no really meaningful disarmament 
agreement. The Chinese delegation has made it clear in its working paper CD/102, 
submitted in 1980, that there should be stringent and effective measures for 
international control and supervision to ensure the strict implement at ion o f •'the' qnrovi s ions 
of the convention. An appropriate organ of international control should be set up for 
this purpose, charged with the responsibility of verifying the destruction of the 
stockpiles of chemical weapons and the dismantling of facilities for their production.
Such an organ should also be empowered to initiate prompt and necessary investigations 
in the event of a complaint concerning the use of chemical weapons or other violations, 
and to take appropriate measures to deal with such a violation when the complaint lias 
been verified. In this regard, document CD/244 submitted by the delegation of the 
United Kingdom recently offers a comparatively comprehensive proposal in the form of 
provisions for the future convention. We appreciate this contribution on the part of 
the United Kingdom delegation.

With regard to the composition, task and working procedures of the international 
verification mechanism, there are some concrete proposals and suggestions in working 
paper CD/220. What I would like to point out is that in respect of the verification 
task of the future international monitoring and control mechanism, the said paper and 
other working papers do not have a clear provision for effective on-site inspection of 
the use of chemical weapons. We deem such on-site verification not only necessary but 
also more pressing than ever before in view of the international incidents which have 
taken place in recent years. As a matter of fact, there has been an almost continuous 
flow of complaints about the use of die mi cal weapons ever since signature of the 
1925 Geneva Protocol. For this reason, we are of the opinion that not only should 
the scope of prohibition in the future convention cover the use of chemical weapons, 
but the verification measures should also apply to the use of suoh weapons. In this 
way, the Geneva Protocol would be strengthened and the future convention would become 
more comprehensive and effective.
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that an inventory be dravm up listing the key precursors of
other harmful chemicals, whose toxicity criteria arc difficult bo formu a e.
concrete results of a technical nature can undoubtedly be helpful to the negotiations

V/e welcome these positive results. Ihe Chinese
contained in document CD/CV//CTC/3• It is

the technical problems

in the Committee on Disarmament. 
export has also presented a working pape?",
our hope that the Committee will conduct more consultations on 
during future sessions, taking advantage of the presence in Geneva of experts from 
various countries, in order to promote the progress of our negotiations. Of course we 
are fully aware that the negotiation on the prohibition of chemical weapons is mam_y a

In this respect, the two Superpowers
If they

political matter ratter than a technical issue.
which possess chemical weapons should undoubtedly have major responsibilities, 
could halt their chemical weapons arms race and demonstrate the sincerity that is 
required, the process of negotiations for the conclusion of a convention prohibiting 
chemical weapons would be greatly accelerated.

Mr. ITAVAPJIO (Venezuela) (translated from Spanish) ; lb. Chairman, before I begin to 
explain Venezuela1s position with regard to the different items on our agenda, I won 
like to congratulate you upon your assumption of the chairmanship of the Committee on 
Disarmament. Our country enjoys particularly good relations with the country you 
represent. _ t

I should also like to express the gratitude of my delegation to the Ambassador of r- 
Iran for the very efficient vay in which, he presided over the meetings of this Committee^ 
during the month of February. [7>ast year, I was warmly welcomed on my arrival here to represent my country in 
this the only multilateral negotiating forum,, and it is now my pleasure to welcome m 
turn the representatives of the Hetherlands and Czechoslovakia, whose contributions 
will undoubtedly be of great benefit to the Committee in its work. • [

I also wish to bid farewell to my good friend Ambassador I'lalitza of Romania and to 
express my delegation1 s appreciation and very best wishes for his outstanding’ success 
in the new and important functions he has been called upon to discharge. [

The second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament will 
take place very soon, and the most important document to be adopted at that session, 
the comprehensive programme of disarmament, while it may not now be in an ombryonic

Understandably, we are finding' it

c
is nevertheless still far from completion.state

very difficult to formulate the measures making up the programme. [
The measures included in the programme should be very specific and subject to 

completion vithin a time-frame which, although flexible, ought not to be so flexible 
as to defeat its own purpose. V/e would stress that the comprehensive programme of 
disarmament ought to be adopted by consensus at the second special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament since otherwise v/e shall lose sight of the 
primary objective of the programme, which ±s to unite the v/ill of all the peoples of 
the world in a process directed towards general and complete disarmament.

' ‘ 1 ' • j . t * •
This meeting of v/ill a cannot be a mere compromise between ideas about disarmament. 

This is no longer possible. V/e do not all agree on how to bring about disarmament, but 
there will be no disarmament if v/e do not reach an agreement on how to achieve it. Mo
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('Hr. Navarro, Venezuela)

Venezuela is prepared to consider the various alternatives for the mandate -of the

roust ’be tlio intention to negotiate .such a treaty, which is a matter of unquestionable 
priority and has been demanded countless times by the international community; 
otherwise, the Committee's time can be spent more usefully on something else, 
if the its is no intention of negotiating-, there is no intention of coming to an agree men 
and so v/e know already what the results of such discussions will be.

In short

The tasks of the Ad Hoc Working- Group on Chemical Weapons are of great interest to
convention which will complement and reinforce the

chemicalcountry ; there is a need for a
Geneva Protocol of 1925 for the purpose of eradicating those atrocious weapons 
weapons. We believe that policies of deterrence based on chemical weapons are 
incompatible with the objectives of such a convention. We hope that, through this 
convention, doubts with regard to the scope of application of the Geneva Protocol of 1 )-■) 
may be.resolved and that .a procedure will be established for verifying charges of the use 
of chemical weapons as well as an adequate system for verification of compliance with die 
obligations flowing from the convention, whether these imply actions or refraining from

true disarmament measure will reside

our

The importance of this convention as aactions.
precisely in the system of verification. 1 1 1.

I shall.resist the. temptation, to go into very detailed aspects of verification, but 
the principle of verification since it is not only the details but

of. this future convention, as 
In the first place,

would, like to stress
the basic concept itself that: is endangering the success 
also, of course, that of the nuclear test-ban negotiations. 
verification is in no v/ay synonymous with confidence, nor can the one

Confidence is not achieved through verification and cannot be written
matter of the general attitude of one State towards anothei 01

term be substituted
for, the other, 
into documents. It is a 
toward 3' the international community

States mustW.sreas verification j.s a mechanical act, confidence is a human act. 
more actively endeavour to win the confidence of others, and a system of verification ox 
a mixed character with the emphasis on openness towards the world forms pax t oJ. this 
process of becoming worthy of confidence.

The so-called negative security assurances demanded by the non-nuclear-weapon du'e.-. 
represent a just claim on the part of those countries which, do not possess nucleai vei-pou..

so of those which have renounced nuclear weapons through legally binding
is covered byand even more

instruments. Venezuela, since it belongs to a nudear-weapon-free zone 
those assurances from all the nuclear-weapon powers, and v/e offer our solution and oiu 
experience to all those who, like ourselves, wish to ensure, through a legally binding

V/e do not share theinstrument, that they will not be subjected to a nuclear attack, 
viev/s of those who do not possess nuclear weapons but would be prepared to use them.

• It is clear to us that the only real assurance is the non-existence of nuclear weapons ; 
however, if what we are now talking- about is provisional measures, then we are satisfied

I said that we offered our solution to others, .but v/e are notat having obtained them.
• imposing it and what is more v/e uphold as a.profoundly legitimate claim not only that

will not be usedthe non-nuclear-weapon States should be assured that these weapons 
against them but also that nuclear weapons should never under any circumstances be used. 
Until such time as all nuclear v/eapons have disappeared, v/e shall continue to try to 
ensure that these assurances, are as universal as possible, for atomic weapons neither
recognize frontiers nor read documents.



Item 1 of our agenda has been widely discussed recently in connection with the 
proposal of the United States delegation, supported by the delegation of the 

, to establish a subsidiary body "to 
a and compliance which would have to

test-ban agreement". As to our delegation, ve have a definite idea of what this 
agreement .should be about. Therefore the expression "any comprehensive test-ban 
agreement" seems, after years of negotiations on the subject matter, rather 
outdated. It is our understanding that this expression has been used .intentionally 
and is precious to the United States delegation. Its use leads us to believe that 
its proponents are willing to discuss verification and compliance in total isolation 
from the concrete provisions of a future agreement.

United and define
to dealt with in any

Besides, my delegation has also serious doubts on the utility of creating one 
body to deal solely with problems of verification and compliance. The right 

approach to this problem was chosen in 1976, when the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific 
Exports to Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify 
Seismic Events was created. The results achieved so far in this expert group, with 
the active participation of two experts from Czechoslovakia, create a solid basis 
for a reliable verification system, consisting of both national and international 
verification procedures.

Moreover, the proposal of the United States delegation is very unclear. It 
escapes our understanding why a delegation suggests that a. subsidiary body be 
created to discuss the verification and compliance aspects of an agreement the 
conclusion of which in the near future is excluded by this very delegation, 
there is no need for me to seek all necessary clarifications since the relevant 
questions were raised by the distinguished representatives nf the German Democratic 
Republic and Poland in their statements of 10 and 23 March respectively, 
the United States delegation has so far not offered an)7 answers.

A number of delegations around this table elaborated eloquently on the 
dangerous consequences of the further perfectioning of nuclear weapons, should 
vheir besting continue unabated. Neutron weapons, the prohibition of which my 
delegation fully supports, should be a sufficient warning in this regard. And 
n\, delegation considers,., that a working ,group with the mandate suggested by the 
United otates delegation could not cope effectively with the problem of 
test-ban. We therefore associate ourselves with the view expressed by the 
distinguished representative of Nigeria .in his statement of 23 March in which he 
soil; 'A more serious look at the proposals and the further clarifications that

have hoard so far in this Committee do not .justify the orchestrated optimism that j 
heralded those proposals". J

more

I
!

But

Regrettably,

!

a nuclear I

J'1 3ame time, we fully support the creation of an ad hoc working group 
on item 1 oi our agenda vrhich should negotiate on a treaty prohibiting a.ll 
n .'dear-weapon toe to. In this respect we fully support the proposal of the 
German Democratic Republic concerning the mandate of the relevant working 
contained in document CD/259.

We were told by some delegations that the United States move concerning the 
creation of a working group on the verification of a nuclear test-ban was a step 
forward, however small a one. V7o still wonder whether a move which will not bring 
about anything concrete with respect to the desired treaty can be called a step 
forward.

i
group

.
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I am now going to refer to another issue of high priority, that of a convention 
the complete and effective prohibition of the development, production and 

stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their destruction.
on

For the last three years this issue has been dealt with predominantly in the
The Czechoslovak delegation acknowledges withrelevant Ad Hoc Working Group. 

satisfaction that the Working Group has been re-established this year with a 
revised mandate enabling it to start elaborating the text of the convention.

Our delegation highly appreciates the able leadership of Ambassador Su.jka of 
Poland as the Chairman of the Group, and fully supports his intention "to translate 
the positions expressed in comments contained in document CD/220 into the language 
of alternative elements or various versions of elements".

We all know that in spite of the many years' efforts in the Committee, there 
continue to be significant divergences of views on a number of aspects of the 
principal elements of the future convention, 
certainly not be easy, 
can
and with good political will to co-operate and to find concrete and realistic 
solutions.

The task of the Group will, therefore, 
Still, our delegation is convinced that substantial progress 

be achieved, provided that the problems are approached in a business-like manner,

This is fully true also with regard to the problem of verification.

Father too often, clamorous demands have been made for an over-all intrusive 
verification, according to which verification should permanently, through on-site 
inspection, in fact cover an unlimited range of industrial, defence and other 
types of activity. It seems self-evident that such one-sided and exaggerated 
demands, often virtually in the form of an ultimatum, cannot serve as a basis for 
serious international negotiations.

We are glad to note that some of the proposals submitted in the last period 
of our work show a greater sense of reality. With perhaps a few exceptions, the 
idea of an interlinked system of national and international verification measures 
seems to be generally accepted. It is also becoming increasingly understood not 
only that an atmosphere of co-operation is a prerequisite for verification, but 
also that all procedures relating to consultation, co-operation, national and 
international verification and complaints compose an integrated system assuring 
compliance with the convention. While national control of implementation, exchange 
of information, consultations and co-operation would be the main permanent 
procedure, the intrusive methods of verification should be reserved for selected 
situations. A lack of information on a substantive activity covered by the 
convention or a contradictory information which could not be sufficiently explained 
might perhaps be one such-reason for suggesting the use of an intrusive international 
verification procedure.

We fully support the view of delegations suggesting the elaboration of concrete 
specific verification procedures for ea.ch relevant provision of the treaty. Such an 
approach will make it possible to discuss things in concrete terms and to evaluate 
the necessity of specific information, material, laboratory evidence, etc., with 
regard to all provisions of the convention.

As far as the States parties to the convention are concerned, it seems evident 
that they should create a national verification system. We are aware of some 
opinions expressed in the Committee that a national verification system may be a 
rather ineffective self-conbrol of the Government concerned.
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Such an approach might indicate a certain lack of information or at least a 
serious underestimation of the complexity of the problem.

The chemical weapons convention will have important implications not only for 
militar:/ activities but also for industry and research. Under present practice, no 
governmental organ exists covering such a broad 'spectrum of diverse activities.

i

We are not going to suggest the establishment of any obligatory national 
institutions controlling the implementation of the convention. This is fully for 
each Government to decide.

In principle, however, in any country with a developed chemical industry and 
a significant research basis (irrespective of the possession or non-possession of 
chemical weapons), there should be an organ responsible to the Government (but 
independent of institutions fulfilling the duties imposed by the convention), which 
would survey the implementation of the treaty by all institutions under the State's . 
jurisdiction. It should have permanent access to all data relevant to the convention, 
and should collect, check, assess and publish them in a p*roper way. It should also 
have permanent access to all relevant activities, including the possibility of 
laboratory testing, etc.

In our understanding, this should be an organ to assist, in the first place, 
its own Government, since it is certainly the Government which is responsible 
for the implementation of the treaty. One can, however, assume that for routine 
contacts with a corresponding international organ such as the proposed consultative 
committee, there would be a delegation of the Government's responsibility to such 
an organ.

Also, for any intrusive .international verification, the information gained 
from such a national organ would probably be the most important point of departure 
for any verification procedure. A close co-operation with such a national organ 
would also be indispensable in cases where technical assistance was needed, etc.

I have explained our views on some functions of the national verification 
system in more detail mainly to demonstrate that in our understanding the principle 
of a balanced system of national and international verification measures has quite 
a concrete centent which opens a way for the further elaboration of specific 
questions.

Giving our main emphasis to positive, constructive efforts in the c°™üttec, 
we cannot avoid expressing our deep concern with regard to some serious events 
threatening to abolish the results of all efforts made so far towards elaborating 
the chemical weapons convention, or at least to make our work still mere complicated 
and difficult.

I have in mind above all the decision of the United States Government to start 
production of a new generation of chemical weapons, namely, binary weapons. I am 
certainly not going to repeat the arguments indicating how much the proliferation 
of binary weapons would hinder the elaboration of a. convention. Our view was fully 
'Xpressed in document CD/250. Our distinguished colleague, Ambassador Fields of the 

United States, in his last statement rejected any idea about binary weapons creating 
obstacles for negotiations very categorically. Vc would, however, be much more 
satisfied if in addition to strong language some more concrete evidence supporting 
his view could be displayed.



In any case the American decision to start a new spiral in the arms 
with an aggressive military deterrence doctrine in the background, has a mos
coneentrating1 al 11 e f f o r t s o n th^prohi ition and destruction o chemical weapons, 
the main attention of a great Power is focused on boosting its chemical armaments.

race,

. Instead of

)

theTrying to find arguments to justify its chemical weapons 
United States Government has also initiated and systematically elaborated

agents in several areas of conflict.

programme,
an

In his last statement, the distinguished delegate of the United States once
a three-years-old story concerning a so-called higniy

it wasrepeated, for example, 
unusual outbreak of anthrax in Sverdlovsk", 
presented on many different occasions.

more It is not a new issue;

In the meantime, however, a very interesting piece.of information was publisi c 
■in the American press: at the time of the "Sverdlovsk case", and American scientist 
on an official United States-Soviet exchange was working in Sverdlovsk ana liv ng 
with his family in the town. In his published statement he denied the American 
accusation fully.

Moreover, it can be documented without any difficulty that since the .
Second World War anthrax has been extensively studied for the purpose of biological 
warfare in only two large military research institutes :• one of them happened to 
Port Detrick in the United States, the other one the Porton establishment m the 
United Kingdom.

)
In addition to this, it is equally easy to prove that all philosophy of 

modem biological warfare was bom in the United States of America. As far as 
socialist countries are concerned, the bi .logical weapons issue was always ac e 
exclusively from the point of view of defence and biological warfare was outlawed.

The American accusations are thus not only lacking in any substantive ground, 
they are also totally inconsistent with all historical facts regarding biological 
weapons.

kind of unbelievable inconsistency between confusing and contradictory
the other sideThe same

evidence on the one side, and far-reaching political conclusions 
is also very typical for all stories we have so far heard with regard to the 
alleged use of toxins and (undefined) chemical weapons. It is not only cur c aim, 
statements about the unbelievable inconsistency between confusing and contradictory 
evidence were recently made in several articles in the American preso.

on

The American propagandistic so-called "yellow rain" evidently has a lot of 
unique characteristics :

It was demonstratively coloured;_

It was used in the form of a coarsc-particle aerosol. which is the least 
effective form in which a biological agent can be applied;

People died after touching a sample contamina,ted with a toxin which can kill 
only if eaten in doses many times higher than those reportedly detected in the 
laboratory of Dr. Mirocha of the University'- of Minnesota;

Chemical weapons have allegedly been used in some regions since 197^$ 
six years of such, chemical warfare, during which thousands of people

after
were
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reportedly killed by toxins, nobody, including the United Natipns Commission of 
experts, vas able, to, find, one jingle .case of typical intoxication,

And, what is equally striking, there 'is an absolute absence of medical findings of 
chemical exposure even among those claiming to have just suffered from "yollov/ rain" 
attacks in the areas along the Thai-Kampuchea border. -It is not necessary to remind the 
Committee that the1 reports of chemical warfare in Kampuchea appear to emanate almost 
entirely from the Pol Pot military organization.

Compared with the terrible consequences of the first primitive use of chemical 
weapons in the period of the First World War, or with the lasting devastating effects on 
the ecology and the health of1 the population in Viet Nam, where chemical weapons were used 
by the United States army more' than■ a decade- ago', thè' yellow rain with its untracable 
effects really seems to be a most'spectacular case' in the history of chemical warfare.

In spite of'these' brainwashing1 attempts to make the issue of the prohibition of 
chemical weapons as fuzzy as possible, we still sincerely believe that the great majority 
of delegations in this room are- vitally'interested -in the 1 total and effective' prohibition 
of chemical weapons, and they will not diminish'their efforts aimed at reaching that 
goal as soon as possible.

’* i

; i.

i

Finally, I would like to 'offer' d."few''comments on the ‘informal consultations on 
issues relating to toxicity determination'- held by the ' Chairman 'of the Working Group in 
the week from 15 to 19 March 1982. The fact that p2 experts from 25 countries 
participated in the consultations only indicates the importance delegations' attach' to the 
solution of technical''problems' relevantto the convention. We aclcnowledge with 
satisfaction that two standard protocols"for 'estimating toxicity were elaborated, so that 
screening procedures needed for the practical application of the toxicity criteria for 
the purpose of the convention'have become' available',

. ll . • •' 1 ’ ' %U 1 Hi,,*’ . : '

I ..

At the same time, two important restrictions on the1 application of toxicity criteria 
were indicated by experts : the precursors of binary chemical weapons and incapacitating 
agents cannot be classified for'the purpose of the'convention according to their toxicity 
levels. Hence, in addition to the general purpose criterion, other approaches should be 
elaborated, and the elaboration of illustrative lists of'precursors and of incapacitating
agents was suggested as a task for the future•consultations. '

'. ■ ■ • i
Our delegation wishes to express'its support for'this recommendation, since the 

solution of both the above-mentioned questions would be very important for the elaboration 
of several basic elements of the convention (such as' definition, scope, verification, 
etc.).

. I • i . • , Î ; V* 1 • ' . . ' ' ;.......; , 1 • I

It is hardly necessary to recall that Czechoslovakia has always been active in all 
relevant meetings with the participation of experts. We value very much the qualified 
opinion of our experts, and we have- been using their assistance as frequently as possible. 
There is also no need to emphasize how many serious and complex technical problems 
underly the chemical weapons issue.

However, I would like to 'express our view that all crucial questions regarding a 
chemical weapons convention are basically of a political nature, and that political 
decisions of principle are the fundamental prerequisite for the success of the negotiations 
on a convention.
play basically an auxiliary role, and there certainly can be no reason for any delay in 
the work on the treaty because of technical questions.

i."

Technical procedures and suggestions, important as they undoubtedly are
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Hr. LIDGA.ED (Sweden): Hr. Chainnan, like most previous speakers today, I am 
going to focus my intervention on issues under item 4 of our-agenda, namely, concerning
chemical weapons.

It should be obvious to all that a chemical weapons convention is now more
It is therefore a source of' great satisfaction-to myurgently needed than ever, 

delegation, as well as to me personally, that the Committee on Disarmament has this 
year provided its,Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons with an improved 
mandate which enables it to embark upon genuine and serious negotiations in order to

We are grateful to Ambassador Sujka forachieve agreement on such a convention, 
having taken upon himself the strenuous but also stimulating task of leading those ■ 
negotiations this year. I am confident that with Iiis serious resolve and diploma-tic 
qualities the negotiations will take an important step towards the conclusion of a 
convention. •hi­

lt has taken the Committee three years -- and I want to remind you Hint our 
predecessors dealt with, this issue'from 1-960 •—: to reach the'stage where wo- now are in 
the negotiation process.1 In -the first year. ,w.e.--were told that -the matter was not 
ripe for being dealt with in a Working Group.' It wa:s ,only the following year that a 
Working Group was established but' regrettably only with a vague mandate. I think 
today nobody would contest the value of multilateral negotiations on"chemical v/eapons. 
The experience we have obtained in the Working Group proves the viability of the 
existing machinery for such negotiations. This bodes well for our hope that the 
future convention will gain universal acceptance.' The example of the Working Group 
on Chemical Weapons should also be used to dissipate the remaining reluctance aoout 
multilateral negotiations on other disarmament matters.

As regards thé developments in ,the Working Group during the present session,
Sweden welcomes the increased participation by the major powers in the work. They 
have more clearly than previously stated, their .views and presented concrete proposals• 
This has certainly contributed to the solution of many of the still outstanding issues. 
This year, as last year, many other countries also have made very interesting and 
valuable contributions as regards both the scope and the verification of a chemical 
weapons convention. * ' . • , :

It is obvious that important differences of opinion regarding the scope of .a future 
convention still remain, 
convention should include a prohibition of use and whether it .should include 
prohibitions regarding animals and' plants. Another question in which my delegation 
has taken a particular interest, is the prohibition of planning, organization gnd training 
for the utilization of,the toxic proportion, of chemicals as weapons in comuat. liy 
delegation has submitted a working paper to the Working Group on this last issue, 
document CD/CW/(JAP. 29 dated l'j I larch 1932. Responding, to the .pequest of- .the Chairman 
of the Working Group, we have suggested wordings to be added to the elements included in 
last year's report of the Working Group. We have also responded to various questions 
and comments with regard to our proposal.

’/hile no delegation has questioned our statement that in order most effectively 
to eliminate a chemical warfare capability it is necessary also to prohibt organization, 
planning and training for the purpose of such warfare, some have asserted that it would

Among them could be mentioned the questions whether a

!
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One could, however, recall that otherbe difficult to verify such provisions.
prohibitions, too, have been suggested that may be very difficult to verify, e,g. 
the non-existence of stockpiles of chemical weapons, 
questions this prohibition, 
suggested to accompany its proposal would to a largo extent be based on an exchange of 
information regarding different activities.

îlo one, of course, seriously 
The verification measures that the Swedish delegation has

My delegation has also pointed out that, for practical reasons, the provisions 
on planning, organization and training would most probably take effect only after the 
complete destruction of all main stockpiles. We hope that other delegations will 
study our suggestion and make comments, so that an appropriate solution can be found.

The other week the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemicc.1 Weapons held 
consultations with delegations assisted by théir teclinical experts primarily on 
questions concerning toxicity determinations and on their standardization.
Swedish delegation would like to express satisfaction on the results obtained in those 
consultations.
two protocols on standardized toxicity tests.to the Working Group. 
appreciation to the Polish expert, Professor Pump, for his highly qualified work, which 
made this result possible.

The

Thus, it was most valuable that the participants were able to recommend
We express our

Another development during the consultations will no doubt prove important for our 
future negotiations, namely, the discussions of the application of the toxicity 
criterion and thereby also of toxicity tests in order to relate the so-called 
precursors of chemical X'/eapons to the provisions of a chemical weapons convention.
This is a complicated question, although far from unsolvable. Ily delegation has 
suggested a conceptual basis for the application of the toxicity criterion in this 
connection. A working paper on this'question will bo submitted to the Committee on 
Disarmament in the near future. The discussion which took place on this issue during 
the consultations showed how difficult it is to have a purely technical discussion when 
political restrictions are imposed. My delegation considers, for example, that the 
question of the reliability of toxicity tests on chemical reaction mixtures, including 
those from binary weapons, is irrelevant.

It is not the toxicity of the reaction mixture as such that matters, but of the 
toxic chemical warfare agent formed, among other chemical reaction, products.

By saying this my delegation does not want to give the impression that binary 
weapons do not nose a problem for our negotiations.
great concern that my delegation learned of the preparations by the United States to 
start production of binary chemical weapons. 
interjilia, by the lack of willingness of the Soviet Union to provide information that 
would dissipate fears of an overwhelming strength as regards chemical weapons on its 
part.
however, more likely to lead to further escalation of the arms race than to the alleged 
purpose of promoting a chemical weapons convention.

It is, on the contrary, with

This has sometimes been explained,

The United Litatos decision to build up its chemical weapons arsenal is,

We have studied the working paperThis brings me to the question of verification, 
presented by the United Kingdom delegation on verification, document CD/244, with great 
interest.
Ambassador Gummcrhayes the other day that the suggestions in the working paper do not

Me have also noted the explanation byIt is clear in its aim.
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imply that proposals which are not dealt with in it would not be acceptable to the 
United Kingdom. The Swedish delegation shares■ the view that the verification 
provisions of a chemical weapons convention should include on-site verification, 
think, however, that a more balanced presentation of all the aspects relevant to an 
interrelated complaints and verification procedure would have been obtained if the 
problem had been approached within the framework of the existing elements in CD/220 
rather than by presenting a new structure.

V/e

For the moment, I would only like to state that the Swedish delegation attaches 
great importance to an adequately functioning structure, which allows 
information-gathering, fact-finding and information-dissemination to serve the parties 
to the convention.
necessary for many purposes — cannot determine the respective security needs of the 
parties and what those needs may require as to clarifications from or on-site inspection 
on the territory of other parties.
discussion on remote continual verification, the so-called RECOVE?, project, which 
highlights an interesting .approach towards less intrusive verification measures.
Swedish delegation feels that this possibility should be further investigated.

It is our firm belief that a consultative committee — which is

In this connection we note with interest the

The

Ily delegation noted with satisfaction the statement the other week by the Chairman 
of the Working Group in which he expressed confidence about the development of the 
negotiations on verification issues.
comprehensive and interesting review of the verification problems, 
constructive treatment of these questions would be most welcome, including an agreement 
on the necessity of adequate on-site inspection of the destruction of chemical weapons. 
The Federal Republic of Germany also introduced in the form of working paper CD/265 
dated 2A March 1982, a considered view, inter alia, on the verification of 
non-production of chemical warfare agents, which my delegation will study with great 
interest.

Ambassador Herder on that same occasion gave a
A continuing

In this context I should like to state that I listened with great interest to 
what Ambassador Rodriguez liavarro said this' morning about confidence-building measures.
My delegation entirely shares his evaluation of the importance of ouch measured, 
intend to submit in due course a working paper on the subject to the Committee.

The discussions about allegations of the use of chemical weapons in various parts 
of the world very forcefully indicate the need to establish permanently available, 
flexible and objective complaints and verification mechanisms in arms limitation and 
disarmament agreements. They could,- in the form of an international machinery, give 
the parties the possibility of having their cases investigated in an impartial manner. 
Such mechanisms would provide Cor investigations to be carried out without hindrance and 
for full access to sites and materials, which would shed light on the facts in each case. 
It is conceivable that the existence of such mechanisms would have been useful end of 
assistance to the countries involved in the present dispute.

Another lesson to be dram from the current experience is that an effective control 
of disarmament agreements, including the one on chemical weapons, requires greater 
openness.
is a grave dispute about compliance.
agreements are made, co-operation between the parties will in most cases be difficult 
to obtain through bilateral contacts. This is but one of the factors which underline 
the necessity of multilateral negotiations and international solutions to problems 
which affect us all.

Me

To suggest relying on mutual trust is merely a pious hope when there
t/hen allegations of breaches of international
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it should be noted that the danger of the proliferationWith regard to transfers, 
of chemical weapons is growings the purpose of certain transactions will be very 
difficult to determine since it is practically impossible to draw a distinction 
between chemical substances for commercial use and those for use as weapons.

Consequently, it will also be extremely difficult to demonstrate that violations 
have occurred.

is worth noting that the declaration of chemical weapons stockpiles and 
production facilities will become more difficult because chemical substances produced 
for commercial purposes may also be used to manufacture binary weapons. It should 
also be pointed out that this affects the developing countries which do not have 
chemical weapons and which will have to provide data on their economies that may 

■ deliberately be. used to hinder their development.

It

Lastly, I would like to*make some brief comments on verification measures..
The development of binary chemical weapons has undoubtedly created a new situation 
and the methods of control which we have■discussed for so many years do not appear 
to be able to guarantee with any certainty that a particular country has or does not 
have binary weapons.] The existence of chemical substances which can serve a dual purpose and oe used
both in civilian and in military industry detracts from the effectiveness of the

It can alsoso-called in situ inspections supported so strongly by some delegations. 
be said that this situation lends itself to concealment of the funds which States 
allocate to chemical weapons and thus also affects the declarations we referred to
earlier.

In view of the foregoing, it is essential to recognize the importance of a 
national system of verification and control under which States would, because their 
prestige was at stake, take all the necessary steps to guarantee strict compliance 
with an international agreement on the subject.

A national system of verification as a basis for the control of any agreement 
considerable significance in terms of international verification measures, 

since the direct participation of States in the control of agreements to which they aie 
parties would prevent doubts and suspicions concerning the implementation of such 
agreements and guarantee that the collection of the data needed for effective control 
would not be hampered. 1 *

assumes

In conclusion, we must recognize once again the importance of the bilateral 
negotiations between the Soviet Union and the United State-s which were in progress on 
this subject outside the Committee, but which have now been unilaterally and 
unjustifiably interrupted. The resumption of those negotiations would undoubtedly 
help to solve many of the problems that arise in connection with the prohibition of 
chemical weapons and, in particular, with the work which this Committee is called upon 
to do in that field..J The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of Cuba for his statement and for the 
kind words he addressed to the Chair. I now give the floor to the representative of 
Morocco, His Excellency ^Ambassador Skalli.Î
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Aa to the form of the international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-veapon 
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, the Moroccan delegation 
has already stated on several occasions that it is in favour of concluding an 
international convention on the matter.

V/e are also pleased to note that, in principle, there is no opposition to such 
an approach.

The CHAIlIHAlfi I thank Ambassador Skalli for his statement and for his very kind 
I now give the floor to the representative of Australia, His Excellencywords«

Ambassador Sadleir.

Mr. SAD LE IR (Australia) Mr. Chairman, it is with particular pleasure that, 
on behalf of my delegation, I congratulate you, the representative of a State with 
which Australia not only has strong regional ties, but a special treaty relationship, 
on your assumption of the chairmanship of this Committee.

:

May I also express my appreciation to your predecessor, the distinguished 
Ambassador of Italy, Mr. Alessi, on the efficient and sensitive manner in which he 
presided over us. That the Committee has been able, in difficult international times, 
to make recognizable progress- on several important fronts is in no small way due to 
his personal efforts.

I turn now to two items on .our.agenda, namely, the issues of chemical weapons 
and of radiological weapons. • ■

Me, as the Committee on Disarmament, can take some satisfaction from the sense 
of priorities and timing that led us to establish an Ad Hoc Working Group on 
Chemical Weapons; a Working Group which lias, moreover, the mandate of elaborating 
an agreement to prohibit such weapons.

In one context or another, the attention of the international public is being 
drawn, increasingly, to these peculiarly sinister and grotesque tools of war. 
Internationa;! concern at their very existence grows steadily. The topic is an 
emotional one, as it has been ever since the first horrific use of chemical weapons 
almost 70 years ago. Emotion is not a good basis for reasoned debate or substantive 
negotiation, but it lends impetus and urgency to the search for a convention designed 
to eliminate these weapons.

There are already important areas of consensus on the means of achieving and 
shaping such a convention, 
convention.

There is consensus, for example, on the need for such a 
There is consensus on the aptness of this Committee as a body in which to 

negotiate a convention banning chemical weapons, 
chemical weapons are of considerable military value, 
in the publicity currently being given to these v/capons. Indeed, it is partly their
very efficiency, notably against civilians and the inadequately protected, which makes 
resort to them tempting and the need for a ban on them urgent.

There is consensus on the fact tliat
That point is nov/he re disputed
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If chemicals of one sort or another are being used in the conflicts now taking 
place in too many parts of this earth, then there can be no doubt that those chemicals

If, already, there is deployment on a large scale ontalcing a very severe toll, 
or both sides of the European military theatre, then that is because the use ofare 

one
chemical weapons in certain military contingencies offers a decisive advantage, even 
when those who constitute the target have some protection, 
increase in CV capabilities, for example through the development of binary weapons, 
this is because that increase in capabilities may serve to deter. I do not intend, 
here, to give an assessment of the various public reports that have appeared on these 

But I will come back to them in describing the task before the Committee.

If there is to be an

matters.
Two major issues remain to be resolved in our efforts to prohibit chemical weapons.

The issue of scope, including the
is a contentious one.

One' of these is

Those arc the issues of scope and verification.
important question whether or not there should be a ban on use 
Once again there is, however, consensus on some fundamental points.

The Protocol bans the use of chemical
The Protocol is far

the sanctity of the 1925 Geneva Protocol.
weapons, even though it' does not do so in a comprehensive way. 
from perfect, for it suffers from ambiguity, as well as a lack of comprehensiveness. 
nevertheless, the Protocol of 1925 does have great merit : it is already in place, it 
is already part of the machinery of constraint and. a great many States are parties to 

The Protocol will need to be referred to in the new convention towards which 
working, since whatever the scope of the new instrument, it will build on the

Uhat our convention should do is link itself, perhaps in its 
In doing so, it should reinforce the Protocol.

The determination of. the international community

weit.
are
achievement of 1925* 
preamble, to the Protocol, 
reinforcement would then be mutual. 
to make chemical weapons impossible would be unequivocal.

This

Some delegations have in the past expressed concern that a new convention could 
have the effect of weakening the 1925 Protocol. I do not think they need worry.
V/hen a treaty builds on an earlier one, the legal force of that earlier treaty cannot 
be weakened. ifor is there ambiguity of commitment. A party to one, but not to the 
other remains bound by the commitment it has made. If bound to both, the commitment 
is equally clear. In practice, it seems highly probable that all States pax-ties 
to the 1925 Protocol will also move to adhere to the new convention.

^ Another fundamental point under the heading of scope on which there is consensus
concerns the definition of the criterion of purpose. There is general agreement 
that some highly toxic chemicals will be permitted for production, stockpiling, 
retention, transfer and so on. Such chemicals will, for example, include 
pharmaceuticals. The essential criterion distinguishing permissible chemicals from
those to be prohibited is the ends to which these chemicals are to be put. The 
definition of the general-purpose criterion is, and must be, the corner-stone of the 
treaty at which we aim: all other definitions refer back to it. 
of categories — supertoxic lethal chemicals, lethal chemicals and other ha„rmful 
chemicals — the criterion of purpose will determine what is and what is not to oe , 
banned.

In the definition

The criterion of purpose as applied to chemical warfare agents refers to the
They a.re produced for use in armed conflict in

Thus, the criterion of purpose refers, in fact,purpose for which they are made, 
order to confer military advantage.
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to the specific activity of gaining a military advantage,.namely, the use of chemicals 
In other words, the general-purpose criterion already refers to the use of 

chemicals in armed conflicts. It seems logical therefore to ban the use, as well as 
the production, stockpiling .and so on, of toxic chemicals,

A ban on use is also logical from another point of view, 
convention aimed at determining whether or' not the convention is oeing honouied arc 
likely to be applied only when there are reports, suggestions or news that chemical 
veanons are being used. You may think .that a pessimistic statement, what in the 
jargon of our times might be termed a "worst—case scenario", out it is for all that 
a realistic statement. Consequently, it seems to my delegation logical that provision 
must be made in a convention for a ban on use to be investigated and verified on its 
own merits. he should not make the problems of verification more difficult by 
introducing artificial constraints that permit verification only of less central and 
more oblique violations,.such as unlawful production or stockpiling.

[in war.

The clauses of a CYf

[c
[Even in the bqst case, use is pertinent ; if our cfxo.rts are successful, that

\fliether or notwill be evident only by the fact that.chemical weapons are .not. used, 
there is unlawful production, stockpiling or transfer, there will be little real concern 
among States or on the part of world public opinion so long as there are no suggestions 
of use. ■ • '

c[IRecent reports of .use in 'Various conflicts bear, directly on our task, both with 
regard to the scope of a future convention and-with regard to its verification provision: 
The United Rations is looking into these reports, but under considerable handicaps,

This is, in part, why 
The procedures for collectinlnot the least .of them being the absence of agreed mechanisms. 

the United Rations investigation has been extremely slow.
end assessing material relevant to the United Rations team's enquiry are undetermined.
The lesson to bo drawn is that the.convention we oeek: must, provide for eventualities 

it must ban use and., it, must establish, machinery for complaints and 
Many sound ideas have been advanced on these aspects.

include .proposals to link the new convention to existing instruments. In the ad LLaa
Working Group, detailed proposals have been put forward for establishing a consultative I 

One suggestion, which has not been made in this Committee boxore, but ghoulu 
not be ignored altogether, is for agreed, designated neutral States to make available 
a small corps which would specialize in verification techniques and could quickly

I mention these ideas

[of this sort; 
for verification. Those ideas

committee.

[investigate cases referred to it by the consultative committee. 
to show not only that our work is urgent but that we should not have closed minds on 
the range of options open to us in tackling it.

*

*

Since the Committee on Disarmament first began work on this agenda item, it ha.s 
benefited from the help of experts. Delegations have been able to draw on technical 

f advice and feed it into the '.forking Group. This has helped in regular sessions of
the Working Groan and in separate exercises structured around speciiic problems such as *

.[
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deal about binary weapons at this session of the
development of chemicalWe have heard a

Hy delegation reereto any
We would be happy to see the shelving of any

"But some fund ament o.l points
or no less than the

newCommittee on Disarmament.
, for whatever reason.

development, including that of binary weapons.
first, binary weapons are no more

of their parts: the knoxm sum of known parts. For the purposes of our 
convention, as has been urcently argued by Yugoslavia in document CD/266, the par s 
can be called precursors, or more precisely "l:ey precursors" and subjected to the 
same procedures as the chemica.ls which go to make up a chemical weapon o a 
non-binary type. The binary process — involving chemical reaction during use — 
vould therefore be treated under the convention in the same way as the process 
of producing chemical weapons by a chemical reaction at a chemical plant. . 
are the most vocal opponents of-this development in favour of a ban on binaries.
If so what arrangements do they have in mind in practical terms for verifying 
such a ban? In my delegation's view, verifying a ban on binaries is no different 
from verifying a ban on other chemical weapons and it should, of course, involve^ 
on-site inspection. Finally, the clock cannot be stopped, let alone turned bac.:. 
Assuming there was a ban on binaries, and an effective, verifiable one a" "Lg " ’. 
we would still have*to cope with the potential for binaries. We would still, m 
attempting to draw up a chemical weapons convention, have to acknowledge ne

could be constructed, by mixing two chemical agents in

weapons,
new
need to be faced squarely.
sum

gecondly,

possibility that a weaponIn other words, the issue of binaries is with us come what may:
and it should have nothing to do with politico.

theflight. 
problem is a technical one

the determination of toxicity. It is time, in the view of the Australian delegation, 
to develop this important aspect of our work. It is time that technical acivice 
should be"available when a political need for it has been determined. Conversely, 
technical advice can help to shape that political need and, indeed, ensure that the 
need is a real one or well-based or intelligently framed. My delegation considers 
that on aspects such as verification, it would greatly assist the Working Group 
to know what technologies are availab e and how they might be applied to our tas :.
Wo have consistently supported, for e ample, the work done in this area by I inland 
and believe that this work will prove valuable. It is for this reason that we 
consider that the technology described as remote continual verification - 
Recover — should be further examined. It is why we believe that the UV specialists 
should be convened here again in August to explore technical aspects of a future 
convention, as recommended in Working Paper no. ^0.

- or

1-ly last remarks on this item relate, to the activity of the \forking 'roup, 
under its dedicated Chairman, Ambassador Gujka of Poland. lly delegation ua-’ 
pleased to see the mandate of the Working Group expanded. We were pleased thac 
its new terms of reference permit specific wording to be caoled in the orm o 
alternative elements of a draft CW convention. It is pleased too at the response

It considers that a positive report on itsof delegations to this development.

CD/PV.168
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current work can be made by the Working Group, through the device of an agreed 
Chairman'g atatement, to the second special session on disarmament. It considers 
that > nt the resumed summer session, the Working Group will be aole vo go a scage 
further and seek to rationalize the various new alternative elements. Together 
with the elements and comments that constituted last year's report of the ^
Working Croup, under the distinguished chairmanship of Ambassador Lidgard 01 Sweden. 
Such rationalization should mean that, by the end of the year, much of the work 
of elaborating a convention on chemical weapons will have been done. Ilany technica- 
details will remain to be worked out. It may be that the questions of scope and of 
linkage with other instruments will not have been fully resolved by then, nonetheless, 
we shall have taken a decisive step forward, a step which does much to meet earnest 
international hopes for real progress towards proscribing chemical weapons.

1

I now turn to the subject of radiological weapons, on which, the nustralian
That is becausedelegation has. not spoken substantively in plenary for some time, 

in our view, more was to be gained by concentrating our efforts in the Working Group 
resolving outstanding questions. . For two reasons, we judge that the time has 

now come to speak out on some aspects, of the Working Group's tasks. We note first 
that, building on the strong foundations laid last year by the distinguished 
Ambassador of Hungary, Hr. Komives, and under the driving leadership of this year's 
Chairman, the distinguished Ambassador of the Federal Republic of Germany,
Hr. Wegener, there is a real chance of progress in the work on what is defined as 
the traditional subject-matter of negotiations on radiological weapons. Secondly,^ 
the Working Group has begun seriouq study of how to ban attacks on civi lan nuc e<..i 
installations.

on

On the text covering the traditional material, Australia last year sought
This year, we have put 

In so doing, we hopedto help define what constitutes a radiological weapon, 
forward in the Working Group four different definitions, 
not so much to conceive a definition that would meet the stringent technical 
requirements that are needed, but to prompt creative thinking on the problem.
In that respect, wc believe we have succeeded. We earnestly hope that, once a 
technically sound definition has been achieved, political objections yet unvoices 
will not impede its ultimate inclusion in a treaty. Many grey cells and much 
sweat have gone into the effort to devise a definition that can in no way oe 
interpreted as legalizing the use of nuclear weapons. Discouragement and much 
disappointment would undoubtedly follow if doubts yet unexpressed on this way of 
proceeding were to negate it.

As to the other articles of the projected FW convention, we have been 
greatly encouraged by the workmanlike attitude of those talcing part in the 
Working Group and firmly endorse the Chairman's view that we should try, beiore ^he 
second special session, to come as close as possible to an agreed treaty.
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convention on radiological weapons

=?SS£viSi;£S:“3.
can only encourage us in our work and help ensure a successful special session.
Me need, in any event, quickly to despatch this particular monster so that we can 
attack with greater confidence the larger monsters that crowd our agenda.

Frankly, my delegation has always seen a

As to the projected ban on attacks against civilian nuclear facilities,^ 
still.has under review how this might best be achieved. One thing, 

there is little to be gained from linking it in such a way 
the traditional material that neither is advanced. i'he banning

, as even the first of our
It requires and deserves the

It has, for-example,

Australis.
however, is clear: 
to negotiations on
of attacks on civilian nuclear installations will oe 
meetings has shown, a task of great complexity. _
full attention of a Working Group free from either preoccupations, 
been argued that so fierce are the consequences of the hostile dispersal oi 
radioactive material .from nuclear facilities that attacks on the whole range 
of installations involved in any way with such material should be prohibited.
While this may sound like a good idea, it raises immense problems not only oi 
verification, identification and marking of the facilities to be protected, u 
also of adequately delimiting perimeters and sanctuaries. Many countries are,

so peppered with facilities which use or handle radioactive material tor
an effort to ban attacks on all of them immediatelymoreover,

wide variety of purposes, that
against insurmountable practical proolems.runs up

to look carefully at the problem of definition,Thus, the Committee will need . . .

material and radioactive material being traxupoxted 
Australia, as a country with facilities at this lower end 

of the spectrum, is concerned to see a full exchange of views on all the op'ion^ 
open to the Working Group in developing a definition of the kinds of facilites 
and installations to be protected by the projected ban. Accordingly, we wou

information-and expertise that delegations can bring
finish this statement without stressing that

ban on attacks

factories working with irradiated 
between facilities.

welcome any technical 
the discussions.
my delegation brings an open mind to the matters encompassed by a ^
against civilian nuclear installations and looks forward both to learning irom 
and to co-operating with all delegations on this journey into relatively uncharter
waters.

I do not want to

li
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The CHAIRMAN; I thank the representative of India for his statement and for the 
kind words he addressed to the Chair. I now give the floor to the representative of 
the United States of America, Mr. Busby.

Mr.—BUSBY (United1 States of America): Mr. Chairman, although Ambassador Fields 
has already^expressed to you the congratulations of the United States delegation on 
your assumption of the chairmanship, I would like to take this opportunity to express 
my personal pleasure at seeing you in the Chair and to wish you every success in your 
difficult and demanding job.

My purpose in asking for the floor today is to introduce document CD/271-CD/CV/VP,32 
co-sponsored by the delegations of the United Kingdom, Australia and the United States 
and entitled "Technical evaluation of 'Recover' techniques for CW vérification".

The achievement of a complete and verifiable prohibition of chemical weapons is a 
goal which ranks near the. top of the Committee's agenda. The Committee's discussions 
of general approaches to verification of a future CW prohibition have demonstrated 
that fundamental differences exist on verification issues. If meaningful progress is 
to be made on a chemical v/eapons convention, it is clear that progress must be made 
in resolving these issues.

Because of the variety of verification tasks to be dealt with in a CV prohibition, 
there can be no simple formula which can be applied in all cases. A variety of 
techniques, tailored to particular situations, will be required. Finding solutions to 
them will require active co-operation, imagination and expertise from all members of 
this Committee. It is in this spirit that my delegation has sponsored two briefings 
on the concept of remote continual verification ("recover").

The recover system is a unique global sensor-monitoring and data collection 
network being developed by the International Atomic Energy Agency for use primarily 
with regard to nuclear safeguards. However, it appears to the co-sponsors that 
the technology involved may have wider applicability. In particular, it is our view 
that the recover techniques may have potential application as one component of a 
broadly based CV verification system.

Document CD/271-CD/CW/VP.32 describes the remote continual verification concept 
and suggests a framework within which a technical evaluation of recover could be 
conducted under the auspices of the Committee. The results of such a technical 
evaluation would be used to determine the appliability of recover as one component 
of a CW verification system.

It is clear that the lack of agreement on issues in the area of verification and 
compliance is the principal obstacle to successful completion of this Committee's 
work on a complete and effective ban cn chemical weapons. Document CD/271-CD/CV/WP«52 
suggests a technical evaluation which could assist us by taking another step towards 
overcoming this obstacle. It could also serve as a confidence-building activity in 
which States would co-operate to develop and evaluate improved monitoring arrangements. 
For these reasons, we seek favourable consideration of this proposal and intend to 
propose the inclusion of this item in our work programme for the summer session.

The CHAIRMAN ; I thank the representative of the United States of America for his 
statement and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair. I now give the floor to 
the representative of the Netherlands, His Excellency Ambassador van Dongen.
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possibilities for compromise with a view to a clean programme have been explored 
in this Committee.
not totally non-existent, on the part of certain delegations, 
the many imponder bles that affect disarmament negotiations, namely, the complexity 
of some measures for negotiation, verification and compliance and the international 
situation, especially the political relationship between the Superpowers, are 
necessary conditions for progress, 
justification for maintaining the status quo, but, for my delegation, a self- 
contained document like the comprehensive programme of disarmament, if implemented 
within the possible twenty-year time-frame originally proposed by my delegation, 
would considerably change the present trend of the arms race. 
vzould also lend credibility to the determination of the Member States of the 
United Nations to live by the obligations they assume in declaring decades for the 
achievement of disarmament.

Far from it. The will to negotiate is not forthcoming, if
To those delegations,

Perhaps such an assessment offers a lop-sided

‘Such an eventuality

Time is short, but a genuine change of heart is still possible and my delegation 
will continue to offer its modest contribution. . •

Permit me now to comment briefly on item 4 of the Committee's annual agenda: 
Chemical Weapons.

My delegation would like to join other delegations which have expressed their 
pleasure at seeing Ambassador Sujka of Poland chairing the Working Group on 
Chemical Weapons. We are sure that, under his able chairmanship, the Group will 
make the necessary progress, as it did under the energetic chairmanships of 
Ambassadors Olcawa of Japan and Lidgard of Sweden.

Chemical weapons are weapons of mass destruction and their terrible impact 
is next only to that of nuclear weapons. My delegation would therefore like to 
see this system of weapons banned for all time. Negotiations on a convention on 
the prohibition of chemical weapons have been going on far too long and my country, 
a Stat.e Party to the Biological Weapons Convention, finds the present lack of 
progress on a CW convention unacceptable, since the close link between a

convention and CW convention has been clearly spelt out in article 9 of the 
BW Convention. Those States which assumed obligations and were trusting enough 
to sign the BW Convention are still anxiously awaiting the military significant States 
to negotiate in good faith and to proceed to negotiations on the text of a 
CW convention.

After three years of negotiations in the Committee on Bis armament, the 
perennial question of verification has yet again been brought up to explain why 
progress should necessarily be slow in negotiating a CW convention, 
as May 1970, Adrian Fisher, the United States representative to the CCD, stated 
that :

As far back

"The issues involved in complete and effective prohibition of chemical weapons 
are extremely complex.
directly linked and thus must be dealt with at the same time, 
development of an adequately verifiable disarmament measure which is 
designed to eliminate an entire class of weapons from the arsenals of

The political and technical issues involved are
The
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States and which also affects one of the major industries in many 
countries is a task which requires great care".

At this session, Ambassador Fields of the United States has again stressed 
the importance of verification and has even expressed a lack of confidence in the 
Soviet Union. My delegation stresses the importance of effective verification

However, we would merely like to statemeasures in any disarmament negotiations, 
here that "100 per cent verification" is impossible and hence there must be an

Consequently, a combination of internationalelement of confidence among States, 
and national means of verification would be the most ideal for a CW convention.
Y/e note v/ith regret that some western and socialist States continue to disagree 
on the proportions in which such means should be mixed, 
papers presented at this session and the Canadian paper contained in 
document CB/167 continue to form a good basis for negotiations.

However, the working

My delegation, would like to stress that we do not favour the conversion of 
chemical weapon facilities for "peaceful purposes", even if economically profitable, 
for this would only increase verification problems. My delegation does place 
importance on the destruction of chemical weapons and their means of production 
and we are"therefore willing to study measures whereby means of production can 
be converted for destruction of stockpiles of chemical weapons. Y/e believe that 
10 years is a suitable time-frame for the destruction of CM agents and weapons 
systems after the treaty enters into force.

My delegation cannot support the use of chemical weapons under any 
circumstances and we are therefore disturbed to hear' allegations of use in this 
Committee. Needless to say, the racist régime in South Africa has used chemical 

My delegation agrees with the view expressed by Ambassador Lidgard at 
our plenary meeting on 30 March 1982, namely, that the United States decision to 
build up its chemical weapons arsenal is more likely to lead to further escalation 
of the chemical weapons arms race than to the alleged purpose of promoting a 
chemical weapons convention.

weapons.

The already irrational race in the nuclear field should have demonstrated to
Confidence-building 

measures are urgently required and my delegation urges both parties to adopt 
such measures, since they can lead to the reduction of suspicions and thereby 
facilitate the conclusion of a CW convention.

both parties that there can be no winners in a CY7 race.

It has been stated that disarmament is seldom fashionable.
But certainly my delegation and the non-governmental organizations currently meeting 
in Geneva believe that it is a worthwhile cause.
wish to associate myself with the following view expressed by the British Council 
of Churches in 1972:

This is true.

As we approach Easter, I merely

"Me believe it our duty to pursue disarmament not just as a means to enhance 
security, or to effect economies, but as a clear Christian obligation, by 
which v/e mean that to use the human and material resources of God's creation 
to prepare for destruction is contrary to God's will for the human family".
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security situation and the continued violation of the United Nations Charter in 
many parts of the world. I also voiced concern about the deteriorating balance 
of forces in Europe. Like others, my delegation pointed out that the chances for 
substantial progress towards arms control and disarmament were impaired by such 
developments and called upon those causing these grave disturbances to return to 
a policy of restraint and moderation in the pursuit of external interests. ■

■ We all know .that it is difficult for disarmament to flourish in such a 
political environment. And yet, this unsatisfactory•situation makes it even more 
imperative that we explore every chance, every niche of potential progress. It 
is a matter of limited gratification to my delegation that the Committee on 
Disarmament has had a relatively good season even .under these disconcerting 
circumstances. ; .

In fact, we must note that negotiations in several fields have progressed 
markedly in these last few-weeks. In several areas, stagnation has been 
overcome. Our consideration of the chemical we.apons issue has reached the stage 
of a full-fledged negotiation and the establishment of a subsidiary body of the . 
Committee on vital issues allowing progress.towards a comprehensive test ban, a 
cherished objective, ;of many delegations in this room, is imminent. In large

this progress is due to the determination and sense of realism of one
You will

measure
major delegation and I for one would like to pay a tribute to it. 
forgive me if I also list the field of radiological weapons as one where some
progress has been possible.

Finally, the Committee has, for the first time in many years, undertaken to 
deal in earnest with the problems of a possible arms race in space and some nev; 
important vistas have opened up in this field.

All these steps have taken place in a sober, constructive atmosphere which 
has led us, finally, to approach some of the real problems involved in the issues 
at hand. While verification can never be a substitute for disarmament, just as 
little as confidence-building measures alone can play this role, my delegation 
continues to believe that verification and compliance are the centre-pieces on 
which the ultimate success of disarmament negotiations depend. We therefore 
consider it logical and indeed a token of the progress achieved that on many 
subjects simultaneously, we have now come to look into verification problems in 
concrete terms and that this session of the Committee, like few others before, 
has been marked by a wealth of new working papers on this important and complex 
subject.

After these more general remarks, let me turn to some of our concrete 
problem areas. I intend to toucli, in that order, upon chemical weapons, problems 
of outer space, the comprehensive programme of disarmament and radiological 
weapons.

Let me first turn to the problem of chemical weapons. My delegation has 
attempted to provide a specific input relating to the technical aspects of 
verification procedures and supplementing the detailed efforts undertaken in the 
same direction by other delegations, particularly ,the delegation of the 
United Kingdom. We are gratified by the interest which the Working Paper

’ " • •
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The method ofdocument CD/265 has aroused among all regional groups.
selection of chemical installations for regularcontained in

régime and still maintaining a low personnel input and cost effectiveness.
chemical installation, even one inspected only a short 

designated by lot for inspection would act as a powerrul

The
mere prospect that any 
while ago, could be 
disincentive to any breach of the future convention.

us to make our general experience available to others, the system of random 
selection by casting lots has not been part of this particular verification regime.

developed independently with the assistance of computer-basedIt has rather been 
studies.

The subjects of the regular random-selection inspections would be all the 
stocks and production units declared as such by States parties. Declarations 
would cover existing stocks and production facilities of supertoxic chemical 
weapon agents, the general industrial production of phosphor-organic compounds, 
as well as the limited quantities of supertoxic warfare agents permitted by the

All declared substances and facilities would, without 
exception, be subject to the lot-casting procedure.
future convention.

The number of lots to be drawn would depend on the general percentage to be
This percentage couldset in advance by the consultative Committee of Experts. 

vary from year to year, for instance because of a sudden increase in the total 
number of objects to be inspected resulting from an increase in the number ot
States Parties.

While all States would, from a legal point of view, be radically equal 
before the lot-casting authority, there might be variations in fact. States 
Parties which have no industrial production of phosphor-organic compounds and 
may therefore not have any object to declare would of course be exempted from

which chose to conceal stocks or production facilities
However, if doubtsinspections. A country 

would, 
arose as 
procedure would apply.

for the moment, be exempted from on-site inspection, 
to the existence of such undeclared stocks or units the on-challenge

several related production units in one country should 
be treated, for instance if they were spread over a distance 
nevertheless administratively connected. Here we would recommend a criterion of 
local propinquity. All production units situated within a certain local 
perimeter sufficiently clustered to permit one single inspection, would be 
counted as one unit, while production units dispersed over several localities 
would have to be counted separately, even if they were administered by the same

obvious that the duration and intensity

It has been asked how but were

It is, however, 
the number of inspectors needed would depend on themanagerial authority, 

of the inspection and 
dimensions and sophistication of the plant.



Federal Republic of Germany)(Hr. Wegener,

In the questions put to us, preoccupation with the safeguarding of industrial 
secrets and property rights has played a substantial role. I would therefore 'ko 
to emphasize that, whenever samples were to be irv.wn, they would, according 

conception, be taken by employees of the produc.ti n units inspected. -v 
chemical analyses would be conducted on the spot, a p ocedure made possible by the 
limited range of chemical substances indicative of compliance with or breach of 

No samples would be taken out of the country. The precise
examined could therefore not be detected by the

our

the convention, 
composition of the substances
inspectors.

guaranteed by the objectivity of criteria and the unpredictability of the lot­

casting method.
Mv delegation has followed the debate on problems of outer space with great

the Committee has made a good beginning in approaching
resolutions adopted at the last session o

The debate
In our viewinterest.

this topic in response to the relevant . .1(TaMon
the General Assembly, one of which was co-sponsored by my delegation, 
has quite clearly shown that there is a considerable difference oi VXQVIS 
concerning the method to be used in future work. Many delegations have subscribed 
to a pragmatic, gradual approach by which concrete negotiating steps would, in 
a first phase, be taken to deal effectively with the most threatening and 
destabilizing weapons systems, i.e. anti-satellite weapons, especially since such

tested and made operational by at least one country,
already have taken place.systems have already been

anti-satellite technology is available and deployment may

It is also difficult to see in what order of priority the various complex lSuUto 
involved would be treated under this approach. While my delegation is in favour 
of every possible step designed to exclude non-peaceful uses of outer space, io 
would appear logical and appropriate to us to adopt a step-by-step approacn 
to build upon the existing body of international regulations in is ie 
establishment of a working group to take this work in hand in e coming
session of the Committee would be welcomed by my delegation, 1 ^ man

remind the Committee in this, respectreflects this approach. I would like to ... n
that General Assembly resolution 36/97 C specifically reques s e omm^ 
Disaramement to consider, as a matter of priority, the question oi negu b
an effective and verifiable agreement to prohibit anti-satellite sys ems. . 
mandate of a future working group would have to reflect this and, in our vl'-w> 
the Committee, acting accordingly, will have to avoid clogging the ugen a ot e 
working group with broad and hazy projects which would not allow the omnn 
to deal with concrete problems in a limited time and not aim at a real y 
effective peaceful space régime.

My delegation has already given its view on outer space problems in a 
comprehensive manner during one of the informal meetings devoted to ^'C
the text of our statement has been made available to delegations in an m or ma 
manner. Now that I have the opportunity to speak on the subject in a ot'ma 
meeting, allow me to reaffirm one clarification. The drait treaty ot 
10 August 1981 contained in document A/36/192 and referred to in General Assembly 
resolution 36/09 does not appear to my delegation to be a suitable basis foi

more
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notes with satisfaction that there is no objection, in 
principle, within the Committee on Disarmament to the idea 
of an international convention ; [c(iv) A common formula or common approach to be included in an 
international instrument on this question should be clear and 
credible, and respond both to the legitimate security concerns 
of the non-aligned, neutral and other non-nuclear weapon States 
as well as to the views of the Group of 21 stated above ; [

(v) The agreement on this question should encompass commitments by the 
nuclear weapon States to achieve nuclear disarmament and pending the 
achievement of nuclear disarmament to prohibit the use or threat of use of 
nuclear weapons.

6 . The Group of 21 considers that further negotiations in the ad hoc working 
group on this item are unlikely to be fruitful so long as the nuclear weapon 
States do not exhibit a genuine political will to reach a satisfactory agreement.
The Group, therefore, urges the nuclear weapon States concerned to review their 
policies and to present revised positions on the subject to the second special 
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament which shall fully take 
into account the position of the non-aligned, neutral and other non-nuclear 
weapon States. Such an undertaking would facilitate the task of elaborating an 
agreed international instrument on effective international arrangements to assure 
non-nuclear weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.
It would also contribute towards progress in achieving an international agreement 
on the prohibition of the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons pending nuclear 
disarmament.11

cc
[

[
[

[
The CHAIRMAN:_______ I thank the representative of Ethiopia for his statement and for

the kind words he addressed to the Chair. I now give the floor to the representative 
of Poland, His Excellency Ambassador Sujka, who will address the Committee in his 
capacity as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons.

[

[Mr. SUJKA (Poland) : Mr. Chairman, permit me first of all, as this is my first 
official statement this month, to begin by offering you my most sincere and heartfelt 
congratulations on your assumption of the chairmanship of the Committee on Disarmament 
for the month of April.
leadership, this Committee will fully and perfectly discharge its reporting tasks in 
preparing the special report to the second special session devoted to disarmament.

[I am deeply convinced that, under your able and experienced

[In my capacity as Chairman of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons and 
in full consultation with the Group, I wish to present to the Committee on

i
l
l
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(Hr- Su.'ika, Poland)

Disarmament my oral report concerning consultations held during the first 
part of the 1982 session and to inform the Committee of the adoption of the 
special report of the Group to the Committee prepared in view of the 
special session devoted to disarmament.

At its 6th meeting, the Working Group on Chemical Weapons took note of 
the Chairman's report on issues relating to toxicity determinations and 
contained in document CD/CW/WP.30 and Corr.l. The Chairman was asked to 
inform the Committee on Disarmament of the results of these consultations 

especially of the recommendations for standardized operating procedures 
for acute subcutaneous and inhalation toxicity criteria contained in the 
report and to ask the Committee to take note of the report, as well as of 
the recommended procedures annexed thereto.

On the basis of this report, the Group agreed that its Chairman should 
hold consultations with delegations on technical questions in the week of 
2 to 6 August of this year, unless the Committee decides otherwise at the

The Working Group agreed .

and

beginning of the second half of its 1982 session, 
to suggest to the Committee on Disarmament that it devote the week following 
the technical consultations to the consideration of the item "chemical weapons 
in its plenary meetings. In order to allow for adequate preparations, the 
Working Group's Chairman should continue his consultations on the technical 
questions to be discussed during the consultations envisaged for the week from 
2 to 6 August 1982.

Taking into account the' report1contained in document CD/CW/WP.$0, the 
information obtained from delegations and the outcome of his informal contacts 
with delegations on this subject, the Chairman will announce, at the very 
beginning of the second half of the 1982 session, which technical questions 
he recommends for these consultations.

I take pleasure in informing you that last night, the Working Group 
on Chemical Weaq ns adopted the text of the special report to the Committee 
on Disarmament it has prepared in view of the second special session devoted 
to disarmament. This report is now being processed by the Secretariat and 
should be available in all languages in time for the Committee's next • 
regular meeting.

The CHAIRMAN; I thank the Chairman of the Working Group on Chemical 
Weapons for his statement and for the kind words he addressed to the Chair.
I have taken note of his request and, at the same time, I wish to congratulate 
him on the successful conclusion of the activities of his Working Group, which 
adopted its report yesterday afternoon.

I now give the floor to the representative of Pakistan, His Excellency 
Ambassador Ahmed.
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(i'ir. Ahmad , Paki s t an )

among the developing countries regarding their nascent nuclear programmes, 
confidence has been severely eroded in the voice of the Israeli attack on the Iraqi 
nuclear facilities last June.

.This

:Therefore, the scope of the prohibition should 
include not only larger nuclear fuel cycle facilities, but also smaller research 
reactors and other facilities. To exclude the latter would constitute grôss [discrimination against the developing countries.

Pakistan has submitted a concrete proposal regarding the scope of the prohibition 
of attacks against nuclear facilities on the basis of the criteria and considerations 
I have mentioned. [We hope that the important political issues involved in this 
matter will be discussed in the near future.

[The negotiations on a convention on chemical weapons currently being pursued 
under the sagacious guidance of Ambassador Sujlea of Poland have assumed greater 
urgency in view of recent developments. Repeated allegations of the use of chemical
weapons in various parts of the world have not been conclusively disproven. The 
acrimony surrounding the issue, however, attests to the overriding need to affirm in 
the CW convention that the use of chemical weapons is totally prohibited and to 
provide for adequate and credible means by which such allegations can be objectively 
investigated in the future. My delegation has made no technical determination as to 
whether the development of binary chemical weapons will further complicate the 
negotiation of a CW convention, particularly its verification procedures. 
Nevertheless, the current escalation of the arms race in chemical weapons, the 
implied reliance on these weapons in the "balance of terror" and persistent reports 
about the use of chemical weapons are ominous portents, especially if one bears in 
mind that the capability to produce these weapons of mass destruction is, unlike 
nuclear' weapons, not limited to a handful of States. These disturbing dimensions of 
the problem must be addressed squarely at the forthcoming special session and in our 
subsequent negotiations.

[

[

[
As v/as to be expected, the most intensive work has been done at this session on 

the elaboration of the comprehensive programme of disarmament. Despite the political 
and conceptual difficulties encountered, considerable progress has been made in this 
task under the experienced and dedicated leadership of Ambassador Garcia Robles of 
Mexico. Unfortunately, significant portions of the text remain in square brackets.
My delegation believes that further progress in negotiating the comprehensive 
programme of disarmament depends on appropriate political decisions being taken 
especially by the major Powers. Before resuming work on the comprehensive programme 
of disarmament, it is essential to reach some understanding on the fundamental 
conceptual issues involved. There seems to be de facto agreement that the 
programme should be elaborated in three stages. This agreement seems logical and 
natural and it should be formalised. Gome members continue to entertain 
reservations about the concept of "time-frames" for the implementation of the 
programme and its stages. It is possible to link the notion of indicative 
time-frames with the procedure for the review of the implementation of the programme. 
The Group of 21 has made specific proposals in this.regard. Uy delegation is 
flexible on the kind of linkage that may eventually be established. But the review 
mechanism in itself cannot serve as a substitute for a political indication that 
certain disarmament negotiations would be undertaken in good faith by the States 
concerned within a certain period of time. My delegation continues to regard the 
end of the century as a symbolically attractive and politically feasible target date fo 
the completion of the comprehensive programme.

[

[

[

[
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Mr. STJJKA (Chairman, Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons): Mr. Chairman, 
in my capacity as Chairman of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons, I have the 
honour to introduce a special report of this Group to the Committee on Disarmament 
prepared in view of the second special session of the United Nations General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament. The text of the report is contained in document CD/281 
which, I hope, is available to all the distinguished representatives in this 
Committee.

I would like to be as brief as possible, as I have always been during our 
meetings. First of all, I wish to state that in accordance with operative 
paragraph 5 of United Nations General Assembly resolution number 36/92 F, this 
Committee has been requested to submit to.the second special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament "a special report on the state of 
negotiations on various questions under consideration by the Committee". In 
a similar way, a specific requirement by the General Assembly has been stated - 
in paragraph 4 of United Nations General Assembly resolution number 36/96 A, as 
far as chemical weapons are concerned. I hope that the report, as contained in 
document CD/231, does reflect the present state of negotiations in the Committee's 
Working Group on the prohibition of chemical weapons.

The report itself being self-explanatory, 1 would like to share briefly with 
the Committee some important points of the discussion in the Working Group which 
led to the elaboration and adoption of this report. Thus, in its introductory part, 
the Group wished to refer directly to paragraph 73 of the Final Document of the 
first special session devoted to disarmament which, let me recall, stresses the 
importance and urgency of negotiations on the complete and effective prohibition 
of the development, production and stockpiling of-all chemical weapons and their 
destruction. On the other hand, the Group wished to refer, rather generally, to 
all other proposals and documents on the prohibition of chemical weapons which in. 
the past had been presented within the framework of the Conference of the Committee 
on Disarmament and the Committee itself, assuming that merely listing them all would 
be a space-taking and not very productive task, especially in view of the second 
second special session.

The same approach has been displayed by the Group in elaborating* the other 
parts of the report. Without going into details of its discussions in 1980 and 
in 1931, under its previous mandate, the Group emphasized the most significant 
points discussed in those two years aa they, indeed, mark very important stages 
of negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons. As far as the present 
state of the work is concerned, the Group has underlined the importance of a new 
mandate which allows the elaboration of a convention and succinctly described the 
topics of discussions for the first half of its 1982 session and the main differences 
of views and problems which emerged in the discussion in the past two months cr so.

There is one tiling I would like to make as clear aa possible: the Group wished 
to avoid repeating in this report, ail over again, all the various views of particular 
delegations or groups of delegations on countless smaller and/or bigger problems that 
emerged during the more than three-year—long discussions. These are sufficiently 

(' "effected in the Working Group's report of 1930 contained in document C.D/l31/Ucv.I, 
and its report of 1981 in document CD/220. Both those reports are specifically 
mentioned in the present report of the Group.

In my concluding statement to the Group, I described in considerable detail 
a possible course of action for the Group during the second half of the 1982 session. 
In this connection, 1 appealed to the members of the Group asking them to do



(Mr. Sujka, Chairman. Ad Hoc Working Group 
on Chemical Weapons)12

specific preparatory work for the summer session if we are to approach as closely 
as possible to the stage of drafting the provisions of the convention. I do not 
want to repeat myself because that statement, in view of the interest shown by 
members of the Group, has been circulate'! by the secretariat as a working papet 
of the Group on Chemical Weapons. But with your- permission, Mr. Chairman, 1 would 
like to appeal again for a display of serious efforts by all delegations during 
the summer session so that we can translate as many dissenting views as possible 
into the alternative elements and then elaborate compromise elements. A compilation 
of draft elements and proposed new texts has also been made available to all 
delegations to facilitate the kind of exercise I am appealing for.

I would like to apologize to my predecessors, Ambassador Okawa and
chairmen of the GroupAmbassador Lidgard, for not mentioning their names as 

in 1980 and in 1981 respectively, in the introductory part of the report. 1 
personally was of the opinion that that kind of introduction should not contain 
all the details I have noticed in the reports of other working groups. But 
certainly I am for the uniformity of the reports of all the working groups in 
this respect, and I hope that the Committee will agree to cover these problems

The same procedure could also bein paragraphs 61 and 62 of its own report, 
applied as to the participation of non-member States in the work of the
Working Group,

Finally, let me refer to some recent discussions in the Committee's drafting 
group. My reply is brief: the Working Group, indeed, has not been directly 
reflecting in its activities the Committee's plenary discussions, 
conducted its work on the basis of a new, I repeat, new mandate which was adopted 
with the consent of all delegations. 
programme of work, also adopted by consensus, the group has acted and its 
activities have been reflected in this report. Let me also say that, exactly, 
this the the principal aim of the Committee's report 'to reflect the course and

The Group's report,
in my view, had to be limited to the discussions in the Working Group itself. 
References to the discussions in plenary have, of course, been reflected in 
the Group's work, when such discussions contained specific proposals relevant 
to the subjects of negotiations in the Group.

It has

On the basis of that mandate and the

trends of discussions that have been taking place in plenaries.

As the distinguished members of the Committee are well aware, the Working Group 
on Chemical Weapons has entered, with a new mandate, another, sensitive phase of its 
work. We have held another series of thorough examinations of difficult and complex 
problems. I wish to emphasize, as Chairman of this Group, that despite the great 
sensitivity and complexity of our negotiations, the work has been conducted in a

For this understanding,spirit of mutual understanding, respect and co-operation, 
mutual respect and co-operation I should like at this moment once more cordially 
to thank all the members of the Group.

I would like to ask you Mr. Chairman, that this statement be distributed as ^an 
official document of the Committee on Disarmament in the same way as document CD/286, 
which contains the statement of the distinguished Chairman of the CPD Working Group, 
Ambassador Garcia Robles.

The CHAIRMAN: I thank Ambassador Sujlea, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working 
Group on Chemical Weapons for his statement and for introducing his report. 1 am 
sure the request for his statement to be circulated as an official document will 
be duly taken care of. I now give the floor to the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working 
Group on Radiological Weapons, the representative of the Federal Republic of Germany, 
His excellency Ambassador Wegener, who will introduce the report of the Ad Hoc 
Working Group contained in document CD/284.
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(Mr. McPhail, Canada)

I think this is a time for franimess. How much effect vn.ll the comprehensive 
programme have on the work of the Committee? The comprehensive programme remains 
essentially an agenda, no matter how described, of negotiations on arms control 
and disarmament. But the Committee has its -ovm agenda, which will still guide our 
work when the second special session is over, and for this reason, it is all the more 
important to concentrate on the practical and realizable when the Committee resumes. 
Statements of broad vision do have their place, and indeed it is a common hope that 
the second special session will provide the world community with that vision:; but the 
Committee must rightly deal with the mundane, the practical, the negotiable. 
Negotiation is never easy, and requires both attention to detail and compromise — not 
really the stuff special sessions are made of.

In short, we cannot look to the special session to solve problems this Committee 
deals with because it will not; and the practical issues the Committee confronts will 
still be present after the second special session is history.

One of these major practical problems is verification. It has been a theme, if 
not the major theme, of this session. In aspects of the Committee's work where hope is 
highest, for example with respect to chemical "weapons", the emphasis on verif idation 
is greatest. The accomplishments of the Committee on Disarmament through the 
activities of the Seismic Experts Working Group are essentially in the area.of 
verification. The CTB Working Group will address the subject of verification, 
other hand, one of the built-in problems in achieving a mutually satisfactory and 
universal negative security assurance is that, by its very nature, such an assurance 
is unverifiable:
of verification has only recently been learned, 
adds to confidence,.and does not detract from it.
past without adequate verification provisions, and the consequences have underlined 
their resulting weakness.
such as the Briand Kellog Pact, which outlawed war. 
which troubles many in discussing proposals that cannot be verified, 
and indeed in ours, the law is only the law if it is agreed — .and enforced, in the 
case of international agreement on arms control and disarmament, through verification.

There is a fourth.

On the

it deals, not with arms, but with intentions. Perhaps the lesson '
Many have asserted that verification 

Treaties have been concluded in the

Inherently unverifiable treaties have been concluded,
It is this historical experience 

In their view,

Earlier I noted three positive signs in the Committee's work.
The Committee has moved beyond discussing verification as an abstract principle, ana

Views differ, perhaps not as much asis now considering the means of verification, 
before, and solutions are in sight, if not yet. within grasp.

Bub itThe resolution of verification problems is rarely a glamorous business.
The second special session, obviously, cannot do this work.is always essential. 

We can and should.
There are some who, while agreeing in principle to verification, are concerned

is a means to avoidthat insistence on absolute verification, or something close to ib, 
progress on other substailtive arms control and disarmament matters.

That is why we believe our aim should be to seek adequate 
We are confident that with patience

It is easy to
sympathize with this concern, 
and mutually-acceptable verification measures, 
and perseverance, this can be done — even in such technically demanding fields as

In the meantime, no agreement of consequence is likely
Let us therefore proceedchemical weapons verification.

to be achieved without suitable verification provisions, 
accordingly. We, for our part, in due course, will be putting forward further 
suggestions on verification, particularly in the area of chemical weapons.
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(Mr, Vejvoda, Czechoslovakia)

position of the United States towards the problem of a nuclear-weapon test-ban 
expressed in the statement by Mr. Rostov/ to the Committee on 9 February when he 
informed the Committee that, in the view of the United States delegation, 
negotiation on a nuclear test ban "may not be propitious at the time", 
socialist countries also consider inconsistent the United States approach to a 
nuclear test ban whereby it .links, progress on ..this, subject to reductions in nuclear 
armaments while opposing the commencement of negotiations in this respect.

The

The delegations of socialist countries continue to believe that the resumption 
and successful conclusion of the trilateral negotiations would be of special 
significance and would create the possibility for a future nuclear test ban to enter into 
force provisionally before the two remaining nuclear-weapon Powers joined it.

The delegations of socialist countries continued to work actively in the 
Working Group on Chemical Weapons. They welcomed the initiation of a new phase 
in its deliberations marked by the adoption of a new mandate allowing it to work 
on the text of the future convention, which they favoured already during the earlier 
stages of negotiations on this question. During'the first part of the Committee's 
1932 session, a very useful exchange of views was carried out which c 1 Q.a_r.ly.._chowed 
the areas of mutual understanding on a number of substantive aspects of the future 
convention.

The group of socialist countries continues to maintain that the future 
convention will be effective only if it talc es into account all recent developments 
in the field of chemical weapons, 
expressed by the overwhelming majority of delegations to the effect-that the future 
convention should also exclude any possibility of the production of binary weapons. 
The delegations of the socialist countries expressed their views on this question 
in document CD/25Q, in which they drew the attention of delegations to United Nations 
General Assembly resolution 36/96 B which calls upon all States "to refrain from any 
action which could impede negotiations on the prohibition of chemical v/eapons and 
specifically to refrain from production and deployment of binary and other new types 
of chemical weapons, as well as from stationing chemical weapons in those States 
where there are no such v/eapons at present".

In this respect they fully shared the view

The socialist countries draw the attention of delegations to the draft of a 
provision for the chemical v/eapons convention proposed by the Soviet delegation on 
the non-stationing directly or indirectly of chemical weapons on the territories of 
other States during the period of implementation of commitments on their destruction 
or transfer for non-hostile purposes.

The question of tire prohibition of new types and new systems of weapons of mass 
destruction remains a problem of primary importance and should, in the view of the 
socialist countries, be given due attention in the work of the Committee. They 
consider that the time is ripe to set up•an ad hoc working group of experts, which 
could seriously address this matter. The group of socialist countries also considers 
that the Committee could be helpful in giving consideration to appropriate
formulations by which -al-1- States, and especially the permanent members of the___
Security Council and other militarily significant States, would make solemn 
declarations, identical in substance, condemning any future efforts to develop, 
manufacture and deploy new types of v/eapons of mass destruction and new systems of 
such weapons in accordance with United Nations General Assembly resolution 36/09.
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The CIIAIitILA.IT: I thanlc the representative of Mexico for hie statement and 

for the kind words that he has addressed to the Chair. I now give the floor to 
the distinguished representative of Canada, His Excellency Ambassador Ile Pliai 1.

Hr. HcPIIAlA (Canada): Hr. Chairman, first of all, I should like to welcome 
you to the Chair of the Committee on Disarmament for the month of August. It is 
good to see you in the Chair. Many delegations have worked with you in New York 
and here in Geneva on disarmament matters and I want to take the occasion also 
to thank Ambassador Okawa for his great efforts as Chairman in April when he 
attempted to prepare the Committee in order that it would maximize its contribution 
to the second special session. Much is expected of the Committee during this 
period. Much responsibility, therefore, lies with you. It is always a pleasure 
to see a fellow representative of the Commonwealth in the Chair. Me aim.to 
contribute to your success. At the same time, I should like to welcome Mr. Bensmail 
to the secretariat of the Committee on Disarmament. He brings with him experience 
which will stand the Committee in good stead.

Just before it adjourned last spring, I referred in a plenary meeting of the 
Committee on Disarmament to its unique responsibility — to negotiate. At its 
regular sessions the General Assembly does not negotiate, nor indeed was this the 
function of its second special session on disarmament.

Despite a number of shortcomings, the second special session has reaffirmed 
the critical role of the Committee on Disarmament in the multilateral process of 
legotiating arms control and. disarmament agreements. Indeed, the second special 
session reaffirmed, in a number of ways, the confidence of the international 
community in this Organization. Should we not therefore look quickly to the 
future? Should we not build especially upon areas where substantial progress has 
already been made?

/'V

In planning our work for this short summer session we need to husband our 
resources carefully. In our view, the Committee should focus its main e.ttcntion 
on three substantive areas — chemical weapons, a comprehensive test ban and 
outer space.

Issues such as negative security assurances, radiological weapons and the 
comprehensive programme of disarmament should, in our view, be given less 
concentrated treatment. In the cases of negative security assurances and radiological 
weapons, discussions during our spring session suggest that while these matters 
need to be kept under review in the Committee, further consultations outside the 
Committee amongst individual delegations might yield the most profitable results.
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(Hr. Issraelyan, USSR)

Moreover, in comp 1 lance with the wishes expressed, by many
would be the cessation

forth in the momorandum.
States we agreed that one of the first stages of the programme

the production of fissionable materials used for the production of various types
The Soviet Union is ready to consider this problem in the whole

of
of nuclear weapons, 
context of the limitation and cessation of the nuclear arms race.

complete and general prohibition of_ nuclear weapon tests is a very urgent 
problem. Before the recess the Committee set up an Ad i-loc Working Group on this 
item, and we hope that this Group will proceed without delay to work on the problem 
that was indicated in plain terms by practically all representatives when they agreed 
on the mandate for this Group — the problem of drafting a treaty on the complete and 
general prohibition of nuclear weapon tests.

The

In view of recent press reports concerning the adoption by the United States
Administration of some new decision on the question of nuclear tests, it is

that theimportant to us — and obviously to all those present in this room —
United States delegation should clarify that country's intentions and indicate 
whether it is ready to draft such a treaty or not. Clearly, this will greatly

the attitude of the States members of the Committee to the activities ofinfluence 
the above-mentioned Working Group.

In accordance with our decision taken earlier, the Working Group on Chemical 
Weapons resumed its work before the start of the plenary meetings of the Committee 
itself. This proves that the Committee is perfectly aware of the primary 
significance of the question of the prohibition and elimination of chemical weapons, 
one of the most dangerous types of weapons of mass destruction.

The Soviet Union is strongly in favour of the speediest possible solution of this 
True to the humane purposes of the Geneva Protocol of 1925 > themajor problem.

Soviet Union has never used chemical weapons anywhere and has never transferred them 
to anyone. Motivated by the desire to achieve a comprehensive and effective 
prohibition of chemical weapons, the Soviet1 Union submitted to the General Assembly 
for consideration at its second special session a text entitled "Basic provisions of 
a convention on the prohibition of ■ the development, production and s tockpiling, of 
chemical weapons and on their destruction".

Our draft, which has been distributed as an official document of the Committee, 
contains quite a number of new elements, inter alia on the question of verification 
of compliance with future conventions, and we express our deep satisfaction at the 
fact that both at the second special session and during the work of our Working Group 
on Chemical Weapons many delegations gave a positive appraisal of the provisions of 
the Soviet draft. 
this morning's meeting.

The Goviet delegation is convinced that there now exist all the objective 
conditions ne cessary for a decisive advance towards the solution of the question of 
the prohibition and elimination of chemical weapons.
Committee should prepaxe by the end of its current session a composite draft text of 
a. future convention containing both agreed provisions — we hope there will be many 
of them — and those on which we have not been able to reach agreement during this 
stage of our work on the draft of a convention.

The representative of Canada has referred to our proposals at

We therefore consider that the

The problem of the prevention of an arms race in outer space is not less 
important, and it, too, has already been referred to today. Unfortunately events 
are developing in such a way that outer space is becoming more and more an arena for 
the arms race. It is for this reason that v/c ought without delay to start drafting



I would also like to avail myself of this opportunity to express the sincere 
appreciation of our. delegation to Ambassador Qkawa of Japan who, as Chairman ox this 
Committee since April, not only presided over the crucial phase of the preparation 01 

our report to the General Assembly at its second special session, but also , 
successfully steered us to a consensus on the setting up of an ad hoc .work 
on a nuclear test ban. In addition, I have great pleasure in extending a 
welcome to Ambassador Datcou of Romania, a country with which India has cordial

Hie experience and knowledge will be valuable to the

group
warm

and fruitful relations. 
Committee in its work.

of the Indian
ana non-all a enya a

Chairman of the. Committee for the month of August. - We meet today for the iirs 
time since the conclusion of the second special session of the United Nations 
General Assembly on disarmament. The total failure of that session to achieve any 
tangible result whatsoever adds a sense of-urgency and importance to our work here 
as the only multilateral negotiating body. We hope, Mr. Chairman, that under your 
wise and experienced leadership we shall be able to dispel some of the gloom and, ^ 
pessimism that has descended over the international scene as a result of the failure, 
of,the second special session.

India, as you know, dissociated itself from the chapter on conclusions contained
share the view expressed by ain the report of the session. V/e did so because we 

large number of non-governmental organizations and popular movements that survival
At a time when,popular disquiet and anxiety over

reached overwhelming proportions, the
The credibility

is not a matter of consensus.
the dangers of a catastrophic nuclear war have
session could not offer even one modest measure to restore hope.
of the multilateral process is now in danger of. being entirely vitiated, unless v/e 
in the Committee on Disarmament can bring a new sense of purpose and urgency to our 
negotiating-task,.particularly on the priority items of our agenda. We may righ "ly 
be disappointed, at the failure of the second special se si.on but v/e should not allow
that to discourage us in our efforts.

The summer session of the Committee this year' will barely cover six to seven
carefully selective in our approach and to 

V/e are glad to note that the
to beIt is necessary, therefore

focus attention on the most important priority areas.
Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons, v/hich has been meeting since 20 Ju y un-c./ 
the energetic leadership of Ambassador Sujka of Poland, has at last come to gripo 
with the crucial process of reconciling divergent positions through an exploiat-on 
of various promising compromise options. This phase of the Group’s work is pemap.. 
the most crucial and at the same time the most difficult. It requires intensive.

weeks.

The failure of the second special session last month to produce even the most

do- justice, to the depth of concern and anxiety which oppresses the people oi the , 
world at .the growing danger of nuclear war. If.one had to identify the single most 
important cause for the failure of., the session to adopt even a single measure towards 
preventing the possible outbreak of a nuclear war, it is the. patent iac a 
the most powerful nations, the illusion of political and military pre-eminence which

accumulation of armaments proved more important than the
international community to ensure worldis associated with the 

special responsibility they bear towards the 
peace and security. :
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(Mr. Wegener, Federal Republic of Germany) )
It willThe chemical weapons group has got off to an early and promising start, 

easily become the one work unit which wi!1 accumulate the maximum number of meetings 
by the end of our session. This is perfectly in keeping with my delegation's 
intentions. A comprehensive chemical weapons ban is highest on our priority list, 
and my delegation notes with encouragement the new vistas that have opened up for 
the Committee's work in this domain on the basis of declarations made during the
second special session, mainly by the Soviet delegation. These vistas have to be 
explored with care, and have to be measured against the requirements which many 
countries have established in the course of previous sessions, specifically in the 
verification field. While ny delegation generally welcomes the thrust of the new 
Soviet proposals, we feel that there may still be considerable deficiencies, mainly 
as regards' the scope of regular obligatory on-site inspections, and there is a need 
also to incorporate in the future chemical weapons convention a full-fledged 
contractual obligation on the part of all States to submit to on-site inspections 
if a breach of the convention is alleged and a formal demand for such inspection is 
put forward. In order to obtain a clearer view of the meaning of the Soviet proposals, 
my delegation has submitted, in the form of a working paper, a number of detailed 
questions. We are looking forward to replies from the Soviet side, and express 
gratitude in advance. The chemical weapons Working Group has commenced its work 
with considerable momentum and speed, and this momentum should be maintained.

In the view of my delegation it is imperative that the Working Group on nuclear 
testing should get off to a rapid start under dynamic leadership, and that the 
potential of the mandate of the Group which the Committee agreed upon in late April 
be fully utilized with the aid of a well-structured work plan and a maximum of 
technical and political expertise. My delegation is particularly interested in seein,. 
the work of this Group going ahead on the basis of realism, taking into account the 
preparedness and ability of all participating countries to move forward at this time. 
This would also imply that the Working Grotip does not disdain the principle of 
graduality and brings in its harvest, limited as it may appear to some, at a time 
when the fruits are ripe —■ hoping for new' seasons to yield additional and perhaps 
more delicious fruits. ' i!

The comprehensive programme of disarmament is back on our list of agenda items.
My delegation has attempted to1make the fullest possible contribution to the 
comprehensive programme of disarmament, both prior to and during the special session. 
We are therefore particularly saddened that progress in Hew York was not more 
substantial. Yet the thorough discussion of all parts of the comprehensive programme 
during the special session brought intermediate results that should not he 
underestimated, and has certainly brought a better understanding of what the programme 
must and can achieve. There is perhaps little point in devoting a major part of 
this session to further formal negotiations on the comprehensive programme, but 
all delegations must now carefully analyse the results of the negotiations of June 
and July and, on that basis, perhaps in the framework of informal exchanges, give 
thought to how and when a new series of negotiations should be initiated, taking 
into account our 198? deadline for that venture. During the final stages of the 
special session my delegation had occasion to suggest that we may also wish to 
rethink the methodology and structure of the comprehensive programme.

As the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Radiological Weapons I am fully 
aware of the difficulties that lie in the way of a successful resumption and 
conclusion of negotiations in that Group. At this juncture, it appears important 
that all delegations should gain a very clear view of the options that offer 
themselves to negotiators. I have written to all heads of delegations in that sense, 
and would hope shortly to embark on some informal consultations on the basis of 
reactions to that letter, before new formal meetings of the Working Group, if any, 
are called.

CM
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(Mrs. Thorsson, Sweden)

L The chemical weapons field appears to my delegation to be one area of negotiation 
where there is.still hope for agreement, however complicated the substance. This 
upportunity must be used to the full by the Committee and its Working Group. Needless 
to say, it will take the active co-operaticn of the Superpowers not only in the Committee 
but also through a resumption of their bilateral negotiations. We for our part are 
prepared to make every effort to contribute to a solution of outstanding problems.
We would not be opposed, inter alia, to continuing work beyond the scheduled working 
period of the Committee, .if this appears desirable to achieve decisive progress.

This leads me on to a few words on the procedures and activities of the 
Committee on Disarmament, which has been reaffirmed as the sole multilateral 
disarmament negotiating body. Sweden does not believe that we should allow a 
discussion on this matter to develop in^o a great procedural debate, which would 
deprive the Committee of much of its precious negotiating time. On the other hand it 
would be futile to deny that certain improvements and changes could be brought about 
through informal consultations. . A.t this point let me make the following brief comments.

We have s- me doubts about making this body a permanent aroand-the-year negotiating 
forum. Even the present work-load of the Committee strains the capacity of a developed 
and technically advanced country like i;y own. L further extension of working schedules 
and programmes would be likely to overextend smaller delegations and would only favour 
those large béates or groups of btates whose sincere disarmament interest there is 
sometimes reason to doubt.

But there is, as Ï said, room for improving the efficiency of cur work. Thus, 
the use of plenary meetings for making repeated general statements could be qu stioned.

— Much stricter priorities should be set for the time allocated to working groups.
Whereas it would seem highly advisable to provide additional meetings for the 
negotiations on chemical weapons and the CTBT and perhaps also for ■ uter space, we 
should somewhat, limit time allotted to some other working groups, not because the 
issues that they are dealing with are in themselves of secondary importance but because 
they are unlikely -tz- yield results unless a change of wills and minds occurs. This 
could in due course be ascertained through informal consultations.

Let me also recall oweden•s firm view, which we share with many ether members ot 
the Group of 21, that the consensus rule of the Committee should n.>t any longer bo 
allowed to be misused in procedural matters, such as in blocking the setting up of 
working groups requested by a large majority of Committee members.

(

Much has been said and much will have to be said, about the imperative need 1er a 
change of wills and minds, first and foremost in the leading military Mowers. We have 
waited for that change a long time. Quite a number of us have recently gained new 
hope, not because of any signs of such a change, but because of the appearance of a 
new and, hopefully, significant political force, the sharply awakening public awareness 
of the tremendous risks that this and coming generations run, if we allow the leaders 
of the world to continue their present course. For a growing number of people, for a 
swiftly growing number of people, the issue has changed from being one cf deterrence, 
of military balance, of inferiority or superiority, into being an issue of survival.
It is a matter of rapidly increasing awareness of what a nuclear weapon actually is.

' the first time since 1962, when Herman Kahn published his well-known book, peopleV ire thinking about the unthinkable. they have suddenly understoodOne c.f the reasons:
that they will have to do so, because military anri political leaders, by talking about 
"controlled nuclear counter-attacks", "protracted conflict periods", have made the
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(Mr. Vejvoda, Czechoslovakia)

He cannot but add our voice to that of the delegationsnuclear-weapon test ban. 
of India, Mexico, Sweden, the Soviet Union and others, which have questioned the

He also believe that an explanation on the part of theUnited States approach.
United States delegation as to its approach to the Working Group on a CTB would
be very useful.

Thanks to the constructive work of the-group of experts in the field of 
seismology who, after seven years of complicated negotiations, have m fact 
resolved all the basic problems of the verification system for a future 
agreement, we can hope that this Working Group will be able this year to 
concentrate its efforts on the preparation of an agreement in all its aspects. 
Czechoslovakia is ready'to offer the experience of its experts in seismology and 
intends to take an active part both in the meetings of experts as well as in the 
Working Group.

He welcome the increased activity of the Committee in dealing with the
The relevantproblem of the prohibition and destruction of chemical weapons.

Working Group, headed by Ambassador Sujka of Poland,
We are convinced that given good political will there are 

sufficient opportunities for the elaboration of a convention on the prohibition of 
the development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their 
destruction, including the establishment of an effective system of verification. 
The Soviet proposal concerning the basic provisions of a convention submitted to 
the second special session constitutes a new basis for undertaking decisive stops

We consider encouraging the fact that both

has since 20 July done a lot
of useful work.

towards reaching the desired aim.
during the second special session and in the Committee on Disarmament a number ol 
delegations reacted positively to the proposal of the Soviet Union. 
a constructive approach will prevail also in the drafting pro,cess. 
circumstances we consider it desirable that the Committee should undertake, 
preferably during this year's session, the elaboration of a composite draft text

Although we shall probably not achieve generally acceptable 
texts on all the aspects during this summer session, it seems to us that a composite 
draft text could become a useful framework for an assessment of the progress achieved

We hope that
In the present

of a future convention.

as well as serving as an instrument for further negotiations.

A positive course in the complicated negotiations would, in our view, 
undoubtedly be facilitated also by the implementation of the Soviet proposal 
not to deploy chemical weapons in territories where there arc no such weapons at 

At the same time we cannot help wondering whether good political will
The

present.
in this regard exists on the part of all States members of the Committee.
United States attitude to the solution of problems of such weapons of mass 
destruction, its intention to start the production of binary weapons 
interruption of its bilateral negotiations with the USSR and the launching of noisy 
slanderous campaigns are a matter of serious concern.

the
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(Hr. Vejvoda, Czechoslovakia)

achieved by the creative and technical geniys of;The enormous progress
mankind provides already now real possibilities for finding solutions to 
pressing and universal problems as the struggle against hunger, diseases, 
want and many others. However, all this requires that scientific and technological 
progress should begin to serve exclusively as an instrument oi peaceful 
aspirations of mankind.

such

The Czechoslovak Socialist Republic, along with other socialist countries,
long time been proclaiming the urgency of taking some precautions which 

further misuse of the results of science and technology as wellhas for a 
would prevent the
as the waste of human and material resources for the development and production 
of new types and systems of weapons of mass destruction, 
the drafting of the text of an appropriate international agreement and consideration 
of the possibilities of concluding separate specific agreements would be 
considerably facilitated by the setting up of an authoritative group of experts 
which would simultaneously observe and evaluate developments in this area.

He are convinced that

The decision of the United States administration to build neutron weapons 
in numbers amounting to tens of thousands, in our view strongly adds to the 
urgency of considering seriously the draft convention on the prohibition of the 
production, stockpiling, deployment and use of neutron weapons submitted to the 
Committee in 1978 by the delegations of the socialist countries.

Nowadays we can also witness yet another tendency, inspired by the Western 
military-industrial complex, that of the penetration of weapons to areas which

We condemn resolutely any steps 
Outer space should remain

were not used earlier for military purposes. 
aimed at spreading the arms race into outer space, 
forever free of any weapons so that it cannot become a new sphere of the feverish 
arms race and a source of further deterioration in the relations among States. 
Therefore, we support the establishment of a working group which would deal in 
full responsibility with the problem of prohibiting all types of weapons in 

We believe that a generally acceptable mandate for this groupouter space.
could be agreed upon without unnecessary delay so that wo can start bus i ness-li'<c 
negotiations on a number of existing proposals already made at previous sessions 
and at this session.

In this complicated international situation we regard it as especially 
urgent to take a firm line of opposition to the policy of warmongering, 
is encouraging that in spite of a complicated international atmosphere more and

It is promising

It

more efforts are taking place to halt the feverish arms race. 
that especially in recent years the number of initiative proposals from various 
countries designed to resolve the specific tasks of disarmament has sharply
increased.

The Czechoslovak Socialist Republic in the Committee on Disarmament is 
ready to contribute in good faith to the constructive discussion of any proposal 
or a set of proposed measures on disarmament which would be based on the principle 
of equality and equal security.
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(Mr. Okawa,s Japan)

In particular, this summer session will be of very limited duration — 5 or 
6 weeks at the most — and we must endeavour to make the most of that short period.
My delegation therefore endorses the idea that, during this summer session, we place 
emphasis on the truly priority items, i.e. item 1 (CTB) and item 4 (chemical weapons); 
we would like to see more time allocated to these items than to the other items both 
in the plenary sessions and in the working groups.

On the question of chemical weapons, the Working Group has been at work under 
the conscientious chairmanship of Ambassador Sujlea since 20 July, prior to the 
opening of the summer session, 
revised mandate achieved at our spring session, further substantial progress will be 
made toward the elaboration of the draft text of a convention by the end of this 
session.

My delegation hopes that, on the basis of the

In this connection a number of noteworthy proposals were tabled at the 
second special session by the delegations of the Federal Republic of Germany, France, 
the Soviet Union and others.
to advancing our discussions in this Committee.
of on-site inspections lias in principle been accepted by the Soviet Union, in 
particular with respect to verification of the destruction of existing chemical 
weapons stocks. ..............

My delegation hopes these proposals will contribute
We have duly noted that the concept

Japan has been consistently calling for the realization of nuclear disarmament 
as a matter of the utmost urgency. Japan has, in particular, urged the early 
conclusion of a comprehensive ban on nuclear testing, including underground testing, 
with a view to restraining the further sophistication of nuclear weapons as the 
first concrete step toward nuclear disarmament. It goes without saying that the 
elaboration of adequate and effective verification measures is indispensable for the 
realization of a comprehensive test ban. This is v/hy Japan has been actively 
contributing over the years towards the establishment of a system of international 
co-operative measures to detect and identify siesmic events.

In this connection, we wish to express our regret that • the reopening of the 
trilateral CTB negotiations — which Japan has been calling for — seems to remain 
beyond our reach in the foreseeable future. Japan wishes to ippeal once again for 
the early resumption of those trilateral negotiations, through joint efforts by the 
parties concerned to achieve a breakthrough in their quest for a solution to the 
problem of verification.

Under these circumstances, one can say that the role of this Committee on 
Disarmament in achieving a CTBT has become all the more important. In that context, 
the agreement at the end of our spring session to set up the Ad Hoc Working Group on 
a I'Tuclear Test Ban was most opportune. My Government places great hopes in the 
work to be undertaken by the Ad Hoc Working Group in the sense that it could open the 
way to truly multilateral negotiations on a comprehensive test ban which Japan has 
been calling for for so many years.

I wish to urge that we initiate substantive deliberations in the new 
V/orking Group as soon as possible during this summer session, so that we may finally 
start making progress under the agenda item "Nuclear test ban".
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The huge demonstrations in favour of peace and disarmament which have taken place 
in many countries, including Romania, and have shown a strength and vigour never seen 
since the Second V/orld War, prove clearly that world public opinion expects the 
negotiating bodies in this field, and in particular this Committee, to produce 
concrete results bo save mankind from a nuclear disaster.

)

As many delegations have stressed, the second part of the 1902 session of the
Furthermore, it is taking nlace betweenCommittee on Disarmament is very short.

Clio second special session and the thirty-seventh session of the General Assembly.
In the view of the Romanian delegation, these circumstances require us to make an 
additional effort of will and organization so that the time allotted to us is used in 
the most effective way possible - 
certain preliminary remarks.

It is on this subject that I would like to make

First, I would like to emphasize that, like other delegations, we consider that 
it is a. matter of the utmost urgency and moreover necessary as a demonstration of the 
viability of this multilateral body that real negotiations on the subject of the 
cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament should be initiated within 
the framework of this Committee. I would like to stre ;s that in my delegation's 
view there can be no valid argument against the commencement of such negotiations. 
The complexity of measures connected with nuclear disarmamemt is simply one more 
reason for beginning the search for solutions as soon as possible, for there is no 
better way —- no other way, in fact 
persistent search with a will to find solutions acceptable to all to large and 
small countries alike.

of finding solutions than a patient and

This calls for the establishment of a more appropriate
That is whyframework for the search- for solutions than that of plenary meetings.

'-he Romanian delegation supoorts the creation of a subsidiary body of the Committee 
on Disarmament, in accordance vrith the relevant rules of the rules of procedure for 
the effective discharge of the Committee's tasks in connection with the cessation of 
the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. We believe that such a decision 
would make it possible to deal with all the specific proposals which have been 
submitted to the Committee concerning the halting of nuclear weapon production, the 
prohibition of the use of such weapons and other measures designed to reduce the risks 
of a nuclear war started either deliberately or by accident, error or miscalculation. 
Furthermore, it would provide an appropriate framework for the discussion of general 
questions arising from the adoption of specific measures in the nuclear field, and for 
keeping Member States of the Committee informed about the nuclear negotiations taking 
place in other forums.

As the Romanian delegation has frequently emphasized the establishment of 
subsidiary bodies is not an aim in itself for the Committee. But in view of the 
present state of nuclear arsenals and the conditions of grave tension affecting 
international relations, we believe that a decision to establish a subsidiary body on 
the subject of nuclear disarmament could have a considerable impact, by showing the 
political will of all of us to co-operate and to negotiate, lucidly and realistically, 
in a constructive spirit, and with respect for the interests of all countries.

It goes without saying that the launching of negotiations in the Working Group 
on a nuclear test ban, a vital element in the strategy for halting the improvement and 
development of nuclear weapons, will be an important test for the Committee on 
Disarmament.
of Japan made a very great impression on us.
to stating once again my delegation's support for the urgent conclusion of an 
international agreement prohibiting nuclear weapon tests.

The prohibition of chemical weapons
uDoubtedly a priority area this year. Without now going into the substance of the 
discussions on this matter, I should like to stress my delegation's support for
int.ense and constructive activity in the Working Group which is presided over with ■ uca devotion and dynamism by our colleague, Ambassador Bogumil oujka of Pola.nd.

The appeal made this very morning by the distinguished representative
For the moment, I shall confine myself

weapons of mass destruction •••■ is
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(Mr, Tian Jin, China)

for peace on the part of the broad masses. We believe that, with a view 'to, 
safeguarding peace and preventing nuclear war, it is necessary to identify the 
source of the threat to international peace and the security of countries 
before effective measures can be instituted to check the arms race and prevent 
the outbreak of a nuclear war. At present, the two major nuclear powers are 
engaged in a fierce arms race to seek for nuclear superiority, and are 
intensifying their deployment and preparations for a nuclear war. Under such 
circumstances, the threat of nuclear war can be lessened only if these two ‘ 
countries with the largest nuclear arsenals cease forthwith their arms race 
and reduce substantially their nuclear weapons. Proceeding from this 
fundamental principle, the Chinese delegation put forward concrete proposals 
at the second special session, the main content of one of which is to call on 
the Soviet Union and the United States to cease all nuclear tests, stop the 
qualitative improvement and manufacturing of any kind of nuclear weapons and 
reduce by 50 per cent all types of nuclear weapons and their means of delivery. 
Thereafter, all nuclear-weapon States should cease all nuclear tests, stop the 
qualitative improvement and manufacturing of nuclear weapons and reduce their 
respective nuclear arsenals according to agreed proportions and procedures.

Judging from the present state of nuclear armaments in the world, the key 
to disarmament today lies in the cessation of the testing, qualitative 
improvement and manufacturing of nuclear weapons and their reduction by the 
two States with the largest nuclear arsenals, which measures we could call, 
for the sake of brevity, "three cessations and one reduction". Since they both 
possess the capacity for overkill, a mere cessation of the testing, qualitative 
improvement and manufacturing of nuclear weapons cannot bring about any reduction 
in the huge nuclear arsenals in their possession and, consequently, would be of 
no help in diminishing the threat of nuclear war. Only when the "three cessations" 
are carried out in conjunction with the "one reduction", will the nuclear threat 
be diminished.

As a nuclear-weapon State, China is also prepared to assume disarmament, 
obligations. After the two superpowers have carried out the 'three cessations 
and one reduction" and narrowed the gap between themselves and the other 
nuclear-weapon States, China will be ready to join all other nuclear-weapon 
States in assuming the obligation of the cessation of the testing, qualitative 
improvement and manufacturing of nuclear weapons and to join in a reduction 
leading ultimately to the total elimination of nuclear weapons.

We are in favour of the establishment of a working group on nuclear 
disarmament as proposed by many countries in the Committee on Disarmament. At 
the same time, we hope that the United States and the USSR will conduct their . 
nuclear talks in a serious and responsible manner, so that their negotiations 
will result in agreements truly conducive to the curbing of the nuclear arms race 
and to the reduction of nuclear weapons.

The prohibition of chemical weapons has all along been a question of 
deep concern to the people of all countries. During the spring session, the 
Working Group on Chemical Weapons made some progress in its work. Its Chairman 
submitted document CD/CW/WP.'j?» which contains a summary of the deliberations 
of the group in recent years. This will facilitate further negotiations.
Certain concrete technical results achieved by the expert group on toxicity 
determination will undoubtedly be of help also to the work of the Committee.

1 II.
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)Starting on 20 July, the Working Group on Chemical Weapons has held 

discussions and earnest consultations on the existing divergences
A number of delegations, including the Chinesein-depth

and on ways to resolve them, 
delegation, have put forward specific proposals in a positive and constructive
spirit.

China has consistently been opposed to the use of chemical weapons for
V/e are in favour of effective international investigation

We advocate the speedymassacring people.
into reported cases of the use of chemical weapons.
elaboration of a convention through negotiation, providing for the complete 
prohibition and total destruction of chemical weapons, so as to eliminate

and for all the threat they pose to mankind. The Chinese delegation willonce
contribute its efforts to this task.

TheIII. The question of the prevention of an arms race in outer space, 
threat to world peace and security posed by the development of weapons used in 
outer space is causing increasing concern among the world community. The two 
superpowers are sparing no expense in the development of military technology for 
use in outer space, and the arms race between them is steadily extending to 
outer space.
to test, deploy and use weapons in outer space, and it stands to reason that 
they should undertake the responsibility for the prevention of an arms race in 
outer space. People should be vigilant against the practice in some quarters 
of paying lip service to "the peaceful.use of outer space" while actually 
stepping up the development of various types of weapons used in outer apace.

As is known, at present only the two superpowers have the means

China firmly advocates that outer space be used for peaceful purposes and 
for the good of all mankind and strongly opposes the arms race in outer space,

Consequently, it.stands for the prohibition
We arc in favour

which endangers peace and security.
of all outer space './capons, including anti-satellite weapons. 
of the establishment of a working group on this subject. With regard to the

it should, in our .view, be the negotiation of amandate of this working group 
comprehensive treaty on the prohibition of outer space weapons.

IV. The question of security assurances for the non-nuclear-weapon States. 
Faced with the increasing nuclear threat, the non-nuclear-weapon States at 
the second special session once again voiced their strong demand that nuclear- 
weapon States should immediately and unconditionally undertake not to use or 
threaten to use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States, pending the 
realization of nuclear disarmament. This demand of theirs is fully justified. 
The Chinese delegation to the session reiterated that China unconditionally 
undertakes not to use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States. We 
hope that the major nuclear powers will no longer cling to their respective 
narrow self-interests so that conditions will be created to enable the 
Working Group to continue with its meaningful work. ,

The question of a comprehensive programme of disarmament. We appreciate 
the efforts by many non-aligned countries for the formulation of a CPD, which 
went on until the last moment of the second special session. We wish also to 
express our admiration for the talent and devotion of the Chairman of the 
Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament and the chairmen of 
the drafting groups at the special session. The Chinese delegation, having 
participated in the whole process of the negotiations on a comprehensive 
programme, fully understands the sentiments of disappointment and dissatisfaction 
felt by the non-aligned countries about the failure to reach agreement on 
a CPD at the second special session. We share the view expressed by some 
delegations that, if the countries with the greatest responsibilities for 
disarmament still lack the political will, it would be useless for the

V.
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(Mr. de la Gorce, France)

But the urgency of the problem should not make us adopt an over-hasty 
solution — on the contrary. It would serve no purpose to embark prematurely 
on the drafting of a text which on many points would be a mere juxtaposition 
of statements of different positions ; these positions must first be given 
thorough examination and efforts must be made to see how far they may be 
compatible with one another.

Among recent proposals made on the subject of chemical weapons, my 
delegation noted with the utmost interest those put forward at the 
second special session on disarmament by Mr. Gromyko, the Minister for 
Foreign Affairs of the Soviet' Union, and reproduced in a document submitted 
last month to the Working Group on Chemical Weapons. A number ol questions 
have been put to the Soviet delegation on the subject of that proposal and 
there will no doubt be others ; the French delegation will undoubtedly wish 
to ask for clarifications on a number of points.
Soviet Union’s replies to them are of interest to the Committee as a whole, 
and the exchange will make a contribution of the highest importance to the 
consideration of the substantive problems that remain to be solved. Only 
when those substantive problems have been examined will it be possible to 
judge how far the drafting of a composite text would be useful to the 
progress of our work this year.

Among those problems, none is more essential than that ot verirication» 
In fact, only effective verification of each party's fulfilment of its 
undertakings can guarantee that the convention on chemical weapons will 
increase the security of all.

We consider that the system of verification to be established by the 
convention should be based essentially on international verification. We 
regard acceptance of such a system as the criterion of the political will 
to conclude the convention and to carry out its commitments in good faith.

With regard to the working groups on radiological weapons and on a 
comprehensive programme of disarmament, it seems to us, as to other 
delegations, that they can be left in abeyance during the summer session.
We should, however, be very happy if informal consultations conducted by 
their chairmen yielded some progress.

The last item on our agenda — the new item, on the subject of outer 
space — has already given rise to statements of substance. 
including our own, are in favour of the establishment of a working group.
We are also in favour of the starting of consultations on the terms of the 
mandate of such a group. We should also like discussions on the substance 
of the question to continue so as to shed more light on the various aspects 
of this very complex issue.

Lastly, the Committee must, in accordance with the conclusions adopted 
at the second special session, report to the General Assembly at its 
next session on a possible enlargement of its membership. Consultations on 
this subject ought therefore to be initiated among us very soon. The French 
delegation will approach them with a very open mind ; it takes a sympathetic 
view of the candidatures submitted by countries which have a sincere interest 
in disarmament negotiations and some of which have already made a substantial 
contribution to our work.

Those questions and the

Many delegations
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(Mr. Sadleir, Australia)

Thirdly, on radiological weapons we have reached a stalemate. My delegation _ 
considers that the so-called "traditional" track could still usefully be pursued 
to its conclusion, and that the other track should be developed as well, perhaps 
on law-of-war lines. Wo do not have particular ambitions or expectations in this 
area though we believe a convention or conventions on both aspects are achievable. 
We have tended to favour a radiological weapons convention more as useful practice 
for the Committee on Disarmament — to demonstrate that it can produce something 
if it really tries.

Of the remaining agenda items, a ban on chemical weapons clearly is the best 
immediate hope for the Committee. If, in the foreseeable future, a convention 
could be elaborated here at Geneva this would practically in itself justify the 
existence of this Committee. It is not an impossible, merely a complex, task. We 
arc already proceeding on sound lines, negotiating effectively, bringing in 
technical expertise as necessary and, above all, we are unanimous on the final goal. 
We should not fail to give the required time and resources to the task.

Our number one agenda item, a nuclear test ban, is entering a new phase. We 
should exercise some self-restraint on this issue. Having achieved the establishment 
of a Working Group we should not shoot for the moon. The mandate we have is 
restricted, but not unduly so. There is a very great deal that can be achieved 
within the prescription on which we have agreed. It would be to our credit if our 
first report to the General Assembly was along the lines that we had drawn on the 
existing work, done in many different forums, and set a sound basis for future 
work. If we were able to concentrate in these first stages on verification, we 
should be in all the better a position to argue for a broader mandate in coming 
sessions. I note in particular the related seismic work on verification done 
in the Group of Scientific Experts and urge all delegations to give this work 
particular support, preferably by active participation.

The other new item on our agenda, outer space, is similarly ready for 
serious consideration with fresh minds. Whether we should move straight into 
debate on the need for a working group is a moot point. My delegation would 
prefer that we first lay the basis for that step by identifying the potential 
areas for useful activity since we do not have a great body of existing work in 
this field to draw on. It is an important and a vast subject; it is a subject 
of considerable future potential for disarmament and it will need careful handling 
on our part.

I have not gone into all the possible questions that our agenda encompasses. 
I have avoided the issue of nuclear disarmament, partly because of a personal 
preference to leave something which has escaped all compromise in this forum 
to be given more of a chance in new bilateral forums. We could perhaps review 
the issues in more detail early in our 19^3 session. Similarly I should like to 
sec us begin looking at conventional disarmament some time, but since there 
are several priority tasks v/hich command the attention of this brief session 
that topic, too, might be left to another year.



(Mr. Herder, German Democratic Renublie)

To promote the start of actual negotiations in this Committee on a comprehensive 
test-ban treaty my delegation submitted, during the spring session, a draft mandate 
for a working group on this topic. Unfortunately, owing to the attitude of some 
countries, it was not possible to agree on an all-embracing mandate directed at 
actual negotiations. In a spirit of compromise my delegation in April joined the 
consensus on a mandate which fell rather short of our expectations, and not only 
ours. In my statement of 21 April I already outlined my delegation's interpretation 
of this mandate. It is our hope that the new Ad Hoc Working Group, by examining 
all specific issues as well as relevant comprehensive proposals with regard to a 
nuclear test ban, will give fresh impetus to the initiation of real negotiations on 
a comprehensive test ban, thus enabling the Committee on Disarmament to discharge 
its responsibilities as the single multilateral disarmament negotiating body, as 
was stated in the mandate mentioned. My delegation intends, in the future course 
of this session, to put forward specific suggestions concerning the activities of 
the new Working Group on item 1 of our agenda.

The resumption and successful conclusion of the trilateral negotiations which 
have been suspended would very much improve the conditions for the multilateral 
negotiations on a. comprehensive test-ban treaty within our Committee. Ve therefore 
join all those delegations which called upon the United ftates and the United Kingdom

It is our hope that the negative 
major nuclear-weapon power will not be

to declare their readiness to take such a step, 
reply given recently by the President of one 
that country'3 last word with regard to this issue.

At the beginning of this year's session a new mandate for the Ad Hoc Working
Some headway was made in our negotiationsGroup on Chemical Weapons was agreed upon, 

during the spring session.

At the second special session on disarmament, the delegation of the 
German Democratic Republic, like many others, welcomed the proposal of fche 
Soviet Union concerning the basic provisions of a chemical weapons convention, 
initiative takes into account the views of other countries, especially with regard 
to verification, and clearly shows the firm intention of the USSR to facilita.te a^ 
breakthrough in the negotiations on the Prohibition of chemical weapons and to bring 
them to a successful conclusion. In this connection, I would like to pay trioute 
to the efforts undertaken in the Working Group on Chemical Weapons under the .able 
chairmanship of Ambassador Sujka, directed towards achieving tangible progress in 
elaborating a draft treaty. We express our hope that substantial results in the 
drafting of the elements of a convention will be reached in the foreseeable future.

This

The conclusion of a chemical weapons convention could be promoted by some 
urgent measures designed to bring about a cessation of the qualitative improvement

It was for that reasonof chemical weapons as well as their geographical spread, 
that the German Democratic Republic at the second special session on disarmament, 
proposed that States should refrain from any action which could impede the 
negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons, 
urged

In particular States were

To refrain from the production, stockpiling and deployment of binary and other 
new types of chemical weapons, and

Hot to deploy chemical weapons on the territories of States where there are no 
ouch weapons at present.

My delegation looks forward to reactions to these proposals in the Committee on 
Disarmament.
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(Mr. Fields, United States)

A great deal of effort has been invested in, and progress made toward the 
conclusion of a treaty banning radiological weapons. In fact, this measure is nearer 
completion than any other before this body, ht our last session, the able Chairman 
of the radiological weapons Working Group devised a method of work which seemed to 
my delegation to offer hope for the conclusion of a radiological weapons treaty.
My delegation has been among those which have questioned the necessity of entering 
into negotiations on the protection of nuclear facilities — and vie have been 
critical of delegations which have blocked our progress on the conclusion of a 
radiological weapons treaty pending the resolution of the nuclear facilities issue.

The time has come to assess this situation with more realism. We believe that 
the conclusion of a treaty prohibiting radiological weapons is in our interest, and 
in the broader interest of mankind. At the same time, we fully understand the 
concern of those who have advocated negotiations on the further protection of 
nuclear facilities. We, therefore, have come to this session prepared to 
participate vigorously and constructively in discussions on this issue. We remain 
unconvinced of the linkage between radiological weapons and the nuclear facilities 
issue. But vie are prepared to engage ourselves seriously on the merits of the 
issues, and will not stand in the way of any reasonable procedure which facilitates 
substantial progress. ...

At this session, some have advocated the establishment of a working group to 
deal with the issue of outer space. Many among these advocates confess limited 
knowledge of this complex and highly technical subject and see the working group as 
a means to educate us. My delegation supports an examination of the outer space issues 
by this Committee. Substantive discussions can serve to focus the issues and provide 
an informed basis for any future consideration. Only minimal discussion of the 
outer space issue has taken place in the Committee and we have not even heard 
preliminary views from some delegations.

My delegation remains unconvinced that the establishment of a working group 
would be the wisest course for us at this time. \Ie would, however, strongly support 
a number of formal or informal plenary sessions being devoted to the subject of 
outer space. Only after a full airing of all delegations' views and a great deal of 
substantive preparation can we begin to focus our efforts.

The Working Group on Chemical Weapons has been meeting since 20 July. My 
delegation has participated actively and energetically in the chemical weapons 
deliberations, and we will continue to do so. We place an extremely high priority 
on the achievement of a complete and effective ban on chemical weapons, as evidence 
continues to mount regarding the use of prohibited toxin weapons in South-East Asia 
and chemical warfare against freedom fighters in Afghanistan, it is imperative that 
major emphasis be placed on making progress in this field, especially in defining 
and agreeing upon the necessary measures of verification and compliance.

My Government listened with interest to the statement by the Foreign Minister 
of the Soviet Union at the second special session regarding verification of a 
chemical weapons convention, and we have carefully scrutinized the draft proposals 
which he laid before that body. We hope the Soviet Union will explain what lies 
behind some of the very general language which it has presented. Unfortunately,
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that has not as yet been done, we have been disappointed by the reluctance on the 
part of the Soviet Union and its allies to engage in serious discussions, or to 
respond to substantive inquiries with respect to their proposals. I will speak at 
our Thursday meeting in more detail regarding chemical weapons and intend at th^t 
time to elaborate further on our views as to how rapid progress can be made toward 
the achievement of a convention.

I have not spoken about all the issues before the Committee, not because cu any wilful neglect, or lack of interest, but rather for the sake 01 brevity, 1 shall, 
in future statements set forth my delegation's views on other issues and ampiny 
my remarks today.

Th° CHAIRMAN: I thank the ,representative of the United States of America for 
his statement and for the kind words that he has addressed to the Chair. I now give 
the floor to the distinguished representative of Romania, His Excellency 
Ambassador Datcu. <

Mr. DATCU (Romania) (translated from French): My statement today will be ■ 
devoted to the subject of chemical weapons which, according to the programme oi wore 

have adopted, is the topic for our discussions this week «we
The work which has been done in the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons 

July 1982 and the meetings held, with the participation of experts,
comments from my delegation on the present stage

onsince 20
certain selected topics prompt some and the future prospects of our negotiations on tais topic.

I should like first of all to stress the fact that our discussions have
general desire to achieve results on the subject of this terrifying

destruction which exists in the military arsenals of certain States.revealed a 
weapon of mass

In addition to' the compilation of concrete suggestions in this connection 
contained in document CD/CW/WP.33 we now have the constructive proposal submitted 

Soviet Union (in document CD/294) for the Basic Provisions of a convention 
of the development, production and stockpiling of chemicalby the

on the prohibition
and on their destruction.weapons

Furthermore, other concrete proposals are constantly being put forward by 
various delegations, in the form of working papers or suggestions made m the course 
of the meetings of the Ad Hoc Working Group.

we should concentrate ourWe believe that at this stage of our negotiations.
reaching at least broad agreement on the basic provisions of the futureefforts on 

convention.
Since, as the recent special session of the General Assembly indicated, a 

certain political will towards this end exists, since there is no lack ox concre e
substantial nreparatory work has already been done over recent 

conditions exist for bringing to the 
results in the matter of the elaboration of a

proposals and since 
years, vre believe that the necessary 
United Nations General Assembly real
convention outlawing chemical weapons.
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We ought therefore to give particular attention to the main areas of 
disagreement.

With your permission, I would like to dwell today on the question of the purpose 
of the future convention, one of the difficulties we are facing in our negotiations.

As you know, my delegation has always favoured the conclusion of a convention 
having a broad sphere of application and offering the best guarantees for the 
exclusion of chemical weapons from the arsenals of all States. It is this basic 
position which has guided us in studying the proposals for the inclusion of the

of chemical weapons and the concept of chemical warfare capability among thenon-use
prohibitions which are to form the subject of the convention.

I do not wish to put forward any new arguments for or against these ideas, and in 
any case, I believe that the time for doing so is past, 
have already done so. 
behalf of my delegation.

The idea of prohibiting chemical warfare capability is obviously prompted by the 
desire to achieve a broad and effective prohibition — a concern shared by my 
delegation, as indeed, I believe, by all of us. This idea nevertheless raises 
certain difficulties, both from the conceptual point of view and as regards its 
practical verification. We believe tlicit thinking of it in terms of future application, 
after the convention has been in force for a certain time, might perhaps offer a 
solution.

The delegations concerned 
I would simply like to submit a few comments on them on

As for the use of chemical weapons and their express prohibition in first 
Element of the future convention, we believe that the opposing views are too well 
knovm to need repeating here.

As we see it, however, two points have been emphasized by all delegations, 
first' is that the. Geneva Protocol of 1925 and the convention we are now negotiating 

two legal instruments linked by the very fact that they both deal with chemical 
weapons. The second is that any use of chemical weapons will clearly constitute a 
violation of the convention we are negotiating, which will prohibit the parties from 
developing, producing, otherwise acquiring, stockpiling, retaining or transferring 
chemical weapons and at the same time require them to destroy stocks and dismantle 
facilities.

My delegation believes that these two points offer a basis ior reaching a 
compromise between the contrary views expressed, so permitting us to move forward in 
our work.

The

are

One possible way of proceeding which we would like to put before the Committee 
for its consideration is the following:

(a) To complete the first Element of the convention without including a 
reference to the prohibition of the use of chemical weapons ;

(b) To include in the preamble to the convention a paragraph referring to the 
1925 Geneva Protocol and reaffirming the prohibition of the use of chemical weapons, 
and to include in Element YII another reference to the Geneva Protocol stating that 
the convention should not be interpreted as in any way limiting or detracting from the 
obligations assumed by States on the basis of the 1925 Geneva Protocol ; and
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(c) To introduce a nevz article into the convention recognizing that any use of 
chemical weapons constitutes a violation of the convention and that therefore the 
provisions concerning verification of the future convention will apply also to such 
situations.

As I said, this is a possible way of proceeding; if delegations could accept it, 
I think that it would provide a solution to a very important problem that is as yet 
unresolved.

My last comments concern technical matters, which are playing a larger and
The consultations with the participation of experts v/hichlarger part in our work, 

took place last week on technical questions relating to the determination of the 
toxicity of certain chemical agents and verification of the destruction of stocks 
of chemical weapons were useful in providing clarifications and precisions vzhich will 
facilitate our work.

With regard to the' application of the toxicity criterion to other harmful 
‘ chemicals it seems to us that the consultations have show fairly clearly that there 

are at present no adequate methods for determining incapacitating and other harmful 
effects. This being so, we believe that for the purposes of the future convention 
the best solution might be to draw up a purely illustrative list of some chemical 
agents falling within this category.

We have still not succeeded in formulating a satisfactory definition of the 
"precursors" of chemical agents. 
criterion in this case, we believe that here again, the drawing up of a list of the 
"principal precursors" is a solution to be considered.

In view of the difficulties of applying the toxicity

Obviously, the technical problems relating to monitoring of the destruction of
As the consultations vzith thestocks of chemical weapons are extremely complex, 

participation of experts made clear, we are only at the beginning of this process. 
As negotiations in the Working Group proceed, vzith the help of the experts, further 
efforts with a view to elaborating the technical methods needed in this area are
proving to be necessary.

Those are the observations my delegation wished to make at this stage of our 
negotiations on chemical weapons, and the suggestions we wanted to put before the 
Committee. I would like to assure you again, Mr. Chairman, as also your colleague, 
Ambassador Sujka, Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons, that as in 
the past the Romanian delegation will spare no effort to contribute to the progress 
of our work.
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Mr. SUJKA (Poland): Mr. Chairman, on behalf of the Polish delegation I 
welcome you to the Chair of the Committee on Disarmament. I am fully convinced 
that under your able and skilful guidance this Committee will use all the 
opportunities offered to make a step forward in the fulfilment of its responsible 
tasks which the whole international community is closely following. I should like 
to assure you on behalf of my delegation you can count on our full co-operation 
and assistance in your responsible task.

For your predecessor in the Chair, Ambassador Yoshio Okawa of Japan,.I have 
always had very sincere respect -- and I am happy to repeat it at this moment 
again — for his valuable contribution to the work done by the Committee at its 
spring session.

It is also my great pleasure to welcome among us the representative of a 
brotherly socialist country and my immediate neighbour at this table, 
Ambassador Datcu of Romania.

Bearing in mind that in accordance with the Committee's programme of work, 
this week is to be devoted to the subject of chemical weapons, my intervention today 
will be concentrated mainly on this particular agenda item.

My delegation has followed with great interest all the interventions in plenary 
meetings of this Committee devoted to chemical weapons. With the same undiminished 
attention we shall follow interventions which are going to be pronounced 'on the 
said agenda item. It is encouraging to note that all delegations which took the 
floor before me declared their readiness to recognize the priority character and 
primary significance of the negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons.
I would like to express, my conviction that these very favourable declarations will 
be followed by concrete contributions to the elaboration of compromise formulations 
in the quite many controversial issues which the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical 
Weapons has on its negotiating table. The Committee on Disarmament being at 
present the only forum for negotiations on a chemical weapons ban, it has an 
exceptional role to play if both members and non-members alike have the will to 
reach an agreement on a complete elimination of this weapon of mass destruction 
as early as expected by the international community and as early as necessary in 
order to remove this weapon from military arsenals and from scientific laboratories„

The question of the elaboration of a convention on chemical weapons is 
clearly stated in the Group's mandate the pertinent portion of which I should like 
to quote once more : "The Committee on Disarmament decides to establish, for the 
duration of its 1982 session, an ad hoc Working Group of the Committee to elaborate 
such a convention, taking into account all existing proposals and future initiatives 
with a view to enabling the Committee to achieve agreement at the earliest date 
Numerous resolutions of consecutive sessions of the United Nations General Assembly 
are equally clear in their letter and spirit in this respect. A strong note on the 
earliest possible elaboration of a convention resounded during the second 
special session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament. If 
we take into account the above on the one hand and the1 growing danger or" a chemical 
arms race, also a qualitative one, on the other, we must realize that we find 
ourselves at a crossroads from which one way leads to an accelerated chemical arms 
race. We do not want to follow it.
quite negotiations on the cessation of the arms race in chemical weapons and the

But there is another way, the way of peaceful
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This is the way wedestruction of their stockpiles and means of their production, 
want to follow. I am persuaded that the Soviet proposal entitled "Basic provisions 
of a convention on the prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling 
of chemical weapons and on their destruction" shows such a way. It is, therefore, 
only natural that the Soviet "Basic provisions" have been universally recognized 
as a considerable impulse to the acceleration of serious negotiations on the

In our considered view the Soviet document coversprohibition of chemical weapons, 
all existing proposals and, at the same time, goes further to make very many new 
ones; it also dispels doubts that have been hoard, inter alia, m this Committee. 
In other words, we have at present great possibilities for gaining momentum in the 
negotiations and, responding to the appeals for the elaboration of a convention, we 
ought to use this opportunity to have its draft elaborated.

It is exactly to this end ------resumed its regular meetings on 20 July and continues its work with quite an
that the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons

intensive pace.
of the said Working Group, I wish to emphasize, first

is maintained by all delegations participating 
I am glad to inform this Committee

As this year's Chairman 
of all, the excellent atmosphere which 
in the work on a convention at the present stage.
that in the more than 10 meetings which the Chemical Weapons Group has held between 
20 July and today, we have been able to discuss in considerable detail, on ooth a 
formal and an informal basis, practically all questions and issues on the future 
convention. Very many more consultations were held by six informal contact groups 
which are continuing their efforts to elaborate specific compromise provisions.
In addition to the above, consultations of the delegations with the participation of 
experts, on certain technical issues related to a chemical weapons convention were 
held over the last full working week. To complete the description of the Group s 
activities, let me inform the Committee that the six informal groups I have just 
mentioned are doing their homework in the following spheres of the future convention:

The question of the inclusion or not of a provision prohibiting the use of 
chemical weapons ;

Definitions of numerous technical terms to be used in the convention;

General provisions on verification ;

Destruction, dismantling or diversion for permitted purposes of declared stocks 
of chemical weapons and their means of production;

Declarations of possession of stocks of chemical weapons and means of their 
production; plans for their destruction or diversion for permitted purposes 
and time-frames as well as forms for making such declarations ;

Other remaining issues, inter alia, the convention's preamble, its relationship 
with other treaties, international co-operation in the implementation of the 
convention and its entry into force, as well as many other legal aspects.

The open-minded informal discussions on the complex problem of verification 
machinery for a future convention have revealed that the Working Group would 
favour the elaboration of one article containing general provisions on verification
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I thank the representative of Poland for his statement and
I now give the floorThe CHAIRMAN:

kind words that he has addressed to the Chair» 
distinguished representative of Belgium, His Excellency Ambassador Onkelinx.for the 

so the

1 do not think it would
to make a statement

Mr. ONKELINX (Belgium) (translated from French): 
be verv useful in this Committee and at this stage of our work 
which would seek to establish responsibilities and to draw general lessons from 
the situation which prevailed at the second special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament.

Nevertheless, I think that the possibilities offered by multilateral 
negotiations on disarmament mutters are now clearer, as compared with the 
multilateral deliberative approach which, it must be recognised, has produced ■

concrete results apart from the hardly won and, in a sense, fragile 
Since the resumption of our session we have heard many

We do not 
It is more

virtually no 
achievement of 1973.
statements, some of them polemical and at times aggressive in tone, 
think that the latter constitute useful contributions to our work, 
imperative than ever that each of us, far from engaging in polemics, snould astc 
himself what is the best way of advancing our discussions, particularly on the
r. i-'.ority items on our agenda.

For it is of the utmost urgency 
demonstrate its capacity to negotiate and to produce concrete results.

that the Committee on Disarmament should

the item recommendedNegotiations cn the prohibition of chemical weapons 
for our discussions in plenary this week—constitute, for the immediate future, 
the most appropriate way of making such a demonstration, for the following reasons.

The problem is a vital one, affecting the security of all;

The Committee is unanimous in its will to draft such a convention, and we have 
just heard Ambassador Sujka, the Chairman of the Working Croup, give us his view., 
and tell us of the good atmosphere which is at present prevailing in his Ctoup,

The various parameters for such negotiations have now been clearly defined,

New proposals have been made, particularly by the USSR, which deserve careful

and

study.

My country attaches great importance to the speedy conclusion oi tnese 
negotiations, and we hope that the Committee will be able to make the necessary 
procedural arrangements for devoting all the time necessary to this work, if 
need be going beyond the closing date of this session.

One of themSeveral important conceptual problems remain to be settled, 
to which I would like to limit my statement today, concerns whether or not the

should be included in the scone of theprohibition of the use of chemical weapons 
convention. "It was to this same subject that Ambassador Datcu devoted a large 
part of his statement , and X listened to him with interest. No know the arguments 
relating to the two theses, and I shall not repeat them.
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The Working Group has certainly made progress in its attempt to find alterna ive 
formulas to these two approaches. In conducting this exercise we have been able _ 
to see the close link that exists between the scope of the convention we 
elaborating, the prohibitions set forth in the Geneva Protocol, and venfica 
of compliance with the prohibition of use.

are

The 1925 Geneva Protocol was the basis of a lengthy undertaking aimed at the 
complete prohibition of all chemical and bacteriological weapons. In the 
provisions of the Protocol itself, the prohibition of use was intended to cover 
all chemical and bacteriological weapons. A problem would be created xC a.icai 
regime relating to use were introduced solely for chemical weapons, , ^ ^72 
weapons being left aside. In this connection it is noteworthy that the 197 
Convention on Bacteriological Weapons carefully avoided saying anything about the 
prohibition of use, merely recalling, in its preamble, the provisions of the 
Geneva Protocol. Furthermore, a certain symmetry has been observed so far in the 
elaboration of measures aimed at the total prohibition of chemical and bacteriological 
weapons. Thus, after a period of joint negotiation on the two questions, the 
1972 Convention on Bacteriological Weapons prescribed, in its article 1 > u 
continuation of the negotiations only on the prohibition of the developmen , 
production and stockpiling of chemical weapons, and on their destruction. There 
is no reference in the article to the prohibition of their use. We have to bear 
this symmetry in mind if we wish to organize the regime of prohibition emerging 

Protocol in the broadest manner possible.from the Geneva
Verification of compliance with the prohibition of use also raises a number 

of questions. We think that the development of such a mechanism, both for 
bacteriological and for chemical weapons, would meet a requirement felt by tne 
international community, since its absence has been the cause of many disputes and 
of much friction between States over the past decades. The modalities of such 
verification must be specific to the matter prohibited. Thus the provisions in

from those relating to verification of the prohibition
those relating to destruction.this respect must be different

of development, production and stockpiling, as well as 
It is also becoming apparent that, in view of the interrelationship between tne

between the regimes for the prohibition of chemical andsubjects and the symmetry .
bacteriological weapons, this type of verification should be aimed at ensuring 
compliance with the prohibition of the use of both categories of weapons at the
same time.

and verification in the context of a single instrument 
For it would be difficult to include in

The link between scope 
is also something to be thought about. 
a convention on chemical weapons a system of verification which would apply to 
prohibitions not explicitly mentioned in the convention.

the main considerations which underlie the initiative taken by 
Belgium at the special session when it submitted a 
the prohibition of the use in combat of chemical and bacteriological weapons.
We are now submitting this text to the Committee in document CD/pOl/CD/CU/WP.39, 
in the hope that this initiative will help us in our joint effort to find a solution 
to the problem of the use of chemical weapons.

I shall refrain from describing the contents of the document. 
like to emphasize its basic objectives.

These are memorandum on monitoring of

I should simply
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The first objective is to make good the gaps in the 1925 Protocol by proposing 
a verification, mechanism which would apply to all situations of the use of-chemical 
and bacteriological weapons - in combat.
debate on the scope of the Protocol by providing that the prohibition relating to 
Covers all chemical dnd bacteriological weapons, not only in time of war but more 
generally in combat.

We would at the same time also settle the
use

The second objective is to resolve the problem posed by the question of 
with respect to the convention on chemical weapons.

And lastly, the third objective is to provide for a flexible mechanism which 
could be agreed on quickly and enter into force even before the convention on 
chemical weapons.
present stage all the States parties to the 1925 Protocol and to the 1972 Convention 
on Bacteriological Weapons) and the"conditions for entry into force (a very small 
number of ratifications, we believe) as we envisage them, are such as to permit the 
system very quickly to begin functioning.

The mechanism we have in mind could take the form of an instrument sui generis, 
whose links with existing instruments — the 1925 Protocol and. the 1972 Convention 
on Bacteriological Weapons *— as well as with the ongoing negotiations on chemical 
weapons, could be clearly and easily described.

use

The composition of the proposed advisory committee (at the

I have expressed the hope that this initiative will in particular, help us in 
our joint el forts in the negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons.
Ue hope in this way to stimulate the search for an option which may be able to 
satisiy the supporters of the two opposing theses and which may also prove useful 
at the level of international law.

My delegation will, of course, be ready to provide, particularly in the 
Working Group, any clarifications which

I have deliberately chosen to confine this statement to one particular item 
on the Committee's agenda out of a desire to help advance our work. The 
Committee’s effectiveness would gain much if all delegations were to refrain, in 
future, from reaffirming political positions known to cveryon-, from making 
accusations, and from resorting to charges of ill faith.

Our work must not at any time be transformed into a mere forum for impressing 
the outside world. The international community would probably be more convinced" 
° no role of the Committee on Disarmament if the Committee were to give it 
o ~i.n oome evidence of the real efforts which we are all willing to make to try 
to reach concrete agreements.

may be desired with regard to this document,

mo re

ihe CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of Belgium for his statement and 
°r ^he kind remarks that he has addressed to the Chair. I now give the floor to 

the distinguished representative of Indonesia, His Excellency Ambassador Sutresna.

£jr.. SJTRESHA (Indonesia) : Mr. Chairman, I would like at the outset to extend 
jo congratulations ot my delegation to you on your assumption of the chairmanship 

‘ll~’ ommiblee for the month of August. We are confident that your wise counsel 
-n /a.) lplornatic experience will contribute to the furtherance of the Committee1 s



Progress should not be unduly hindered or jeopardized by the misuse of the 
notion of consensus on procedural questions. The Indonesian delegation is of the
view that the Committee should immediately start its real work on tne highest 
nriority item, ''Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament , by 
setting up a working group. He strongly believe that nuclear disarmament is not 
the concern solely of those who own nuclear weapons and arsenals, but is indeed 
the major concern of mankind as a whole. This has been amply demonstrated by the 
increasingly manifest world opinion shared by growing numbers of people in many 
parts of the world. It is certainly incorrect to believe that the tate of mankind 
should be subjected to. the political expediencies of certain powers. The working

ive a useful document contained in CD/llo 
up of 21, on the basis of which it could 
the Indian proposal on the prevention of nuclear

it is established, will 
1930 proposed by the G 

start its work. In this connection.
war, in the opinion of my delegation, is indeed of the utmost importance inasmuch 
as its thrust has a direct bearing on our common survival. This subject could 
well be taken up as a priority item in the proposed working group. Wa feel that 

already time to abandon the practice of dealing with item 2 of our agenda
Experience has shown us that this procedure is inadequate

group, 1 
dated 9

it is
through informal meetings, 
and lends us nowhere. « 1

Another important item that the Committee should focus on during the summer
The work done by the Ad Hoc Working Groupsession is that of chemical weapons. _______

Chemical Weapons during the two weeks before the start of the summer session of 
the Committee on Disarmament under the able leadership of Ambassador Sujka of

Through informal working arrangements and by

on

Poland deserves our appreciation.
dealing with each of the elements of the package under discussion in different small

tive atmosphere prevailing in the discussions, the 
progress that could lead the Group to proceed furt e

ed by the 
has made

groups,
Working
towards the objective of drawing up a draft convention on chemical weapons. I 
certainly our common duty and responsibility to ensure that during this summer 
session the Acl Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons will be able to make further 
headway so that it may live up to our expectations.
by encouraging small groups and informal consultations which have proved to be useful 
during the ore-session consultations as I indicated earlier.

And one way of doing this is

One of the important results of our spring session is the establishment oi the
Heedless to say my delegation, for one, isWorking Group on a nuclear test ban. 

anxious to see the Working Group commence its substantive work as soon as possible. 
We all have to make serious efforts to overcome the difficulties that seem to stand 

The findings which have been made so far by the seismic experts Group 
in the view of my delegation, contribute to the solution of the problems

But the most important thing is how to translate
In this connection it might

in the way. 
should
in the matter of verification.
these technical findings into a political consensus, 
be useful to recall the statement by the Secretary-General of the United Nations 
that "all the technical and scientific aspects of the problem had been so lully 
explored that only a political decision was necessary in order to achieve agreement 
(CD/86).

1
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of this session of the Committee on Disarmament 
efforts should be made with more vigour,

our

This is where the importance 
lies. Wo are entering a stage where new
while at the same time far-sightedness coupled with objectivity should be

It is imperative,Our summer session will be a relatively short one..
that the Committee should work with a. deep sense of urgency and priority.

i guide. 
therefore,
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The CHAIRMAN: The Committee continues today its consideration of item 4 of 
its agenda, "Chemical weapons". However, in accordance with rule 30 of the 
rules of procedure, members wishing to do so may make statements on any other 
subject relevant to the work of the Committee.

I have on my list of speakers for today the representatives of the ,
United States of America, Bulgaria, the Netherlands, Czechoslovakia, the Union of. 
Soviet Socialist Republics, Burma, the United Kingdom and India.

I now give the floor to the first speaker on rny list, the distinguished 
representative of the United States of America, His Excellency Ambassador Fields.

Mr. FIELDS (United States of America): Mr. Chairman, at the plenary session 
on Tuesday I emphasized the importance my Government attaches to the subject of 
chemical weapons. On 8 February of this year President Reagan stated that "the 
ultimate,.goal of US policy is to eliminate the threat of chemical warfare by 
achieving a complete and verifiable ban on chemical weapons". Today I wish to : 
comment on the current status of our efforts in the Committee on Disarmament to 
elaborate a chemical weapons ban and also to give the views of my delegation as 
to what is required if progress is to be made. I will also outline the general 
points which we believe should form the basis of a chemical weapons convention.

• Our meeting today is one of the two plenary meetings dealing with a chemical 
weapons ban. Since the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons has already been 
in session for more.than three weeks, it provides a good opportunity to take stock 
of the Committee's efforts to elaborate a chemical weapons convention. And, since 
a significant amount of time remains this summer for further work, we have the 
opportunity to check our progress and make mid-course corrections, if necessary.

Although my delegation is disappointed at the over-all pace and organization 
of our work, the chemical weapons Working Group is entering upon a more intensive 
and productive phase. The decision to resume discussions on chemical weapons 
two weeks before the Committee itself reconvened -was clearly a wise1 one. It enabled 
the members of the Working Group to devote more time and energy to the subject 
than is possible once the regular session begins. A certain momentum was achieved 
under the able chairmanship of Ambassador Sujka during those two weeks, which rny 
delegation hopes will continue through the entire session.

For the first time, the Working Group has acted to deal with some of the 
key problems which must be resolved if a convention is to become a reality. The 
creation of so-called "homework groups" to discuss specific problems and to 
identify possible approaches to overcoming them is a step in the right direction. 
Also, for the first time the consultations with technical experts have tackled 
some of the major technical issues related to verification. 1 had the pleasure
of attending one of their sessions on verification and destruction and found the 
interest high and the proceedings business-like.

I



These are the positive elements. However, much remains to be done, and my 
delegation is not entirely satisfied with the Committee's work on chemical weapons
so far this sumrner.

This has been difficultMy delegation came prepared to do serious business, 
because a number of delegations, including several particularly influential .ones, 
apparently wish to avoid dealing with the key obstacles to the elaboration.of a

to less important questions. Unless this difficulty can be overcome and the 
Committee can proceed to deal with the key verification and compliance issues in 
a concrete, task-by-task mann r, as I proposed here last March, we will not ge
very far. ' '

been frustrated because the position of theSerious business has also
Soviet delegation on verification and compliance issues remains unclear.
heard that their delegation has new flexibility regarding on-site inspection

We have

We have

provisions, an area crucial to real progress in this Working Group. .
been looking forward to receiving a clear explanation of how far the Soviet Union 
is prepared to go in meeting:the verification concerns expressed by my delegation 
and .many others. We were disappointed that such elaboration of the Soviet posi ion 
was not presented when working paper CD/294 was tabled. But we are hopeful that 
such explanations will be forthcoming soon, so that the Committee can take them 
into consideration in its work this summer. For our part, we are ready to deal

and all constructive proposals regarding verification, whetherseriously with any 
from the Soviet delegation or any other.

CD/PV.178
8

(Mr. Fields. United States of America)

A number of delegations have made important and interesting proposals regarding 
a chemical weapons ban in the Committee this year. Bast spring, the delegations
working^paplrs'^on'the Œ? ThJ Soviet

document containing "basic provisions" of a chemical weapons convention (CD/294) 
is potentially useful in our discussions. • i.

Finally, our work has been hampered because of the complexity of the 
Committed’s agenda. For many delegates, the subject of chemical weapons is only 
one of many issues with which they must deal. We can understand and sympathize 
with these delegations but we must utilize the time available for work on 
chemical weapons in the most efficient manner. We are prepared to explore new 
procedures which will allow the work on a chemical weapons ban to proceed as 
rapidly as possible.

As a specific suggestion, my delegation believes that more effective use
For example, the most recent series ofshould be made of technical experts. 

technical consultations has demonstrated that attempting to compress the
Since most experts are in Genevaconsultations into one week is ineffectual, 

for at least two weeks, consideration should be given to scheduling adequate time 
for in-dopth discussion of issues directly relevant to the efforts of the Working 

We should expect concrete results from these discussions.Group.

I

y
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This morning, as I have dona on other occasions, I want to emphasize the 
serious attitude of the United States toward achieving a complete and verifiable . 
ban on chemical weapons. I have in the past stressed the importance which is 
attached to such a ban at the highest levels of our Government.

We are active in all aspects of the Working Group's efforts. Wo have 
augmented our delegation. We have brought a number of Specialists to Geneva for 
the consultations with technical experts. And we have made and will continue 
to make creative proposals for dealing with the important verification questions. 
But in this day and age of inflated rhetoric soma scepticism apparently remains 
about our true intentions. Our goal should be clear to all. • It is the goal 
established by President Reagan — to achieve a complete and effective ban on 
chemical weapons.

Let me outline now some general points which we believe should serve as a 
basis for an effective agreement.

:
The scope of any future agreement should prohibit the development, production 

stockpiling, acquisition, retention or transfer of chemicals, munitions and 
equipment for chemical weapons purposes. Certain other activities and 
capabilities which contribute to an offensive chemical weapons capability should 
be prohibited. In addition, the agreement should ban any assistance'or ,,
encouragement to .others to obtain or produce chemicals or munitions for chemical 
weapons purposes.

* 1

In our view, the agreement should cover super-toxic lethal chemicals, other 
lethal chemicals, and other harmful chemicals, and precursors of such chemicals. 
We do not believe it necessary to include herbicides or riot control agents.

A general purpose criterion should be incorporated in the agreement, along 
with specific toxicity criteria to supplement such a criterion.

One of the key disputes in the Working Group is whether or not to include 
a ban on the use of chemical weapons. The United States supports in principle 
the banning of any use of chemical weapons in armed conflict. At the same time 
we helloVv that care must be taken to avoid ’undermining the ' 1925 Geneva Protocol. 
Therefore, wo believe consideration should be given to including in a convention 
a reaffirmation of the Protocol and of supplementary undertakings. Furthermore, 
we believe that the verification and compliance provisions should allow for a 
fact-finding inquiry into alleged uses of chemical weapons.

Let me turn now to issues relating to the declaration and elimination of 
stockpiles and facilities, 
chemical weapons production and filling facilities should provide base-lines 
for monitoring purposes,.

The declaration of chemical weapons stockpiles and

Thus, any agreement should, mandate prompt., detailed 
declaration of any chemicals, munitions and specially, designed equipment in 
chemical weapons stockpiles. The agreement should also mandate prompt and



provide for agreed controls under which the
could be used for suchThe agreement should also

chemicals with legitimate peaceful applicationsdeclared
purposes.

Government places particular 
To be acceptable to the

well , myisAs the
emphasis on------  - - ------ - .

by national technical means alone. In some situations, mandatoryex v 
and carefully-specified on-site inspection will be needed. A chQ™XCal . *

convention will therefore require a verification system based on a combination 
of national and international measures. Included m international measures 
must be provisions for systematic international on-site inspection.

convention must

should be agreement in advance in the 
minimum, shall be subject toIn particular we believe that there 

convention that the following activities, as a 
systematic international on-site verification:

continuous basis until destructionDestruction of declared stockpiles, on a 
is completed;
Disposition of declared production and filling facilities, under agreed 
procedures, until the facilities have been destroyed,

Permitted small-scale production of super-toxic lethal chemicals for 
protective purposes, under agreed procedures, for as long as a facili y 
is maintained for that purpose.
Furthermore, the agreement should provide for the creation of a consultative 

committee of parties with verification responsibilities.

CD/PV.17G
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detailed declaration of any facilities designed or used for the
chemical which is primarily used for chemical weapons purposes or for filling 

chemical munitions, Such facilities should be declared even if they are or were 
dual-purpose facilities designed or used in part for other purposes, uuch as 
civilian production. Declarations of stockpiles should include the chemical 
name and quantity of agent, munitions, equipment possessed, and the exact 
stockpile location. Declaration of production and filling facilities sh 
include the nature of each facility, its capacity and exact location.

any

should also provide for confirming declarations 
and verifiable closure of facilities, 

Declared stockpiles and 
period according to an agreed

In this area the agreement 
of stocks and facilities, for immediate

construction of any new facilities.and a ban on 
facilities should be destroyed over a ten-year 
schedule and agreed procedures.

O 
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Agreed procedures should be included for a fact-finding investigation under 
the auspices of the treaty parties in the- event that suspicious activities were 
reported. A more practical arrangement than a meeting of the full consultative 
committee should be provided for initiating and carrying out such an inquiry.

Wo believe that the complaints procedure should incorporate the obligation 
to co-operate in resolving^compliance issues expeditiously. This should include 
an appropriate right of on-site inspection at subject sites. A means for redress 
if the issue is not satisfactorily resolved should also be provided.

The agreement should include constraints specifically designed to reduce 
monitoring difficulties, and should contain effective confidence-building measures. 
Further, there should be provisions for exchange of information on the production 
and use of specific commercial chemicals, including precursors, which might be 
diverted to chemical weapons purposes.

, Finally, and this is a particularly important point, there should be effective 
provisions for dealing with the possibility of undeclared stockpiles and.facilities-

At our spring session, I noted with sorrow that the Committee's efforts to 
ban chemical weapons were taking place under the long and dark shadow of the use 
of chemical weapons, in current conflicts. I wish I could today report that this 
heinous practice had ceased,. Unfortunately this is not the case. The use of 
prohibited toxin weapons and lethal chemical agents in south-east Asia and 
chemical warfare in Afghanistan continue. As President Reagan said when he 
addressed the second special session :

"The Soviet Union and their allies are violating the Geneva Protocol 
of 1925, related rules of international law and the 1972 Biological Weapons 
Convention. There is conclusive evidence that the Soviet Government has 
provided toxins for use in Laos and Kampuchea, and are themselves using 
chemical weapons against freedom fighters in Afghanistan. We have repeatedly 
protested to the Soviet Government, as well as the Governments of Laos and 
Viet Nam, their use of chemical and toxin weapons. We call upon them now 
to grant full and free access- to their countries or to territories they 
control so that United Nations experts can conduct an effective, independent 
investigation to verify cessation of these horrors".

There is an important lesson for the Committee to be drawn from this dcadful 
experience. 
compliance.
do not have adequate verification and compliance provisions. 
violated. Wo must not succumb to any temptation 
does not ban these weapons completely, effectively, and verifiably. We simply 
must never make that mistake again.

Any new agreement must have effective provisions for ensuring 
The existing chemical weapons and biological weapons conventions

They are being
to conclude a convention which



We listened with interest and satisfaction to the statement at our last meeting
of the Ad Hoc Working Group, Ambassador Sujka ot 

under his able and energetic leadership it will beof the distinguished Chairman
Poland. It is our hope that .
possible to realize the goal of elaborating optional and why not in some 
agreed, — texts of the elements of the future convention. This would vie in 
accordance with the priority given to this item on our agenda, and even more so 
with the demands and the wishes of the international community, in this line o

the full support of our delegation t lie idea oi t e
Soviet Union Ambassador Is r alyan, .who, hithought, I wish to

distinguished r pr
presenting the aw
the prohibition of the d
and on their destruction
that a tentative deadline for the

of ona, "Basic 
, production and 

suggested at the opening
final elaboration of the draft convention should

major Soviet chemical
of

be agreed upon.
the relationship between

With a view to theToday I would like to offer some observations on 
national and international measures of control and verification, 
solution of numerous issues in this complex domain, including the cost-effectiveness

to discuss and outline in more preciseof these procedures, it seems necessary 
terms at least the following aspects of this relationship:

the maximum extent of the possibilities of national 
supplementing national mechanisms with international measures when

The utilization to 
control,
and where an agreed necessity exists.
The correlation of national and international measures should be determined 
in every specific case depending on the nature ot the relevant provisions 
of the convention with a view to constructing the most efficient and at the 

time least cumbersome system of control and verification.

An evaluation of the role of confidence-building measures in the context of 
the over-all approach to the problems of control and verification, 
particular importance in this respect would be the fact that the different 
kinds of declarations envisaged in the convention will provide valuable and 
indispensable information, guaranteed by the authority of the respective 
State party to the convention.

same

Of
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The question of outlawing chemical weapons_ and of their destruction remains 
one of the focal points in the field of disarmament. It is generally recognized 
that we have reached an important crossroads. Now it is up to us ;o taxe a we 
defined course towards the elaboration of the convention by resolving the 
outstanding issues on the basis of a realistic and effective approach and 
harmonizing our views on the necessary political and technical decisions. • i

The other way would take us into a labyrinth whose meanders are.named "all- 
embracing scope", "100 per cent verification", "round-the-clock on-site inspections ,- èszcaused by technological advance and weapons development. I ha/e in 

, the binary types of chemical weapons, whatever the efiorts toof problems 
mind, of course 
minimize their negative impact on the negotiations.

sz 3

o 
c 

o

sr
 ►
-a

y 
ci
-

o 
ce
 o

C 
*T1

H-
 T
5U)
 *
0H-
 C
D

— 
Ci
>

CT
 ^(U c



CD/PV.178
15

(Mr*. Tellalov, Bulgaria)

.Wa offer these considerations guided by the thought that the cornerstone of 
any system of control and verification must be rationality, rationality coupled 
with realism and objectivity. The national and international measures of 
verification should be organically combined, rather than doubling each other. What
we suggest is not to lose the over-all picture when concentrating on the elaboration 
of particular areas of the future convention.

Here I would like to remind you of the experience of the early stages of the
Initially, 

were
discussion of technical aspects of the verification of a test ban treaty. 
our predecessors in the disarmament negotiations, more than 20 years ago, 
considering the establishment of dozens of internationally operated seismic stations 
all over the globe, involving huge costs and creating numerous technical and human 
problems. A much simpler and rational solution was generally accepted eventually, 
as all of us are aware, that is, the utilization of national seismic stations. 
is only one example of applying rationality to the genuine requirements for 
verification of arms control and disarmament agreements.

This

I would like to stress once again that the elaboration and the implementation 
of a convention to ban and destroy a most dangerous type of weapon of mass 
destruction would be a major achievement in the efforts to curb the arms race. 
socialist countries have on more than one occasion contributed in a substantive way 
to the course of negotiations. The latest Soviet proposal is another milestone 
along this road. Let us hope that the final goal is not too far away.

The

The important and responsible tasks set before the Committee highlight the 
necessity of taking practical measures for increasing its effectiveness, 
be best achieved by the setting up of additional subsidiary bodies on priority items 
and by the possible extension of the duration of the work of some of the existing 
ones.
views and ideas in a detailed way.

This could

When organizational matters come up for discussion we intend to present our

The CHAIRMAN: I thank the representative of Bulgaria for his statement and 
for the kind words that he has addressed to the Chair. I now give the floor to the 
distinguished representative of the Netherlands, His Excellency Ambassador van Dongen.

Mr. VAN DONGEM (Netherlands): Mr. Chairman, my delegation wishes to express 
its satisfaction to see the chairmanship of the Committee on the opening of our 
summer session in such capable and experienced hands as yours. The second special 
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament has amply demonstrated that 
the climate for disarmament can hardly be called favourable ; all the more do we 
stand in need of wise and tactful leadership, and we are confident that you,
Mr. Chairman, will provide it. Warm thanks are due to your distinguished predecessor, 
Ambassador Okawa of Japan. His was far from being an easy task ; it demands not 
merely the diplomatic gifts we have come to expect from the delegation of Japan, but 
equally inventiveness and stamina. In so far as we concluded our previous session 
in an orderly manner and produced the report expected by the General Assembly, it 
was in no small measure due to Ambassador Okawa1s dedication to our duties.

Many previous speakers have given us their views on the whys and wherefores of 
the failure of the second special session to produce something better than the token 
result embodied in its concluding document. On this subject, I shall be brief.
Mo3t of the second special session is best speedily forgotten. The lack of results 
is deplored, but at least no irreparable harm was done to the multilateral 
disarmament process. In this context, the Netherlands attaches great value to the



CD/PV.173
16

(Mr. van Dongen, Netherlands)

fact that the consensus-principle was upheld, since this principle is a pre-condition
As a result, we are dissatisfied butfor the process to be serious and credible, 

not discouraged, nor are we unduly surprised by the final outcome of ohe second_
In fact, the general lack of expectations may itself havespecial session.

contributed to it by playing the role of a self-fulfilling prophesy. 
to the second special session is useful only in so far as it is directly relevant to 

trying to apportion blame for its shortcomings is largely, as Hamlet 
"stale, flat and unprofitable", and I do not intend to indulge in this

Looking back

the future ; 
would have it,

' kind of gamesmanship.
If, therefore, I prefer looking ahead to looking backward, I also stress that 

in the Committee on Disarmament we should concentrate on negotiations on subjects
practical results rather than continue talking about disarmament 

in general terms. The latter is best left to deliberative bodies like the 
General Assembly and it would be my guess that few of us could stomach many more 
ringing appeals and more rhetoric, however beautifully done. We should also bear in 
mind that on some subjects, results in this multilateral forum can only be achieved 
once the pre-conditionof at least a measure of progress in the bilateral discussions

This does not imply

that may yield some

between the two major nuclear-weapon powers have been fulfilled. 
that we should have to remain entirely silent, lot alone be obliged to acquiesce

butwork out, between themselvespassively in whatever the two nuclear giants may
rather acceptance of the fact that theirs is of necessity the leading role, 
same realism makes it possible for the Netherlands delegation to accept a temporary 
halt in the negotiations concerning a comprehensive programme of disarmament. Plans 
as ambitious as the CPD can only come to fruition in a favourable climate, 
to force decisions through can only lead to ambiguity or other inner weaknesses for 
which we would eventually pay the price.

The

efforts

Let me now turn to the subjects that do lend themselves to useful discussion,
The Netherlandsthe comprehensive test ban, outer space and chemical weapons.

Government is convinced that during this summer session the Committee on 
should trv to narrv out with nrioritv the mandate of the Ad Hoc Working Group

" ' On the

Disarmament

established under item 1 of the Committee's agenda, a nuclear test ban. 
basis of the progress report to be submitted by the Ad Hoc Working Group bofoie the 
conclusion of the 1982 session, the Committee will have to take a decision on 
subsequent courses of action, as the last paragraph of the agreed mandate stipulates. 
There is thus little time left for the execution of even the present limited 
mandate'. I intend to submit a working paper outlining a possible programme or work 
for the Ad Hoc Working Group at the next plenary meeting on Tuesday, 17 August, and 
I trust that agreement on the chairmanship of this Ad Hoc Working Group can be
reached without further delay.

Another item the Committee should come to grips with during this summer session
The Netherlands was one of the sponsors otis that of arms control in outer space, 

resolution 36/97/C requesting the Committee on Disarmament to consider, as from the 
beginning of its session in 1982, the question of negotiating effective and verifiable 
agreements aimed at preventing an arms race in outer space. The General Assembly 
also requested the Committee to consider, as a matter of priority, the question ot 
negotiating an effective and verifiable agreement to prohibit anti-satellite systems, 
as an important step towards the fulfilment of the above objectives. 
preliminary exchange of views during the spring session, the Committee should now 
establish the required infrastructure to deal with this agenda item in a businesslike 

I listened with great interest to what my distinguished colleagues from 
Brazil, Canada, China, France, India, Indonesia, Pakistan, the United States and the

After the

manner.
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The General Assembly resolution IUSSR recently had to say on this matter, 
referred to a moment ago provides suitable elements for the mandate of an ad hoc 
working group under item 7 of the agenda.

The third main object of our efforts should be item number 4 of our agenda:
The importance the Netherlands Government has attached over the

energy and resources we have
chemical weapons.
years to this subject is amply borne out by the time 
made available to the multilateral efforts aimed at achieving an effective and

We believe that the Ad Hoc Working Group is onverifiable chemical weapons ban.
the right track to make the best possible use of the elements produced last year 
under its new mandate which warrants full negotiations. 
negotiations between the United States and the USSR seem likely to remain suspended 
for the near future, the role of the Committee on Disarmament is all the more crucial. 
The "Basic provisions" submitted by the Soviet delegation I shall come back to in a 
moment. We pledge our. full support to the Ad Hoc Working Group and hope that at the 
conclusion of the summer session success can be achieved in producing a composite 
paper which could serve as a basis for drafting the chemical weapons convention

Now that bilateral ■

next year.

Verification issues related to compliance with a chemical weapons convention 
have rightly become a focal point in the discussions in the Ad Hoc Working Group on 
Chemical Weapons.
one also on behalf of the delegation of the: Federal Republic of Germany, 
going into the details, I believe it is proper for me to refer briefly to the general 
philosophy of The Netherlands with respect to verification. Adequate verification 
is, in our view, not identical with a set of measures that would bo perfect in 
isolation. Rather would we consider verification measures to be adequate if, 
measured against a well-defined scope of the treaty and a credible system of 
protection measures, the advantages of compliance with the convention would outweigh 
the tremendous disadvantages and risks of maintaining a chemical warfare capability 
for retaliation purposes.

Today X will introduce two contributions on verification issues,
Before

On behalf of the delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany and my own, I 
would now like to introduce document CD/308, dated 10 August 1982. This document 
contains a list of questions that our respective authorities believe to be of 
relevance for a continuation of the efforts in the Ac! Hoc Working Group, having 
studied document CD/294 — CD/CW/WP.35 dated 21 July 1932 submitted by the dilegation 
of the Soviet Union. It is the hope of our two delegations that this document, which 
supersedes and elaborates upon the set of questions put forward by the delegation of 
the Federal Republic of Germany in a meeting of the Ad Hoc Working Group a few weeks 
ago, will facilitate the further clarification which the delegation of the 
Soviet Union undertook to present in due course. I would like to make it clear that 
our respective authorities have considered with interest the Soviet draft "Basic 
provisions" of a chemical weapons convention. It is the hope of our two Governments 
that unambiguous answers to the questions contained in CD/308, in conjunction with 
subsequent in-depth discussion in the Ad Hoc Working Group, will provide fresh ground 
for speedy agreement on an effective and verifiable chemical weapons ban.



The method wan developed under the direction of Dr. A.J.J. Ooms, well Know 
to most delegations in the Committee on Disarmament and its predecessor, tne 
Conference of the Committee on Disarmament, who is di ector 
Laboratory of the Netherlands Defence Research Organisa ion. This highly . 
sensitive method is based on an analysis of waste water downstream of chemical 
production plants, with a view to detecting a phosphorus-methyl bond the presence 
of which is common to most of the known supertoxic nerve agents. It is very 
stable towards chemical reactions and can be used as • and I think the 
comparison is comprehensible — a "fingerprint". As the possible presence o 
the compounds at issue may also be due to the natural or industrial backgroun , 
a reference sample upstream of the chemical production plant should be analyse 
in addition to a downstream sample. Only if the analysis is positive with reupec 
to what I call the "fingerprint", pointing to the presence of decomposition

may ultimately be haa to

of the Prins Maurits

products or starting materials in waste water, recourse 
more intrusive measures, such as a visit to the suspected plant to reveal the 
identity of the product manufactured.

Having explained this much about document CCD/533 (now reissued as
working document CD/307•document CD/306), I can venture to elaborate on our 

First of all, it contains positive results of research with respect to the 
applicability of the "fingerprint" method to binary nerve agents. After stating 
that it is safe to assume that one of the two precursors of the binary agent does

new

i .

: :1!

!»
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==SI|35=irsSl=H
inter alia, to investigate the applicability of the procedure in case oout __________

binary nerve agents systems.
Working document CD/307, which T. am pleased to introduce today, contains 

announced further scientific work in my country.the results of the
few words to refresh your memories as to what workingAllow me to say a ^

paper CCD/533, now reissued as document CD/3O0, is about.

The scientific method described in CCD/533”CD/3°6 concentrated on a 
militarily highly significant class among the'supertoxic single purpose agents, 
i.e. the nerve agents. It was defined with a view to contributing to the 
elaboration of international measures of verification of a phemical weapons ban, 
with emphasis on the non-production of these agents, including binary weapon

- measures that would be, in order to be acceptable to all States, orsystems -
as non-intrusive a character as reasonably possible.
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already contain the fingerprint bond before reaction with the other, the p^per 
goes on to say that the validity of the analytical method for two distinguishable 
types of precursors has been tested with success. Thus the entire range of the 
most toxic binary G-agents as well as binary VX has been covered.

Research was also carried out to get acquainted with the occurrence of" "" 
compounds containing the fingerprint in water from natural or industrial origin, 
since the findings in this respect could theoretically affect the applicab.iltty 
of the verification method. To our satisfaction it was found that the 
phosphorus-methy.I procedure was sensitive even in heavily polluted water. The 
environmental background levels do not affect the maximum distance of a few 
hundred metres downstream where samples could be taken. Thus the originally 
foreseen degree of non-intrusiveness can be maintained.

It gives a simple yes or noThe advantage of the system is obvious. 
answer to the question whether compounds related to chemical warfare nerve gases

The method is equally relevantcontaining the "fingerprint'1 are present or not. 
for binary weapon precursors. The chemical analyses of the waste water can be

The method is highly sensitive 
In many languages a particularly

performed by many laboratories in the world. 
and can best bo illustrated as follows, 
difficult fact-finding mission is metaphorically described as "looking for a 
needle in a haystack". The staff of the research institute was so tempted by 
this metaphor that they decided to compare the relative values of weight for 
needle and haystack with the values found for the fingerprint' in a corresponding 
volume of waste water. It was found that the needle value was indeed matched.

Our research in this field will continue, but already at this stage we 
can safely recommend the method described as at least one valuable building 
block in a set of interacting components of a verification system to be 
agreed upon. We would very much hope that other delegations will carry out 
comparable research. In this context my delegation would like to express 
its respect to the delegation of an Observer-State, Finland. for the impressive 
and laborious work that has been cafried out in Finland over the years, of 
which the latest so-called "blue book" is yet another reflection. It is our 
sincere hope that thus the technical basis for verification will already have 
been established when the time is ripe for a final breakthrough in the 
Committee on Disarmament on the subject of a chemical weapons ban.
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The CHAIRMAN; I thank the representative of the Netherlands for his statement 
and for the kind remarks that he has addressed to the Chair. I now give the floor 
to the representative of Czechoslovakia, Ambassador Vejvoda.

Mr. VEJVODA (Czechoslovakia); Mr. Chairman, my intention today is to deal 
briefly with'agenda item 4 concerning the -question of the prohibition of the 
development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons and their destruction. 
In my.statement during this year's spring session I dealt extensively with the 
problem of verification of the provisions of a future chemical weapons convention. 
Now I would like to address mainly some problems arising in connection with the 
emergence of binary weapons and some other aspects with regard to the scope of 
prohibition. ! ' ' 1 -

: ? •

The General Assembly,.at its second special session on disarmament, 
unequivocally reaffirmed the prohibition of chemical weapons as an item of 
exceptionally high priority and called for an early conclusion of a convention 
on that subject. It is up to our Committee, the only multilateral body negotiating 
on disarmament, to cope with-this task and to exert all efforts to elaborate a 
chemical weapons convention in the nearest future. V.re firmly believe that after 
years of negotiations, with many proposals and numerous conceptual material 
gathered, a solid basis exists for a fruitful continuation of our work.

This, let us say, optimistic approach is based on the presumption that a 
broad convergence of views exists as to basic aspects of the future convention.
This optimism is also considerably backed by the document entitled "Basic provisions 
of a convention on the prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling 
of chemical weapons and on their destruction" submitted by the Soviet Union at the 
second special session. I have already had the opportunity to stress the 
importance my delegation attaches to this document and to' voice our full support 
for it. Nov/ I would simply like to add that we regard the "Basic provisions" as 
an example of a constructive approach whereby the proposals and views of negotiating 
partners are considered and taken into account, 
negotiating process is about.
expect other major powers to display similar good will and a compromise approach.•

One of the problems which is seriously hindering the elaboration of a draft 
convention is the decision to produce and commission binary weapons and ultimately 
to station them on the territories of other countries. This decision is contrary 
to United Nations General Assembly resolution 36/9ÊB, which, inter alia., "calls 
upon all States to refrain from 
other new types of chemical weapons as well as from stationing chemical weapons 
in those States where there are no such weapons at present". And let it be 
recalled that no more than one delegation at the General Assembly last fall 
found it necessary to vote against this resolution.

My delegation completely fails to understand how the programme of 
modernization and chemical rearmament undertaken in the United States of America 
goes together with the sincere interest to negotiate and to achieve the prohibition 
of chemical weapons professed in this room by the United States delegation.
Moreover, we do not think that the term "modernization" reflects fully what is 
going on. Many delegations have already stressed, and we deem it necessary to

That is' exactly v/hat the 
It is therefore fully justified and fair if we

production and deployment of binary and



would amountemphasize once more, that the full-scale production of binary weapons
todîhe commencement of a qualitatively new round in th chemical arms race, sin t-
these weapons represent a new generation of chemical

'reason to oppose the production and proliferation of binary weapons since the 
thousands of units of binary annmition stationed in our _

The stationing

. My country has one

more
prospect of having ,
immediate western neighbourhood is a matter of grave concern to s.

in Europe is not just a remote possibility. Wu have heaid - 
statements of high United States officials and strategists in this respect.of these weapons 

numerous

The introduction of binary weapons into the arsenals of States would also 
significantly complicate the solution of the basic difficulty in the_elaboration 
of^a chemical weapons convention, namely, that of separating ooramercial chemic 
from those which can be used for chemical weapons. Consequently, the extienuly 
difficult task of defining chemicals for commercial purposes which may be produced 
for binary weapons would arise. Thus, the implementation cl many aspects of -he 
future convention would be seriously complicated, e.g. the obligation not 
toaTfer chemical weapons and ether obligations related thereto The process of 
.... declaration by States of their stocks of chemical weapons and means of protect 
of such weapons would also be seriously hampered. The emergence of binary 
would also significantly facilitate possible covert .to.=kpiUn« ^‘lender 
chemicals for binary weapons purposes and for developing chemic . Atensivelv 
the guise of commercial production. There is no need to elahorate extensively on 
the grave consequences this would have for the relevant verification procedures, 
both national and especially international, lie do not think i f« 
to binary weapons such verification methods as are based upon the extreme toxi y 
of the chemical àgents"ïïsed in traditional types of chemical weapons. - h
heard some arguments to the contrary. However, we consider those arguments rather

the

oversimplified.

At the same time we reject most emphatically all attempts to suggest thatth^ 
future convention should ignore or somehow circumvent the problem of bin y p 
The agreed provisions on the scope of prohibition contained in the J°i■
Soviet-United States report to the Committee on Disarmament m 1-^0, wh_ch v . 
still consider valuable, clearly encompass binary weapons as ^11. Should 
programme of binary weapons production be undertaken, these posi 
would be seriously undermined.

9 March 1982. The deliberations in the Committee both last yecir^c - .LSs spring session clearly demonstrated that virtually delegations pard
special attention to the question of binary weapons and considered that

should be prohibited in the future convention, i par ” , ,.
of the delegations oi the

and Sweden as well as
weapons
by the socialist countries we noted the views 
United Kingdom, Australia, the Federal Republic of Germany 
the statements of other western delegations and the Group

,» jis,s\rr 1KÆS - rszssis.ys5sr*
efforts in trying to reach agreement on this subject since it undoubtedly has^

iTssss ^:«fregard as early as possible, be it with respect to the problem of the définit»!

(Mr. Vd.jvoda, Czechoslovakia)

21

O 
(D



CD/PV.178
22

(Mr. Ve.jvoda, Czechoslovakia)

of the term "chemical weapons", the question of the sphere of activity to be 
encompassed by the prohibition or the much discussed problem whether the prohibition 
of use of chemical weapons should be included in the future convention. The 
problem of the use of chemical weapons has been widely discussed in the Committee 
in recent years and numerous arguments have been raised both supporting and 
opposing its inclusion. I do not believe that going through all those arguments 
once again would' serve any purpose. However, at this stage when we are, hopefully, 
about to embark on the formulation of a composite draft text of a chemical weapons 

■ convention, my delegation would like to record here briefly its position on the 
subject,

As far as the use of chemical weapons is concerned, Czechoslovakia considers 
it clearly and unequivocally prohibited by the Geneva Protocol of 1925. Vo 
maintain that the Protocol is an important international instrument which has since 
its adoption played a positive role. In connection with the proposals to strengthen 
the Protocol by including the prohibition of the use of chemical weapons in the 
future chemical weapons convention,' we do not share the view that by doing so we 
can strengthen the Protocol whatsoever. Quite the contrary, for the doubled 
prohibition of the use- of chemical weapons would inevitably lead to the weakening 
of the Protocol and to the creation of an unnecessary precedent. All our efforts 
should be aimed at the achievement of and ensuring compliance with a convention 
which would leave no chemical weapons in the arsenals of States. If this is 
achieved, and we deem it feasible, no question of use can arise.

Mr. ISSRÀELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (translated from Russian); 
Mr. Chairman, in accordance with its programme of work the Committee on Disarmament 
is today discussing an issue whiwh requires particular consideration and attention on 
the part of all delegations represented here. The exceptional importance of the 
complete prohibition and elimination of chemical weapons is self-evident.

The times are past when the danger represented by chemical weapons was as it
were, overshadowed by the horror and dread that nuclear weapons inspired in mankind. 
For who today is not aware that modern chemical wea.pons also have a frightening 
capacity to sow Black Death on earth? Chemical weapons are, moreover, particularly 
barbaric because they endanger above all the unprotected civilian population. There 
is a real and growing threat of the widespread use of .chemical weapons. 
question is whether we are going now, immediately, to put a stop to the chemical 
arms

Thus the

race orgy, or whether we are going to miss the opportunity, perhaps 
irrevocably.

The Soviet Union is decisively in favour of the speediest possible prohibition 
of chemical weapons. As President L»I« Brezhnev said in his message to. the second 
special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, 
be done to ensure that chemical weapons have no place on earth.

V/e are prepared to reach an agreement without

"Everything must 
The Soviet Unionis a staunch supporter of this,goal, 

delay on the complete prohibition of chemical weapons and the elimination of stocks 
of such weapons", The Soviet Union confirmed that this was its approach to the 
matter by putting forward the "Basic provisions of a convention on the prohibition 
of the development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their 
destruction".
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The Soviet delegation has distributed 'the text of-these-"Basic provisions" 
as an official document of the Committee on Disarmament and also of its Working 
Group on Chemical Weapons (document CD/294/CD/WP.55)• Today we wish formally to 
introduce this document.

The-Soviet document was prepared taking into account the results of the 
Soviet-American bilateral negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons between 
1976 and 198O and of the.'negotiations that took place in the Committee on Disarmament

While it naturally reflects the Soviet
it incorporates many

during that same'period and subsequently.
position on the question of the prohibition of chemical weapons 
valuable and sound proposals of other States and with respect to a number of the 
most important aspects it takes into account the positions of our negotiating
partners.

If the essence of the Soviet document were to be summarized in a few words, 
it could be said that what it amounts to is a translation into the language of the 
provisions of a convention of the desire of the USSR to achieve the speediest 
possible prohibition of chemical weapons and so far as possible to remove the 
obstacles to the adoption of a convention by putting forward tor consideration on 
the really crucial, and I repeat crucial, but controversial aspects of the 
convention, flexible solutions which take account of the various points of view and, 
we believe, make it possible to reconcile them.

First ofAllow me' to go into the Soviet document in somewhat greater detail, 
all'T;should like to emphasize that this is not a comprehensive text of a future 
convention, but rather its basic provisions, In other words, the Soviet draft offers 
possible formulations or what appear to us to be mutually acceptable approaches to 
the formulation of the principal provisions of the future convention. It is not 
designed to provide answers to many questions concerning details of the future 
■convention'. It aims primarily at helping to resolve key issues — the scope of the 
prohibition, confidence-building measures, verification of compliance and other

Unfortunately, as you all know, there has not up to now been any general 
It seems to us that the draft text we have submitted provides a

questions, 
agreement on these.
basis for the achievement of consensus precisely on the key aspects of the convention.

I would remind you that the Soviet draft proposes that the future convention 
should consist of four main sections — on the scope of the prohibition, declarations 
and confidence-building measures, ensuring compliance with the convention and the

Allow me now to touch upon some mattersconcluding provisions of the convention, 
relating to the various sections of the Soviet draft.

■ I shall not enumerate them, for they are probably well known, the more so 
since. as I have already said, in many cases they reflect a common standpoint they

It was no surprise toreflect the positions of the Soviet-American joint proposal.
that the statement by the United States delegation indicated certainus', therefore

positions which are in fact also reflected in the Soviet draft basic provisions. 
VJhat is there to say about the scope of the prohibition? , What do we want to 
emphasize in this section of the future convention?
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Scope of the prohibition. Here we believe it is particularly important that 
the future convention should include a prohibition of weapons with binary or 
multi-component charges, as referred to in paragraph (b) of the definition of 
chemical weapons under section 1 of the Soviet draft. We attach particular 
importance to this matter as we consider that the appearance of binary chemical 
weapons will represent a qualitatively new stage in the chemical arms race, a stage 
which could vitally affect the entire prospect for the prohibition of this type of 
'weapon. We have talked about this a number of times already, and our views are 
shared by many other delegations. These views were confirmed, moreover, by the 
consultations with technical experts, which made it clear that by contrast with the 
production of supertoxic weapons in factory conditions, in which the traditional types 
of such weapons are manufactured on the basis, as a rule, of the same chemicals of 
known composition, ir. the development of binary systems of chemical weapons their 
production may involve new chemicals of various classes and in a wide variety of 
combinations. The uncertainty from the standpoint of the detection of compliance 
or non-compliance with the convention becomes many times greater as a result of the 
possibility of the appearance in the future of various kinds of binary weapons in 
addition to supertoxic lethal systems. Furthermore, binary systems of chemical 
weapons make it difficult to monitor their production and stockpiling by groups of 
States belonging to military blocs. Some members of a bloc may in the future be 
parties to the convention while others may not, and the provisions of the convention 
would thus not apply to the latter.

it is obvious that the development of the production of any type of binary 
weapon will bring new generations of chemicals into the range of chemical substances 
capable of being used as the components of such 

• convention will be confrnm-ed with the extremely difficult problem of how to set a 
limit .distinguishing chemicals for commercial purposes from chemicals which could ■— 
and 1 repeat could — be used in binary systems of chemical weapons„ It cannot be 
excluded that this problem might arise in connection with other substances in addition 
to organophosphorus compounds.

• • • ' » f i • • 1 . . ; " v ! y rrj ;
-t must also be pointed out that the components used in binary systems constitute 

a special kind of precursors. They differ from the precursors used in industrial 
conditions chiefly in that they are not simply the raw materials for obtaining lethal 
chemicals but practically already prepared chemical weapons when they are in 
combination with special devices or constructions.

Thus, it must be recognized that binary varieties of chemical weapons based on 
the latest advances in science and technology represent an incomparably more serious 
danger and create incomparably greater difficulties in the determination of the scope 
oi the prohibition as well as in the monitoring of compliance with that prohibition, 
than do so-called unitary chemical weapons.

It is obvious that there is no way around these problems and the only thing to 
do in to tackle the solution of them in a serious manner. 
would it be if it were to deal only with obsolescent types of chemical weapons that are 
taing removed from arsenals and ignored the more modern types of such weapons which are

weapons, and States parties to the

What kind of a convention

CD/PV.173
24
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We have heard repeated assurances from thebeing developed by at least one State?
United States delegation and a number of other States that binary weapons will be 
subject to absolute prohibition under the convention.
they are still not enough. It is essential that the problems arising in connection 
with binary weapons should be resolved both in the process of the consultations 
with technical experts and in the Committee as a whole.

ButThese are fine words.

The participants in the consultations, and no doubt all members of the Committee 
also, have obviously noted that we, the Soviet delegation, are interested, for 
example, at the practical level, in the problem of the prevention of the concealed 
manufacture, either in the guise of commercial manufacture or via a "division of 
labour" among States, of components of binary systems, special-purpose additives 
for such systems, including catalysts, and also devices and constructions

We have raised the question how tospecifically intended for binary systems, 
identify for the purposes of the convention those areas of chemistry and chemical 
technology where the emergence of new, as yet unknown systems ot binary weapons is 
possible; and how to devise methods for the detection of stockpiles of binary weapons 
that might already exist if, that is, in defiance of the General Assembly's decision 
States had embarked on the production of binary weapons?' We have not received

to these questions from any delegation, including that of the United States.answers

With regard to the section on the scope of the prohibition, I should like to 
draw attention to the fact that there are no provisions on the prohibition of the

the use ofuse of chemical weapons in the Soviet draft, for a simple reason : 
chemical weapons is unconditionally and absolutely prohibited by the Geneva 
Protocol of 1925. The prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling 
of chemical weapons and the destruction of all stocks will deprive States, so to 
speak, of the material basis for violating the 1925 Protocol inasmuch as they will 
not even have any chemical weapons. 
rather than a feigned desire to strengthen the regime for the non-use of chemical 
weapons established by the 1925 Geneva Protocol, then the fundamental thing to do is 
to direct all efforts towards the speediest possible conclusion of the convention

Let us suppose that, with a convention in existence, suspicions
This will automatically give rise to

We therefore believe that if there is a real

we are working on.
arise concerning the use of chemical weapons. 
a suspicion of the violation of one or of several of the obligations entered into by 
States under the convention, namely, the obligations not to develop, produce, 
transfer or retain chemical weapons and to destroy all stocks thereof. 
seems to us that this question, which has been posed and blown up in a rather 
artificial and unjustifiable manner, becomes all the more complicated when it is 
proposed in the context of a convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons to 
solve questions relating to other international agreements. This merely further 
complicates a task that is already complicated enough.

In short, it

The second main section of the Soviet draft, entitled "Declarations and 
confidence-building measures", reflects the great importance which the Soviet Union 
attaches to ensuring implementation of the convention on the basis of international 
co-operation. I do not intend now to dwell on all the declarations and confidence­
building measures we have proposed; I should simply like to stress that they are all 
closely linked with the verification measures and should be viewed as forming a

u
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whole. I should like merely to draw attention to the undertaking by States parties 
that is provided for in otir draft to submit appropriate notifications thréë''months 
before the initiation of the"implementation of each stage of the plan for the 
destruction or diversion to permitted purposes of stocks of chemical weapons and of 
each stage of thè:plan for the destruction or dismantling of facilities which provide 
capacities■for the production of chemical weapons, and not later than 30 days after 

completion of such operations to submit statements to that effect also.the
■ I wish also to draw attention to the provision providing an undertaking by 

States parties to the future convention to submit annual declarations concerning 
basic categories of chemicals produced, diverted from stocks, acquired or used.
This important provision is, of course —and I should like to stress this stated 
in the Sdviet draft in general terms, and needs to be elaborated, but we believe 
that at the present stage we should agree on such undertakings in a broad way and go 
into the details of the actual provisions laterP

• The Soviet draft also provides for the drawing up through collective efforts of 
lists of chemicals and precursors which represent a special danger from the viewpoint

It also proposesof their possible diversion to use for chemical weapons purposes, 
that notifications should be submitted concerning transfers by one State party to 

■ another of chemicals which could be used as components for binary weapons; and so
forth. I t .

As is clear from the foregoing,few examples, all the measures we propose are 
aimed at giving the parties to the ,convention the assurance that it is being complied 
with. • .

Allow me now to dwell on questions of verification.
conception of the matter of the monitoring of implementation of an

We are in favour of

I should like once again to
reiterate our
international agreement on the prohibition of chemical weapons „ 
strict and effective but not intrusive verification. VJe are in favour of a 
verification which gives States the assurance of compliance with the convention but 
which will not at the same time engender mutual suspicion or in any way lead to a
worsening of the relations between States.

As we have already stated more than once, we consider that effective 
implementation of the convention can be ensured by national monitoring, by national 
technical means of verification, supplemented by certain international procedures 
including on-site inspections on a voluntary basis or what some call challenge 
verification. However, in view of the decisive importance of the destruction of 
stocks, and wishing to provide for ourselves and for all other future parties to 
the convention, an additional asburahce that no party is committing a violation of 
this most important undertaking, in the end, in some measure and simply to accommodate 
the positions of many of our partners in the negotiations, v/e considered it necessary 
to provide ..for-..the ..possibility of carrying out systematic international on-site 
inspections, for example, on the basis of an agreed quotat. of the destruction.of 
stocks at converted or specialized facilities.

VJe have also provided for-a special verification procedure for the permitted 
production of supertoxic lethal- chemicals àt a specialized facility. This is on the 
understanding that such a facility will continue to exist even when total chemical



The Soviet "Basic provisions" provide for a very wide range of possible actions 
by States parties to the convention for the purpose of establishing confidence 
between them on the matter of the implementation of the convention and the monitoring 
of compliance with the obligations flowing from it, such as:
States as to whether or not they possess chemical weapons ; the declaration of stocks 
of such weapons and capacities for their production, and of plans for their destruction 
or diversion to permitted purposes and plans for the destruction and dismantling 01 
facilities, stating the location of the facilities; information concerning progress 
in carrying out the declared plans- with notifications prior to the start of each 
stage of their implementation and also1 following thé completion ot the operations 
concerned. According to the Soviet provisions, such measures would be carried out by 
national verification bodies, by national technical means, if they possess

in the case of other States which have an agreement to that effect,

a declaration by

such means or _
on the basis of information received through the use of those means, and lastly by 
the international verification body with ' the conduct of on-site inspections 
basis of a documented request as well as of systematic international inspections 
carried out, for example, on the basis of an agreed quota as I mentioned earlier.

the' implementation of the convention while at the

on the

Our approach ensures 
same time it is not . .i i ■ii'

In connection with the matter of the verification of the destruction of stocks 
at a specialized facilitysome delegations have put forward proposals, firstly, tor 
permanent on-site inspections (with international inspectors staying at the facility 
day and night throughout all the years during which stocks are being destroyed), and 
I believe this was referred to today in a statement, and secondly, for the installation 
at the facility of so-called "black boxes" which'would collect and process information 
and transmit it by radio telecommunications.

Let us suppose for a moment that such a verification system had been established. 
There would be inspectors permanently stationed at the facility concerned, who could 
not leave it even for a second ; there’would be "black boxes" in every corner, and the 
people working in the facility would be stumbling over them ; but let us suppose thac 
this had been done. It would then be necessary seriously to ponder the question of 
what would be the results of the most meticulous and thorough verification of the 
progress of the destruction of stocks at a specialized facility if a State had not

Or supposing a State after declaring the 
stocks that are to be destroyed at a specialized facility, then proceeds to conceal 
part of the stocks and does not submit them for destruction at the facility, or 
pretends that it has destroyed them?

Would it not be simpler to assume that, if it has such dishonest intentions, 
a State will merely fail to declare that part of its stocks which it does not intend 
to destroy, and no amount of day and night permanent inspection will be of any avail 
whatsoever. •

made a full declaration of its stocks.
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disarmament has been accomplished and no chemical weapons as such remain on earth. 
In those circumstances, it-would of course be extremely dangerous if someone should 
attempt to abuse the trust of other States and use that facility for the secret 
production and stockpiling of chemical weapons.

•H 
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No other method of international verification except inspection on ground's of
We should also reflectsuspicion in such a case will help to establish the truth, 

on how to take account, for our purposes, in the drawing up of measures for verifying 
the destruction of stocks, of the fact that any specialized facility of such a kind 
must have its own strict and clear technological regulations, specific parameters for 
the : entry of chemicals and output of the products of their destruction, its own 
extensive range of devices for process management and control, and so forth.

■ In short, while appealing for a greater objectivity in the work on the 
provisions of the future convention relating to verification, we are gratified to 

• |note that some delegations are beginning to seek more realistic, approaches. To 
mention just one example, the document on verification ,submitted by the delegation 
of Canada (CD/167) contains a whole series of interesting points, one of which says 
in effect that in the drawing up of various control measures the starting point 
should be minimum levels of .intrusiveness in the internal affairs of States, 
to be hoped that in the.positions of all delegations .a spirit of realism and 
constructiveness will in the last resort prevail.

!
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Mr. Chairman, in connection with the submission of the Soviet draft basic 
provisions of a convention on■the prohibition-of chemical weapons, a number of

VJe consider this an
-

delegations have requested us to answer some questions, 
expression of interest in the Soviet document and express our gratification and

We have repeatedly explained ourthanks to those delegations for .that interest, 
position on key questions of the convention, including, we hope, at today’s meeting.

i
■

'
- The delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany, in its document of 26 July, 

referred to our working paper CCD/539 of 3 August 19771 which stated that the main 
purpose of monitoring the. destruction of stocks of chemical weapons should be to 
establish: (a) the fact of the destruction'of an agent of a certain type; (b) the 
quantity of the agent destroyed; and (c) the quality of this agent. The delegation 
asked us: are the systematic international on-site inspections designed to achieve 
these goals?

1

*,
It should be explained that inWe answer this question in the affirmative.

1977 document the principle of national verification is taken as the basis
for opposing national verification to international verification.

Il butour
we see no reason
We are in.favour of a harmonious combination of the two types of verification.

We have also been asked, and not only by the delegation of the Federal Republic
In the "Basic provisionsof Germany, to explain what is meant by an "agreed quota". 

of a convention", the carrying out of international on-site inspections at specialized 
facilities (of the destruction of stocks of chemical weapons and the production of 
supertoxic lethal chemicals for permitted purposes) on the basis of an agreed quota 
is proposed as one —> I repeat, one —1 of the possible forms of such inspections.
This does not mean that we are not prepared to consider other possible forms too. 
Obviously when agreement has been reached on procedures which are acceptable to all, 
we shall then have to work out in detail together the contents of such procedures.
On a number of other specific issues the Soviet delegation intends to give a reply in 
the Working Group during the consideration of the relevant provisions of the future 

I will say, however, at once, that in our opinion many questions call

i

convention.
for joint answers, especially when they concern such matters as système 
international on-site inspections, on which in the past many different 
have already been put forward by quite a large number of States.

usais4 i ■
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He prefer the method of bilateral and multilateral consultations with 
interested delegations in a joint search for answers to the questions which arise

For the information of members of the Committeein the course of negotiations.
I will say that the Soviet delegation has already conducted a series of such 
extremely useful bilateral consultations, in the course of which we ourselves 
asked questions and we answered the questions of our partners, and we intend to

We think that this is far more effective than something
Anyone

continue this practice, 
more like a quiz game — you know : 
really interested in finding joint answers will find a constructive partner in the 
Soviet delegation. I repeat, we are ready to search for answers to any questions 
which arise in the course'of the negotiations, including those concerning the Soviet

question, answer, question, answer.

draft.

Every now and then an attempt isI 'should:like to refer to another matter, 
made to 'steer negotiations'into the labyrinth of secondary questions at a time 
when agreement has not been reached on the major questions. Take, for example, 
these problems of verification. While there is quite a high degree of agreement 
on the question of scope and, as we believe, the outlines of possible formulations 
on the scope of the prohibition are emerging, this■is not yet the case with regard to 
verification issues. Nevertheless we sometimes get bogged down in a discussion or

We propose that agreement should be
and then on the

highly specialized aspects of verification. 
reached on basic approaches, where this is possible, of course 
basis of such agreed approaches — general approaches — we can work out the details.

■ f

The Soviet draft "Basic provisions", whose significance has been acknowledged 
by almost all delegations in- the Committee, are a demonstration of the Soviet Union's 
interest in the speediest possible conclusion of a convention on the prohibition of 
chemical weapons, and evidence of its goodwill. At the same time, we should also 
like particularly to stress the fact that we are hoping — we are very much hoping — 
for a demonstration of goodwill from the other side also. ,

This refers in particular to the United States delegation, which the other day 
and also today, expressed in the Committee its "disappointment'' because, allegedly, 
the Soviet Union and other socialist countries do not wish to take_ part in serious 
discussions. The slightest acquaintance with the work of the Committee, of its 
working groups and contact groups, would suffice to arrive at quite the opposite

It would seem that some members of the Committee are judging others by 
We, for example, are not in the habit of agreeing, on the one hand, 

the setting up within the Committee of a- working group on a priority aspect of 
disarmament — a nuclear-weapon-test ban, in this instance — and then of stating 
bluntly that the time is not yet ripe for the conclusion of an agreement on the 
complete prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests.
serious approach to the work of the Committee on Disarmament, and who does not ?

conclusion. 
themselves. to

who takes aJudge for yourselves:

We should like to ask the United States delegation a simple and direct 
question, which certainly does not call for the assistance of experts : 
see its own path towards the achievement of mutually acceptable solutions, and its 
readiness to take account of the position of other participants in the negotiation.?, 
including the Soviet Union? Negotiations can be successful if all those taking part 
in them strive for mutually acceptable solutions — we repeat, mutually acceptable 
solutions,

how does it



of his statement, the representative of the United States,
could not resist theAt the end

referring to the need to ban poisonous substances,
temptation to employ a peculiar type of poisonous substance—, falsehood an 
calumny — right in the middle of our meeting; even the reference to the 1 resident 
does not in any way alter the fact that a poisonous cloud was released in this

, as once again the assertions by..the United States of its 
1 disarmament were placed in doubt by the United States 

delegation itself. The reasons for this importunate repetition of lies are well 
known. One of them — and probably the main one — is to justify the United States 
policy of chemical rearmament. It is enough to mention a single fact: t e 
United States document (CD/264) speaks openly of the advantages of binary weap ns, 

States is today proceeding to produce on a large scale.

room. Me regret 
attachment to ch

which the United
I should like to say, finally, that the preparation of a convention on the 

prohibition of chemical weapons is an urgent and priority task. All delegations 
have tirelessly repeated this. We want to go further,.and to propose concrete 
steps towards the fulfilment of this priority task. . .

1 ;
In the first place, we consider;it essential that the activity of the 

Working Group, under the able.guidance of our friend, Ambassador Comrade Sujka, 
should not be suspended,for almost six months (i.e. from practically the beginning 
of September, when the Committee's session is to end, until the end of February, 
when the Group will in effect be able to resume its work. We are opposed to this 
long interval. We are ready to agree to any generally acceptable arrangement.
The"working Group on the prohibition of chemical weapons could continue its work 
now; it could resume work after a short interruption, or, lastly, it could resume 
its work at the beginning of next .yearas. happened this year in the case of the 
Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament.

^ /

In the second place, we consider,.that it would be. useful to establish a 
date, even if only an approximate one, for the completion of work on the convention 
for the prohibition of chemical weapons. In this connection it should be borne

inter alia, that the chemicals industry is developing today not daily but 
A few years ago, the problem of the prohibition of binary

It has now arisen
in mind,
literally hourly.
chemical weapons did not exist; no one was talking about it. 
in connection with the well-known decision of the United States Government,

has been mentionedThis, tooand this has greatly complicated the negotiations, 
today by all speakers with the sole exception, I believe, of the first speaker. 
Who, I ask, can guarantee that while we are squandering precious time, and 
discussing sometimes doubtful problems, new and still more dangerous types of 
chemical weapons will not appear, and all the work we have done so far will have 
been in vain, will come to naught.

We are pressed for time, gentlemen, on the question of the prohibition of 
chemical weapons. .•

!
v;
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It is certainly not for lack of timemeetings over a longer period than at present.
that the Committee has been unable to make much headway in its work, 
consideration could be given to the question of the duration of annual sessions on 
the basis of the volume of work of a substantive nature.

Future

For reasons already well known, the summer session of the Committee will be of 
a shorter duration than is usual and it is not expected that we can do much in so 
short a time. However, it is encouraging to see that the Committee has managed to 
adopt its programme of work within a shorter time than usual, and this, to our mind,
is a good augury.

There is universal consensus that general and complete disarmament should be 
the ultimate goal if we are to eradicate for all time the twin threats that most 
seriously menace mankind, namely, the scourge of war and the threat to human 
survival posed by nuclear weapons. There is, therefore, no greater task for this 
multilateral negotiating body than to have as the foremost item on its agenda a 
programme for the ultimate attainment of general and complete disarmament. For 
this reason, the comprehensive programme of disarmament must continue to be the

through which the goal of general and complete disarmament must be reached.
without doubt, due tomeans

Our past inability to draw up a comprehensive programme is 
the fact that we have not been able to reconcile our views as to the principles on

We therefore feel that a meeting of minds with
and commitment must be

which the programme should be based.
regard to the principles of stages, time-frame, measures 
reached before we can carry out the next round in the drafting exercise.

the rapid rate of advance in the development of space technology, the arms
It is, therefore, urgently

With
race now threatens to enter the realm of space. 
necessary to prevent outer space being used for warlike purposes before it is too 
late, as the consequences of such use are likely to have a destabilizing effect on 
earth itself. This delegation, therefore, supports the consideration of this item 
within a working group as first suggested by the delegation of Sweden during the 
last session.

The Working Group on Chemical Weapons which met in advance of this summer session 
made a good start under the able chairmanship of Ambassador Sujka of Poland. There^

be made even in the short timeare indeed ample grounds for optimism that progress can
we have during this summer session. It is important to note that in dealing with 
chemical weapons we are dealing with a real disarmament measure on weapons of mass 
destruction the use of which could have devastating consequences on the civilian

Negotiations in the past have made considerable progress on the
We hope that there

population also.
scope and definition as well as the nature of the convention. 
will be a narrowing of differences between the two sides on the issue of verification 
and compliance in the light of fresh developments at the second special session, and
this is a hopeful sign.

Limitations of strategic armaments have suffered a severe set-back with the
New concepts and doctrines are being advancedsetting aside of the SALT II;Agreement, 

which appear to make it permissible to use nuclear weapons by underrating the possible 
outcome of their' use. Despite the seriousness of the situation, this Committee is 
still unable to deal effectively with measures on nuclear disarmament, and efforts fc 
the creation of a working group have not been possible as the rule of consensus is 
being used in a spirit that was not intended. No doubt, bilateral discussions are 
necsssary between the great Powers which possess an overwhelming preponderance of 
these weapons. But at the same time the multilateral aspects of dealing effectively 
with them, should not be ignored. The nuclear menace is a matter of universal.concern 
and as such needs to be dealt with from the point of view of its multilateral aspects

)



I should first likeMr. MIDDLETON (United Kingdom): Thank you, Mr. Chairman, 
to oin those who have welcomed you to the Chair of the Committee for the month o ^ 
August; my delegation shares the pleasure of other delegations at seeing tne air 
occupied by a delegate who has such a distinguished record in the field of 
disarmament, particularly when he represents a State which is a fellow member of lie 
Commonwealth. I should also like to extend our deep appreciation to your predecessor, 
Ambassador Okawa of Japan, who guided the Committee so skilfully through the period 
leading up to the General Assembly's special session on disarmament.

I propose today to devote my statement entirely to the current item of cur agenc. a, 
the prohibition of chemical weapons, a topic to which the British Government has attached 
great importance over a number of years. My delegation believes that of the subjects 
before us at present, that of chemical weapons perhaps offers the best prospects 
for progress in the near future. We therefore welcomed the early resumption of the 
Chemical Weapons Working Group and we are pleased that work is now aimed at 
identifying what options there are for bridging the gaps between the divergent views 
of delegations on many specific issues. We hope .that we shall make substantia progress 
in this direction so that by the end of the session we shall have a clearer 
understanding of the possibilities for solving several of the key issues of a
convention.

Before discussing certain issues in some detail, I would like to turn briefly 
consultations with technical experts which the Chairman of the Chemical Weapons 

Group has just held. Some delegations have expressed the view that the discussion of 
technical issues was complicating our work, and might delay progress towards agreemen , 
since man?/ issues required political rather than technical decision. Bub in order to 
take political decisions we need to be aware of the range of technical possibilities or 
resolving particular problems. It is an unwillingness to make substantive 
contributions to the discussion of such technical issues rather than the technical 
discussions themselves which will delay our progress. My delegation accordingly 
attaches great importance to the continuation of tne Cnairman's consultation.^. 
consultations with technical experts should, however, be given a precise mandate by the 

The mandate drawn up for the experts' meeting this session produced, 
fruitful discussion than in the past, and we hope that this

to the

The

Working Group, 
in our opinion, a more 
precedent will be followed for the next meeting.

In examining the report of the experts' meeting, I would like to reiterate the 
view which my delegation expressed at the spring session that the work on toxicity 
criteria has now been taken as far as is useful for the present, although at a later 
stage in our work it will be necessary to return to the protocols prepared during the 
spring session to see whether they meet the needs of the convention. We would suggest 
that work should now focus on the other topics mentioned in the report, that is, on 
the technical methods for verification, and we hope that experts will come to the 
next meeting ready to contribute to the discussion.

I should now like to offer views on some substantive aspects of a convention on 
chemical weapons, and in particular on the question of the declarations whicn. will

As work on the convention has evolved overneed to be included in such a convention.
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the last few years, it has become clear that the filing of detailed declarations by 
States parties will have a key role, to play in ensuring confidence in the treaty

Without detailed declarations, adequate verification of the convention will 
be almost impossible, since it is clear that checks cannot be made, for example that 
all -chemical weapons have been destroyed, unless we first know what chemical 
weapons a State holds.

In our view, declarations will fall into three categories, 
vjill comprise those declarations which should be made soon after the convention

Such declarations should cover the following key areas:

regime.

The first category

enters into force.

(a) Whether or not a State possesses chemical weapons and facilities for their 
production;

(b) The stocks of chemical weapons and facilities for the production and 
filling of such weapons held by States;

(c) Plans for the destruction or, where appropriate, diversion for permitted
purposes of declared stocks of chemical weapons ; - : '

(d) Plans for the destruction, dismantling or, where appropriate, conversion 
of declared facilities for the production and filling of chemical weapons,

These declarations should be detailed and accurate, and should include information on, 
inter alia :

" !

The number and location of stockpiles;

The number and location of production facilities for both chemical agents and 
munitions, as well as munition-filling facilities;

The quantity of individual agents held and their concentration categorized by 
named agents;

The type and quantity of munitions., including any stocks of empty munitions 
specifically designed for chemical charges ;

The capacity of production facilities and the agents or munitions which they 
produce.

The above declarations should, in our view, cover botli single-purpose chemical 
agents, and dual-purpose chemical agents above a certain level of toxicity, 
together with key precursors, including those for use in binary munitions. If 
stockpiles of dual-purpose agents are held for commercial rather than military 
purposes, the commercial purpose should be stated. 
to declare in detail the plans for the destruction or diversion of stocks and 
production facilities.

The second type of declaration, which will need to be made at periodic 
intervals until all stocks and production facilities have been destroyed, will 
contain progress reports on the destruction process, and should give details of the 
timing of destruction programmes, the place where the destruction will take place, the 
quantities of munitions and individual named agents to be destroyed, and so on.

In addition, it will be necessary



The third type of declaration will be required throughout the life of the 
convention, since n number of activities will continue to require monitoring, 
declarations should cover any production of oupertoxic agents for permitted, purposes 
such as medical and protective measures. Details should be given of the quantities 
of specific agents produced, the location, capacity and capability of the production 
facility, and the purpose for which the agents are intended. Declarations will also 
need to be made about the production for civilian purposes of dual-purpose agents 
above a certain level of toxicity, giving details of the number, location, capacity, 
capability and turnover of production facilities for such dual-purpose agents,. If 
possible, details of transfers of these agënts should also be given,' together with
declarations on the number and, nature of commercial research programmes into toxic

......... ......-L- of the

These

agents for peaceful purposes. Sta es mu 
commercial industries, but it woul buil 
research taking place in other countries.

idea of the

I should now like to offer some preliminary comments on document CD/294» tabled 
at the beginning of ;the session by the Soviet delegation. My delegation welcomes this 
serious contribution to our work, and appreciates the detailed exposition of die 
ideas contained in it which was given to us this morning by the distinguished

We should, however, like to place on record somerepresentative of the Soviet Union, 
of the points which occurred to us in studying this document.

Whilst recognizing, , Firstly, on the section entitled "Scope of the Prohibition",
that toxicity parameters have yet to be set for the various categories of agents, I 
should record here our view that irritant agents intended primarily for civil lax/ 
enforcement should be excluded from a convention. There would then be no need for 
declarations of annual production as proposed in section II, paragraph 1, or for the 
negotiation of a ban : on their transfer to non-States parties. To attempt to cover these 
materials in this Treaty would, we believe, complicate the discussion excessively and 
reduce the prospect of agreement.

On another point of detail, paragraph 2 of the section entitled "Elimination 
conversion of facilities which provide capacities tor production of

make clear that all chemical weapons production facilities,or temporary
chemical weapons" does not ,
except those authorized for permitted production, should be made inoperative for 
production purposes soon after the treaty comes into effect for any Stale. For 
practical reasons there will, however, be a time-lag between che cessation of 
production and the destruction or dismantling of the production facilities. My 
delegation would therefore ask the Soviet delegation v/hat arrangements it envisage- 
for the mothballing of all chemical weapons production facilities, apart from those 
intended for the destruction of stockpiles, imtil their final dismantling or
destruction takes place.

My delegation would also welcome clarification from the Soviet delegation of 
the verification provisions included in CD/294» since some of the ideas contained in 
this doexoment have not previously been put forward by the Soviet Union. Delega cion-j 
will no doubt recall the detailed paper on verification and the monitoring of compliance, 
tabled by the United Kingdom delegation .in the Committee on Disarmament on

This document, read in conjunction with similar papers tabled by the18 February.
i
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delegations of the Netherlands and the Federal Republic of Germany, outlines many of 
the detailed procedures we consider necessary in order adequately to ensure the 
compliance of States with a chemical weapons treaty.

Although this subject is not addressed in our own paper, the United Kingdom can 
certainly accept the setting up of national committees to oversee internal 
compliance as proposed in document CD/294 but a decision to set up such a committee 
would in our view lie with each State party. We would also reiterate our view that 
greater emphasis should be put on international verification measures controlled 
by the consultative committee. The text of a convention should emphasize in this 
connection the need for effective measures for systematic inspection of the 
destruction of stockpiles and production facilities. The Soviet draft mentions 
quotas for such inspections, 
touched on this point this morning, but my delegation would still welcome further 
clarification. It seems to us that depending on circumstances, representatives of 
the consultative committee may need to maintain a permanent presence at destruction

Furthermore, we believe that a convention

The distinguished representative of the Soviet Union

sites and a "quota" may not be sufficient, 
should provide for challenge inspection of general industrial chemical facilities 
which have a capacity for. chemical weapons production, even if they are not declared 
as chemical weapons plants, and also for measures to check the declared volumes of 
accumulated stockpiles. It would also, in our view, be necessary to agree on the 
machinery by which States parties could assess, within the framework of the 
consultative committee, whether the explanations of an accused party which declines 
on-site inspection were sufficiently convincing.

As outlined in our'own paper on verification, we consider that the consultative 
committee should be a permanent body established at the entry into force of the 
chemical weapons convention.
investigation by the Committee of alleged contraventions of the treaty, 
that the Soviet Union has refrained from elaborating on many of the functions and 
powers of the consultative committee, 
from document CD/294 whether, in cases of suspected violations, requests for 
information and for on-site inspection can be made to the consultative committee 
itself, so that its representatives might carry out inspections on behali of one 
or more States parties, or whether the role of the Committee would be limited simply 
to passing on bilateral requests for such visits. In our view, only after the 
consultative committee has itself been directly involved in making’ at least one 
request for on—site inspection, and these requests have been refused, should the 
matter be taken to the Security Council of the United Nations.

I apologize if my remarks have seemed to some delegations excessively technical, 
but my delegation believes that we have reached the stage where detailed discussion 
of such points is appropriate and necessary if the progress we are all seeking is to 
be achieved. My delegation would welcome comments on our own ideas and look forward 
to a response from the Soviet delegation to the comments we have made on its paper. 
Ve shall also study with care the detailed statement made by the distinguished 
representative of the Soviet Union this morning, 
exchange of views in the Working Group.

Such an arrangement would help to ensure early
Ve note

It is, for instance, not altogether clear

Ve look forward to a further
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Mr. ALESSI (Italy) (translated from French ) : Mr. Chairman, the Italian 
delegation would like first to congratulate you on your accession to the chairmanship 
of the Committee and to wish you every success in your work. The competent way in 
which you are guiding'our work is yet another reflection of your great qualities as 
a diplomat and the worthy representative of a country with which Italy maintains 
fruitful relations.

My delegation would like to thank the outgoing Chairman, Ambassador Okawa, for 
the exemplary manner in which he accomplished his task during a particularly difficult 
period in the work of our Committee.

I should also like to take this opportunity to..offer, a warm welcome to the 
new representative of Romania, Ambassador Datcu, and to express my delegation's 
regret at the departure of an eminent member of this Committee, Ambassador Venkateswaran 
the distinguished representative of India. Allow me also, Mr. Chairman, to associate 
myself with the words of welcome you addressed to Ambassador Vaernoi of Norway.

As this session of the Committee is a short one, I feel that it would be more 
useful if I were to confine my remarks to a brief statement of my delegation's views 
on certain questions more directly related to our current work, namely, a nuclear 
test ban, chemical weapons and the prevention of an arms race in outer space.

The Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban, established as a result of 
very difficult negotiations, has finally begun its work under the dynamic and 
experienced chairmanship uf Ambassador Lidgard. The first meetings of this Group 
have taken place in a positive atmosphere, which makes us optimistic about the 
possibility of making a start, at this session, on the implementation of its mandate. 
We feel that the attitude of the United States delegation is particularly encouraging, 
and will allow the Group greater latitude in its work. Although the absence of two 
delegations is obviously regrettable, it should not, for the time being, prevent 
important and useful work from being done in the Working Group, which at present 
constitutes the only international forum dealing with the subject of a nuclear test 
ban.

Furthermore wo are convinced that, in considering the problems connected with 
the verification of compliance with a nuclear test ban,’the new Ad Hoc Working Group 
will not fail to take advantage of the work of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts. 
Some degree of co-ordination between these two bodies would certainly be useful, 
and the question of a possible broadening of the mandate of the Group of Experts, 
which has been suggested by several delegations, should be given consideration.

It is in the matter of chemical weapons that the Committee most nearly fulfils 
it3 institutional role as a multilateral negotiating body. Our great appreciation 
goes to the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group, Ambassador Sujka. We endorse the 
objective of completing, by the end of this session, the elaboration of a document 
which can next year serve as the basis for the drafting of the text of a convention. 
Ihe discussion in the Ad Hoc Working Group clearly shows that the success of our 
efforts depends essentially on agreement on an adequate system of verification.
In this connection, we would like to express our appreciation to the delegations 
of the Federal Republic of Germany and the Netherlands which have made very useful
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new contributions in this -area during this session. For:the same reason, we share 
interest aroused by the proposals ^submitted by the-Soviet Union during the 

second special session of the General Assembly devoted-to- disarmament» The-- comments , 
to which they have given rise and the replies awaited thereon could be of considerable 
assistance in our efforts ;

• . • ! •« • * i i • . . ‘ * • '

On a specific point, that of the use of chemical weapons 
briefly to recall our position, which has already been explained in the Working Group 
it is that- a solution to the question of the use of chemical weapons should be 
sought within the framework of.an adequate procedure for dealing with complaints.
To this end, the future convention should include a clause, expressly endowing the 
consultative committee with competence to investigate any' complaint concerning thu 
use of chemical weapons, and this, independently of the 1925 Geneva Protocol, the 
validity of which should be explicitly reaffirmed. Such a clause- should be based 
on recognition of the fact that any use of chemical weapons would necessarily imply 
the violation of one or more of the obligations included.in-the field of application 
of the Convention.

'

the
c

1 '

I should like f9

y . i. ù:: :
It is, however, essential that a rapid, investigation into the use of chemical

For this reason, provision should be made for theweapons should be possible, 
fairly automatic initiation of an investigation after the receipt of a documented

The. consultative committee's competence in this sphere should apply notcomplaint.
only to cases of the use of chemical, weapons by a State party to the convention 
but also to cases of their use^with the'r assistance of a.'.'State party.’ Last year, my 
delegation proposed a formula iwhich is included among the comments on Element XIII, 
covering these two possibilities-;- we have noted that several delegations have

we therefore hope- that our proposal can form

f

expressed similar views this year; 
the basis of a compromise to resolve this delicate Issue. .,

h • »1
I am pleased to note that '. the Committee seems, .determined henceforward to give 

the question of the prevention -of an arms race, in .outer space all the attention 
it deservesï some reservations expressed .last spring appear to have been overcome. 
Proposals have been made for the establishment of a working group on this item ot

The real problem, however,our agenda. We are in principle in favour of doing this, 
is not whether or not.to set up a subsidiary body, but how to proceed in this matter. 
It would be essential for the group to have an appropriate mandate, both because 
of the technical complexity of the subject and because we have no experience of 
negotiations on weapons control and disarmament in this area.

(

f

Without a mandate which provides a specific goal for our discussionsthey 
are likely to prove aimless. My delegation has constantly drawn the Committee's 
attention to the urgent need to consider, as a matter of priority, questions 
concerning an effective and verifiable prohibition of anti-satellite systems.

Although opinions in the Committee
That

in itself would be a sufficiently ambitious task, 
differ on this subject, we have noted with satisfaction some change in the way of 
thinking of certain delegations. J

On the points.to which I have referred, as well as on others which will be 
considered by the Committee, we should bear in mind.the lessons of thersecond

While it produced very little in the way ofspecial session on disarmament.
' • i'
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( The Hungarian delegation welcomes the decision taken by the Committee at the 
last meeting, and congratulates Ambassador Curt Lidgard of Sweden, the Chairman of 
the Ad Hoc Working Group on item 1. 
co-operation.

Vie can assure him of our full support and

In hpr.il my delegation acted in a spirit of co-operation and compromise when 
it joined the consensus on a mandate for that Working Group. We considered and 
continue to consider the compromise formula as a basis on which concrete work 
towards the negotiation of a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of 
nuclear—weapon tests can and must be started. We fully endorse the interpretation 
of the provision of that mandate given by Ambassador Herder of the German Democratic • 
Republic in his statement on 21 April, and the Hungarian delegation will participate 
in the activities of the Working Group in conformity with that interpretation, 
delegation fully shares the views expressed in connection with the work of the 
Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban by my colleague from the German Democratic 
Republic who preceded me.

In the context of agenda item 1, the Hungarian delegation feels it necessary to 
express its regret and resentment concerning the attitudes of China and Prance with 
respect to their non-participation in the Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban. We 
certainly hope that their negative posture will not last long.

my

The alarming1 news reports concerning the United States position on nuclear- 
weapon testing, and the United States Administration’s open refusal to resume the 
trilateral talks on a comprehensive test ban, have come as a slap in the face to all 
those who are eager to start negotitions on that top priority issue. The prospect 
that the United States may even increase the size of the weapons tested, as 
indicated recently by one of the high officials in Washington, is a valid reason for 
concern and anxiety not only to members of this Committee but also to the whole of 
mankind.

The Hungarian delegation, therefore, is eagerly awaiting a detailed and 
unambiguous statement from the delegation if the United Stats, clarifying the 
intentions of its Government on that very important subject.

There is yet another item which 11 want to deal with today. During the spring 
session of the Committee the Hungarian delegation welcomed the adoption of 
mandate for the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons, allowing it to accelerate 
the drafting of a convention on the prohibition of the development, production and 
stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their destruction. We deem it essential, as 
we emphasized also at the special session, that renewed efforts should be made 
towards the early elaboration and conclusion of such a convention, 
mind that certain decisions concerning the manufacture and deployment in 
Western Europe of a new type of chemical weapons, binary weapons, are likely to 
initiate a new surge in the arms race. It is, therefore, especially justified 
ind urgent to demand the active contribution of all member Stqtes to the work that 
las been under way since 20 July in the Working Group under the able and energetic 
chairmanship of Ambassador Sujka of Poland

a new

We must keep in

(
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Mr. TI/SlN JIN (China) (translated from Chinese); Mr. Chairman, today
This question has all

I would
like to dwell upon the question of banning chemical weapons. 
along had its important place in the work of''the Committee on Disarmament, and has 
attracted particularly 'the attention of the people. This is because, on the one 
hand, the people of the world are abhorrent of such inhuman weapons, and on the 
other hand, the threat of chemical war is growing unabated. One Superpower, faced with 
charges of its use of chemical weapons, is refusing any international investigation, 
while the other Superpower, in disregard of opposition at home and abroad, is 
engaged in the renewal of its' chemical arsenal with binary chemical \7eapons. 
side .which has gained an edge in chemical warfare capacity tries to preserve it»_ . 
while the losing side attempts to recover its lost superiority. Thus, the two 
are vying with each other in expanding their respective chemical armaments. 
facts and also what lias transpired in some of the local conflicts since the Second 
World War serve to remind us that we must not relax our vigilance against the 
grave consequences of•the possible us* of chemical weapons.
Disarmament, has the responsibility to eliminate'this horrible threat and to reach 
agreement as soon as possible on the conclusion of a convention on the complete 
prohibition and total destruction of chemical weapons.

The

These

The Committee on

efforts. The devotion andWe have scored some progress after several years 1 
ability of the successive chairmen of the Working Croup on Chemical Weapons, the 
goodwill and co-operative spirit displayed by many representatives as well as the 
efforts made by the experts — all these have made it possible for us to enter into a 
new stage of elaborating provisions of a future convention. In this regard, 
document CD/CW/WP.33 submitted at the end of the spring session is of help in our 
further negotiations.

.
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(Mr- Komives, Hungar1

The best example of such an active contribution is the "Basic provisions" of a 
chemical weapons convention submitted by the Soviet Union at the special sets ion , 
and tabled also here as document CD/294. That document, having received overwhelming 
support from delegations, is capable of giving a major impulse to
accelerated and serious negotiations on a draft convention, given similar will also 
from other sides.

The Hungarian delegation is of the view that the Working Group has made _
substantial progress in its deliberations — and here one must not forget to mention 
the useful activity of the experts on chemical weapons — at least enough tor ce 
elaboration of a composite draft text of a convention. Containing already agreed 
provisions as well as alternative texts for provisions where agreement may not be 
reached within the short time now at our disposal, the composite text would make it

but also for the General Assembly at its forthcoming session 
achieved, and would then serve as a useful basis for ourpossible not only for us 

to assess the progress 
negotiations next year.

I cannot conclude this statement without giving strong expression to the deep 
and rightful indignation of my Government and of public opinion in Hungary 
brutal Israeli aggression against Lebanon, the Palestinian people and t e

We have strongly condemned that genocidal attack and
and continue to demand the immediate withdrawal

concern 
over the
peoples of the whole region, 
the imperialistic motives behind it 
of all Israeli forces from Lebanon and other occupied territories.

I thank the representative of Hungary for his statement and for
I now give the floor to theThe CHAIRMAN :

the kind remarks that he has addressed to the Chair, 
distinguished representative of China, His excellency Minister Tian Jin.

LG



On verification:

Strict and effectiveVerification is another key element in a future convention, 
verification would serve as an important guarantee that the convention may not become

In this regard, suffice it to refer to the historical lessonsa mere scrap of paper.
of the 1925 Geneva Protocol. It is precisely because the Protocol lacks the necessary 
verification provisions that over the past 90 odd years since the signing of the 
Protocol it has not been possible to conduct any fair international investigations 
into complaints about the use of chemica.l weapons, including complaints and reports on 
chemical warfare in Afghanistan and south-east Asia in reoent years, 
affairs cannot but jeopardize the authoritativeness of the Protocol.

This state of

Therefore, we hold that emphasis should be put on international verification and, 
in particular, necessary on-site inspection. In fact, many States have advanced 
constructive proposals. Document CD/CW/WP,33 also embodies a number of very good 
pirovisions. However, there are also evident shortcomings, i.e. no on-site 
investigation is provided for in regard to complaints or reports on the use of 
chemical weapons. V/e deem it inclispensible to include such a provision, if we are to 
attempt to elaborate a credible convention for the international community.

(Mr. Tian Jin, China)

Now I would like to offer some observations on the following questions:

On the scone of the prohibition:1.
We have maintained all along that the use of chemical weapons should be included 

in the scope of the prohibition in a future convention, and we have repeatedly 
■reiterated our position both at plenary meetings and at meetings of the Working Group. 
Together with four other delegations,' we put forward at the spring session an

In the discussions since 20 July, the importance of 
Here 1 would like to express our thanks toalternative text on this issue-, 

this question has gained more attention, 
the Romanian representative for his useful work as co-ordinator of the consultation 
group on the question of "scope of prohibition". He has provided us with a list of 
possible solutions on this question which will facilitate our further discussions.

2. On declaration:
A declarationDeclaration is one of the key elements in a future convention, 

should include detailed and accurate items and contents in its provisions; otherwise,
In this connection, Ithe effectiveness of the convention could not be ensured, 

would like to point out that in annex II of document CD/CW/V/P.33» it is laid down 
that the contents of declarations should include the capacity and location of

V/e consider this very necessary. V/e arechemical weapons production facilities, 
also of the view that the production facilities for chemical weapons referred to here 
should comprise both factories set up solely for producing chemical weapons as well as 
specialized facilities affiliated to other chemical industry enterprises (such 
chemical weapons workshop set up within a civilian chemical industry enterprise).

as a

The delegation of the Soviet Union put forward recently the "basic provisions" of 
a convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons.
The Soviet paper contains provisions relating to declarations and confidence-building 
measures. According to those provisions, a country might postpone its declaration to 
the international community of the location of chemical weapons production facilities 
till seven years after it becomes a party bo the convention, 
rather difficult to understand such a prolonged postponement. It is our view that the 
adherence of a State to a convention means that it is willing to undertake the 
obligations laid down in the convention; consequently, the location of production 
facilities to be dismantled should not be kept secret for such a long time. Otherwise; 
it would run counter to the purpose of the confidence-building measures.

V/e shall study them further.

v/e feel that it is

04



During the Second World War, he C
. weapons. In order o eli inat orever the da ger of chemical war, the

iinese delegation sincerely hopes that a convention on the complete prohibition 
-o a destruction of chemical weapons can be concluded as soon as possible. To 
end, we pledge to make efforts together with other delegations.

people suffered from the harmchemical

a com*prehensivehnuclearmtnytyiearStStrtSSed the^ Priority' in disarmament negotiations of

genuinely comprehensive and should prohibit all nuclear^15 SU°h * ^ °Il0Uld 0e
A comPrehenaive test ban must, by definition, be c pable of attracting

vastlï bet+Prerf-nGiei 6'°o! With0Ut Sayinfc tllat fche Prospec s for this would be 
tu ty J,r li,f11 those utates involved in nuclear testing participated in work
this Co,mitteemi °utjet V/hile it is true that the Working Group established by 
it does have th*s not’ for th® tlme beinS, empowered to begin negotiations on a CTB 
the fact that +h PP°rtuni*y t0 make an invaluable contribution to that end. Indeed, 
reason vhv nn Working Group does not Have a negotiating mandate is all the more 

‘ i no delegation should abstain from participation.

tests in all environments for

on

of

and
this

Since the start of the summer session, the Chairman of the Working Group on 
Chemical Weapons has adopted some flexible approaches, setting up a number of 
informal consultation groups to engage in intensive consultations on some major issues 
of a future convention. We welcome this useful attempt. We also ho e that 
consultation will be conducted on the basis of the results already 
reflected in document CD/CW/WP.33. , which are

Australiac,, Cun Pee,l only regret and disappointment that two of the
weapon utates have seen fit not to join in this endeavour, 
long been concerned at continued nuclear 
not be an

nuclear-
The Australian public has 

testing-, particularly in' our region.
having excenLi th® iiastfalian Government to explain why two States, both
uîtînateïvÜ \ ^a+1QnS ^ Australia, have declined to join in discussions aimed
reconsider uJj +° ^ Australia hoPes that France and China willreconsider their positions and at an •early date take up their rightful place"in the

It will

nuclear test ban V/orking Group.

Australia similarly hopes that the negotiations 
nuclear-weapon States between the other three 

may be resumed at the earliest possible date.

Mr, STEELE (Australia): Mr. Chairman, I have asked for the floor today to 
o e announcement by the delegations of Prance and China that they will not 

participate in the work of the V/orking Group on a Nuclear Test Ban.

: react
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(Mr. Tian Jin, China')

We have noted that the Soviet Union, in submitting the "basic provisions",‘ has 
accepted the principle of on-site inspection. In the "basic provisions", reference 
has been made to the possibility of carrying out on-site inspection in two kinds of 
situation. Some representatives have made comments in this regard. 
earlier, we will study the Soviet proposal further, 
preliminary observation.

As I mentioned
However, I would like to offer a 

V/e feel that to ensure the effectiveness of the__ ... convention,more necessary on-site inspections are required, such as on-site inspection on the 
dismantling of production facilities and on allegations of the use of chemical 
weapons, etc.
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The Norwegian Government is of the opinion that a ban on chemical weapons is 
ne of the most important issues on the international agenda for disarmament.

( (Mr. Vaern/, Norway)

Under the able chairmanship of Dr. Ericsson of Sweden, the Group has proposed 
the establishment of a global seismological network to assist in the verification

The Ad Hoc Group is pursuing its work by elaborating in detailof a potential CTBT. _____
how such a global system should be operated. A problem of particular importance in 
this regard is how to achieve rapid, reliable exchange of the large volumes of 
seismic data which would be accumulated.Ad Hoc Group first proposed the global system (in 1978 in document CCD/558), there 
have been rapid technological advances with respect to computer and data communication 

This has opened up new possibilities to improve the effectiveness of the

In the years that have gone by since the

technology.
global data exchange, and Norway considers it important that the work of the 
Ad Hoc Group take advantage of this new situation.

As a Norwegian contribution to tho work of the Group, a low-cost computer system 
has been developed for the purpose of rapid international exchange of seismic data. 
The system would be suitable as a prototype which could be further developed for 
future installation at any station in the global seismic network.

In this connection I have the honour to introduce the Norwegian working paper 
contained in document CD/310 on a prototype system for the international exchange 
of seismological data under a comprehensive test-ban treaty, 
been developed by scientists at the Norwegian Seismic Array (NORSAR) as a result of 
a research project which was initiated in I960 under the sponsorship of the 
Norwegian Ministry of Foreign Affairs. This afternoon a demonstration of how such 
a system functions will be staged by representatives of NORSAR.

It is our hope that this national contribution will prove to be of value to the 
further studies of the seismic expert Group and the negotiations in the Working 
Group on a Nuclear Test Ban, which in its first phase will focus on verification.

Such a prototype has

(
As we have pointed out before, the Norwegian Government is prepared to make 

NORSAR available as a monitoring station within a global seismic verification 
system. With this in mind, Norway will continue to take an active part in the 
seismic expert Group. We shall also participate in the Working Group on a Nuclear 
Test Ban as an observer.

According to the Final Document of the first special session on disarmament and 
several resolutions adopted by the General Assembly at its regular sessions, the 
conclusion of a chemical weapons convention is one of the most urgent tasks of 
multilateral disarmament negotiations. Norway welcomed the decision taken at the 
beginning of this year’s session on a revised mandate for the Ad Hoc Working Group 
on Chemical Weapons. Based on document CD/CW/WP.33 and under the energetic 
leadership of Ambassador Sujka, the negotiations are now entering a new phase, aimed 
at reaching compromises on the main outstanding questions. In this regard, Norway 
has with interest studied the proposals concerning verification contained in the 
basic provisions of a uhemical weapons convention which were introduced by the 
Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Soviet Union during the second special session.

ONi—
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(Hr, Vaern^, Norway)

Today, I have the pleasure to introduce document CD/311, which is a Norwegian 
working paper on verification of a chemical weapons convention. The working paper 
is based on a research programme on sampling and analysis of chemical warfare agents 
under winter conditions. This research programme, which is also sponsored by the 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, was initiated in 19*31 as a Norwegian contribution to 
the work of the Committee on Disarmament. 
of the research report, 
working paper.

The. working paper contains a summary 
The full report is annexed to the English version of the

This working paper describes the results of fic-ld experiments of sampling and 
analysis of supertoxic nerve and mustard agents under winter conditions. 
experiments have been undertaken in order to avoid the artificial conditions of 
a laboratory set-up. The samples were left outside in the prevailing weather 
conditions of changing temperature, wind and relative humidity, which are hard 
to simulate in a laboratory exercise.

Field

Within the framework of the research programme we have studied the various 
factors determining the loss of chemical agents, in order to evaluate the 
probability of making a negative or positive conclusion. We have also investigated 
the penetration and diffusion of the chemical agents in snow, problems of the 
utmost importance for sampling procedures.
problem of transporting samples from the field to an internationally recognized 
laboratory. The field experiments showed that identification of chemical "agents 
can be made by analysis of snow samples taken as long as two weeks 
cases even more than four weeks

In addition, we have looked into the

and in some
after possible use. Verification of nerve agents 

such as Vx and Soman can be achieved over a longer period than is the case for 
Sarin and Tabun.

I

In the last part of the working paper we have made some concluding remarks 
concerning the consultative committee to be established within the framework of 
the convention.

The committee should be authorized to conduct on—site inspections in order to 
fulfil its responsibilities. In our view, the committee should establish a pool of 
well-qualified international experts from whom a multilateral team of experts could 
be selected in each case.

As soon as possible after its establishment, the committee should adopt 
verification procedures flexible enough to take account of any new scientific 
achievement. In elaborating the procedures for on—site inspection it is necessary 
to take into account" the time element.

in the second phase of the Norwegian research programme which will take part 
during the winter of 1963, we intend to study problems related to storage of 
samples until they can be analysed by an internationally recognized laboratory, 
be shall also investigate the behaviour of other agents such as irritants and 
precursors. Efforts will also be devoted to the possibility of using the 
decomposition products of chemical agents under winter conditions as additional 
evidence of identification, since this may significantly extend the possibility 
for drawing firm conclusions for a long period after possible use.
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(Mr. Erdembilig, Mongolie.)

ad hoc working group on agenda item 1 aroused the hope of the Mongolian delegation 
thatTTt would be possible to begin concrete negotiations on this question. However, 
in view of the new circumstances, doubts arise as to the sincerity and reality of 
the intentions of certain nuclear-weapon States members of the Committee an<\ their 
willingness to embark on genuine negotiations.

This applies in the first place to the recent decision of the United States 
Administration not to resume the trilateral negotiations on the complete and geneial 
prohibition of nuclear weapon tests, which they had broken off, as well as to 
another of its decisions — the decision not to ratify the bilateral Soviet-American 
agreements signed in 1974 and 1976 on the limitation of nuclear-weapon tests and 
nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes. It is perfectly obvious that the

States does not wish to show willingness to negotiate with a view to drawing
This isUnited

up an international legal instrument on a total nuclear weapon test ban. 
the only explanation for the attitude of the present United States Administration 
on this question.

The recent formal declarations by France and China of their refusal to 
participate in negotiations in the new Ad Hoc Working Group have caused general 
concern. The positions adopted on this issue by certain other States are also 
well known to us. Thus, on this question a. situation is emerging which is quite 
familiar to us from the past.

We should like to believe that the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban 
will be able to do some useful work during the short time that remains at this 

We consider that in future this Group should deal seriously more with 
questions of substance.
participation of all nuclear—weapon States without exception is necessary.

session.
In this connection, the practical and business-like

It is well known to all that the Soviet Union and other socialist States, as
j_n favour of the complete and generalwell as many non-aligned and neutral countries are 

prohibition of nuclear wea.pon tests by all States, in all environments and ior —kLn_‘

We take as a starting point that it is not only.important to strengthen the 
1963 Moscow Treaty, by making it more universal, but also urgently necessary to . 
elaborate and implement a comprehensive solution in this field.

The Mongolian delegation shares the opinion of the majority of the members of 
the Committee, including a number of western delegations, that the negotiations in 
the Ad Hoc Working Group on questions, verification and compliance should no u locus 
purely on the technical side of the issue, but should be aimed at achieving a 
political and legal solution in order to facilitate the drawing up of an international

This is precisely what we seeagreement on a complete and general nuclear test ban. 
as the major goal of the Ad Hoc Working Group

Allow me now to make some comments on behalf of the Mongolian delegation on 
agenda item 4.

During the second part of its current session, the Committee on Disarmament is 
paying particular attention to the problem of the prohibition of chemical weapons, 
one of the most pressing tasks in the sphere of the limitation of the arms race and 
disarmament. First of all, I should like to refer to the vigorous activity of the 
Working Group under the able and energetic guidance of the Ambassador of Poland,

A considerable number of formal and informal meetings and manyComrade B. Sujka.
consultations have been held, and in addition eight working contact groups have been
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(Mr. Erdembilifr. Mongolia)

"-ASHEHE"with experts on a nuiioer oft chni £* t no s s ' to the priority importance which .
del~r ^spe^sï ^slble solution in the Comittoo of the

question of the complete prohibition and destruction of chemical weapons,.

ri°x ^
to this situation, foremost among then being the submission y e o . 
a new document entitled, "Basic provisions of a convention on thc Pr^lL^^n 
the development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons and on ^ 
destruction", which contains quite a number of new elements relating to the ^tion 
of the most complicated issues. The Mongolian delegation would like to exprcoo tie 
hope that the other partners in the negotiations will also take rcsponoi^ c ^ i 
towards the accomplishment of this difficult but,vitally necessary task m the -pherv
o f genuine disarmament «

as a

Tn vi GM 0f the pressing and urgent need to achieve agreement in the field of. 
the prohibition of chemical weapons, and of the signs of progress whicn axe ^coning 
apparent in the negotiations, the Mongolian delegation supports the propo^l th^t

ahoid toreached on an indicative date for the conclusion of the drafting 
Tthe convention. We also consider that at this stage the
could conclude its work on the preparation and subnotion to the oomilteo ol a 
composite text of a draft of the future convention by the end oi tau *,ca*ioi . 
believe that for this purpose the Working Group should be given the necessary 

; additional time to enable it to conclude its work with the best possible results.

We

the establishment of 
race in outer

In conclusion allow me to make some comments concerning
the question of the prevention of an armsan ad hoc working group on

space.

According to its programme of work, in the fifth week of this part ox its 
session, the Committee on Disarmament will proceed to discuss agenda- item °

all d^Si" S" ^f^~^JL^ofCrgÇ0«orki„girup. 

There was a general understanding in the Committee on the setting up J
subsidiary body. In order to facilitate the speediest possiole adoption oi a 
decision*on this question, during the first part of the session the Mongolian 
delegation formally submitted a draft mandate for the ^oc Workmg Gioup for 
consideration by the Committee and proposed that consultations should be held witn 
a view to reaching agreement on the text.

cession, almost

f o mal

As you know, so far no specific comments have been made on the draft mandate 
we put forward, nor have any amendments or additions to it oeen sugges a.
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(Mr. Rodrigues Navarro, Venezuela)

We hope that the results of this new stage will exceed expectations, to the 
benefit of all.

Agenda item 4, entitled "Chemical weapons", is another of the topics to which 
we should give special attention during1 this short summer session.

The Working Group on Chemical Weapons, which has been meeting since 20 July, 
offers fairly encouraging prospects since a minimum degree of consensus has been 
reached on some points on which there were diverging views.

Working document CD/220, submitted by the Chairman of the Group, has given 
rise to comments and specific proposals from countries which are active in the 
discussions on the revision of the Elements (document CD/CW/WP.33).

This stage is a positive one in the preparation of a draft convention on the 
prohibition of chemical weapons. However, in that connection, it must be borne 
in mind that the future convention should not merely be a tenuous supplement to 
the Geneva Protocol of 17 June 1925, but an instrument which extends the scope of 
its content and eradicates once and for all the inhuman use of such weapons. At 
the same time, it should be an agreement which prohibits the development, 
production, stockpiling and/or transfer of chemical products for military 
In addition, it must provide effective machinery for the elimination of existing 
stocks and installations for non-peaceful purposes.

With regard to the controversial aspect of verification of the implementation 
of the provisions of the future convention and subsequent compliance with its 
provisions, my country considers it appropriate to provide adequate means for 
national measures of verification using modern methods selected by the sovereign 
State,
necessary, provided that this does not prejudice the security of any State and 
that it forms an element of international aid and co-operation in ensuring strict 
compliance with the convention by the nations which adhere to it, in the cause of 
peace.

purposes.

Provision should be made for scientific international verification where

At this crucial and difficult stage of the work of the Ad Hoc Group on 
Chemical Weapons, we must not allow any dilution of the results already achieved 
and, more important, political will must not be allowed to be conspicuous by its 
absence in these decisive discussions.

Another area of concern to my country is the militarization of outer space 
and the placing of satellites in synchronous geostationary orbit, to the point of 
saturation, for purposes that are not exactly peaceful. This directly affects 
the security of all countries and particularly that of the equatorial countries.



(Mr. Sola Vila, Cuba)

distort the principles, priorities and objectives which had been clearly laid 
down for the disarmament negotiations, thus proving, despite their later 
disclaimers, that they did not share the views enshrined in that important 
document.

The Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons has speeded up its work and 
likely under the skilful guidance of its Chairman, Ambassador Sujlca of Poland,seems

to give us concrete results.

We must remember, however, that there are still important issues on which it 
has not been possible to reconcile opposing views, in particular the scope of the 
prohibition and questions of verification.

It may be recalled, in order to have a clearer picture of realities and the 
present situation, that the Working Group on Chemical Weapons began its work with 
an inadequate mandate. Wen at last those States which had opposed the broadening 
of its mandate agreed to its reformulation, there came the decision to start 
manufacturing new chemical weapons systems, which placed a new obstacle in the 
way of negotiations on this important topic and jeopardized all that had been 
achieved in earlier years.

It must be recognized that the advent of binary weapons, as many experts in 
the various groups of States have said, particularly complicates the two aspects 
of determination of toxicity and verification, which must be dealt with in any 
agreement. , •

,As far as verification is concerned it is obvious that, in the first place, 
it cannot be talked about in general and abstract terms. It must necessarily be 
linked to the scope of any prohibition. In the case of chemical weapons, the 
prohibition must be broad enough to take into account the enormous range of lethal 
and supertoxic chemical substances, as well as other harmful substances and their 
precursors,the range of which has been considerably expanded with the advent of 
binary weapons.

Similarly, we must not alloy; ourselves to be distracted by the sterile debate 
which~ôpposes national means and international forms of verification. .Every 
verification measure applies to a concrete agreement, and both national means of 
verification and the international system of verification that is to De ësfâ'&lîbhed 
should be taken into account. The two things should be interrelated, and this idea 
must be accepted if we are really interested in making progress in our-wôrKI

The situation with regard to a nuclear test ban is in some respects similar.

From 1979 onwards, the Committee on Disarmament was unable to establish a 
working group to deal with the first item on its agenda because two States 
(the United States and the United Kingdom) were opposed to its doing so.

When it finally succeeded in establishing a vrorking group, and all the 
indications were that we were about to begin consideration of this item, it was 
suddenly claimed.that negotiations could not be initiated for the time being, 
thus removing all credibility and effectiveness from the Group's work.

Moreover, it should also be recalled that the Group of 21 accepted the 
present mandate only conditionally, and.that its views as to the best way of 
dealing with, the item are set forth in document CD/181. While we are disappointed 
in the present mandate, we should also be dissatisfied with any other action short 
of negotiations.

CVJ
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(Mr. Garcia Robles, Mexico)

theories, that are as dangerous as they are unfounded, into a prime element in the 
nuclear policy of none other than one of the two superpowers. We venture to hope 
that this is not the case, and that we slr.ll soon hear in this room a statement "by 
that country's delegation that will allay our fears.

For rny delegation is firmly convinced that, as' is stated in the last report of 
the Secretary-General on nuclear weapons which I have already quoted, a nuclear war 
would represent — in the words of the report — "the highest level of human madness" 
and that all the calculations and forecasts made in that respect should have as their 
sole inspiration that — as the Secretary-General said —■ "there should never be a 
nuclear war".

Mr. SUT RE SNA (Indonesia):___  Mr. Chairman, as you are aware, the Indonesian
delegation has on previous occasions stated its position regarding chemical weapons. 
However, in view of the importance Indonesia attaches to the item, and after listening 
to the statements made on this item in the plenary in the last few days, ray delegation 
wishes to express its views on certain important aspects of the problem of chemical
weapons.

First of all, my delegation shares the views expressed by many delegations that 
the Committee should give priority to this item and that further serious efforts should 
be made in order that the Committee can make substantial progress in elaborating a 
convention on chemical weapons. It is needless to emphasize the magnitude of the 
devastation and harmful effects caused by the use of chemical weapons, as history has 
clearly indicated. It is all the more so if we take into account, and add, the impac4’ 
of technological advance to that magnitude. The alleged use of chemical weapons in 
armed conflicts in certain parts of the world have further generated serious concern 
in ray country. The magnitude of the devastation and damage these weapons inflicted 
on human beings and other elements of the living world has strengthened my delegation's 
conviction that the Committee will make an invaluable contribution to mankind if it 
could make substantial progress in the elaboration of a convention on chemical
weapons..-...In this connection I should like to express our appreciation to the
delegation of the Soviet Union for having presented a proposal on the basic provisions 
of a chemical weapons convention which will be useful to our joint efforts,

As regards the general elements of the convention, we take the view that 
documents CD/220 and CD/CW/WP.3$ constitute sound bases for our further efforts. In 
the plenary we have expressed our views with regard to the method of work for dealing 
with those elements and my delegation has made serious attempts to make the necessary 
contributions in various "homework groups". I wish to take this opportunity to 
express our views on certain elements of the convention. Frankly, I was surprised 
when I listened to the statements made by a few delegations in this plenary, not only 
questioning, at this stage of our work, the validity or the legitimacy of the 
arguments in favour of. the inclusion ■■ of a provision in the scope prohibiting the use 
of chemical weapons but also saying that the effort to include such provision will 
complicate reaching agreement. 
since the convention will prohibit the development, production, acquisition, 
stockpiling, retention and transfer of chemical weapons and the means of production of 
such weapons, then the'proposal to include a prohibition of use is baseless and 
unnecessary.
1925 Geneva Protocol.

To support their views, they have contended that

They have contended further that such inclusion will undermine the
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Other delegations, including my ovm, have put forward valid arguments in
For thisfavour of the inclusion of the prohibition of use in the convention, 

reason, I do not want to go through those arguments again. I believe, however,
that it is of grea.t importance for this Committee to note that there is no logic 
in the argument that since the development and production of chemical weapons 
to be prohibited by the convention, it will not be necessary to prohibit their use. 
Statements ma.de in this Committee a.t previous sessions as well a.s at this session 
have clearly indicated the inadequacy of the 1925 Geneva Protocol, caused among 
other things by its limited scope of application, the la.ck of a verification régime 
and the apparent built-in mechanism which renders the use of conventional weapons 
a. possibility.
development in technology which now has confronted us with new imperatives, and had 
nothing to do with the goodwill of the parties concluding the Protocol, 
is precisely because of those shortcomings that we are attempting to elaborate a 
comprehensive convention on chemical weapons, 
prohibition to develop, produce and stockpile will subsume a prohibition to use,

First, the Convention
It will be applied

are

Those weaknesses were in fa.ct and in pa.rt due to the rapid

And it

As to the contention that a

my delegation would like humbly to submit the following, 
we are elaborating will certainly not be applied in a va.cuum. 
in a. situation where some countries will already have stockpiles a.nd arsenals ot 
chemical weapons. ■ Under this circumstance, before a State pa.rty could destroy 
such chemical weapons, for pra.ctical rea.sons, there will be a time lapse during 
which that State, for rea.sons of national security, could proba-bly use the chemical 
weapons at its disposal legally, simply because there is no provision in the 
convention which bans or prohibits their use; hence the 1925 Geneva. Protocol 
mechanism will operate,
Secondly, since it is generally agreed that the scope would include a. prohibition 
to acquire chemical weapons, and since a-ctually it could also be said that 
prohibition to develop, produce and stockpile chemical weapons will subsume the 
prohibition to a.cquire, my delegation can not understand why certain delegations 
treat the question of ncn-use differently from the question of non-acquisition 
by opposing the inclusion of non-use. 
include prohibition of use in the scope and the 1925 Geneva. Protocol, we would like 
to take this opportunity to assure those delegations that we have no intention 
whatsoever to undermine the 1925 Geneva. Protocol, to which Indonesia, itself is a.

This is a legal ; la cuna, which we want to a void and overcome.

On the relations between the proposal to

party.

My delegation has indicated in its statement in plenary of its appreciation 
of the developments in the informal consultations concerning various elements 
of the convention, including the scope. 
fa.vour of the inclusion of the prohibition of use in the scope, we are prepared to

In this connection,

While we a.re taking a. firm position in

study alternative approaches which could generate a. consensus, 
we a.re also prepared to include in the "pa.ckage solution" a. provision in the 
convention which will ensure tha.t a. convention which includes a. provision on the

Our positionprohibition of use will not undermine the 1925 Geneva. Protocol, 
on the question of non-use is motiva.ted simply by fear and anxiety created by 
the destructive effects of chemical weapons on living structures a.s well as by the 
fa.ct that modern technology ha.s been developing in such a. way that it ha.s lowered 
the threshold for the production and use of chemical weapons.

We take note of the
positive developments reported informally to the Working Group on Chemical Weapons 
on the progress of informal consultations on this ma.tter.
view that we should work out a. comprehensive definition of chemical weapons which

Another important element of the convention is definition.

It is my delegation's
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will best serve the basic purpose of the convention, namely, a total ban of 
chemical weapons in all their forms and methods of use. 
therefore, that the definition should include environmental warfare agents, 
including herbicides, 
primarily on agriculture.
adversely a.ffect our livelihood as well as the ecological balance.

It is necessary,

Indonesia, is a developing country whose economy depends 
The use of such chemical agents would no doubt

Useful informal consultations have also been carried out on another element
of the convention, namely, the element concerning destruction, diversion,

General understanding seems to be developing on
It is not my intention, of course, to prejudge

I would simply like

dismantling and conversion, 
various aspects of the element.
the report on these informal consultations yet to be made, 
to reiterate- the need to separate the obligation to destroy chemical weapons from 
the possibility of diversion for peaceful uses, 
that international co-operation would be required for finding simple destruction 
methods to be used not only for destroying chemical warfare agents but also for 
destroying industrial wastes which ha.ve increasingly inflicted harmful effects on 
the environment, especially in developing countries.

It is also important to stress

It is generally agreed that any convention prohibiting chemical weapons will 
not achieve the desired effect if it does not contain adequate provisions on 
verification.
most essential elements of the convention.

We consider that the verification regime constitutes one of the
It is our duty to ela.bora.te a. regime 

which will include a. viable and effective verification system and mechanism.
They Should reflect a. balance between national and international verification.
The verification regime should also include a verification mechanism for eVery 
important stage of implementation of the obligations under the convention, including 
the verification of declarations of possession or non-possession of chemical 
weapons as well as the verification of non-use.

Finally, as time does not permit me to express my delegation's views on all 
the other elements of the convention, my delegation reserves its right to state its 
views on those elements if and when it deems it appropriate.

Mr. FIELDS (United States of America.) Mr. Chairman, I take the floor today for 
personal — yet relevant — reasons. Our plenary meeting today is a. nostalgic one 
for us all, for it is the la.st one which we shall share with our distinguished 
colleague and esteemed friend, Ambassador Venkate swaran, who now departs from our 
midst for new diplomatic vista.a.

:

He represents a country noted for, among other things, gurus and has, in many 
respects, been a guru to us. Although he modestly shuns that title,
Amba.ssa.dor Venkateswa.ran ha.s diligently sought to lea.d us toward worthy goals. He 
has injected into all of our deliberations, a.s well a.s in our personal and social 
contacts, that infinite wisdom usually associated with Indian gurus. Centuries 
of intellectual and cultural development form the well-spring of his sagacity.
We have all been enriched by his contributions, and will be diminished by his 
departure. To his wisdom, he a.dded the sparkle of his wit. A storyteller in 
the great tradition of his cultural heritage, he has enlivened our debates, as 
well as our social contacts. If I may compare him to a welllcnown philosopher 
from my country, Ambassador Venkateswaran is India's diplomatic answer to 
Will Rogers — a. man with a. rare gift of relating truth and wisdom through humour. 
Indeed, the loss of his humour will leave us a. more sombre and unleavened body.
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The transmission of this complete set of parameters via the GTS/WMO system 
the basis of an official recognition of the Group of Experts by WHO;

on

Examination, by practical tests, of the possibility oi the transmission of 
r WHO lines as well as other data channels ; the elaboration ofLevel 2 data over 

standard formats for this purpose;

The development and experimental verification of analytical procedures in 
using’ modern evaluation methods, and leading to a comparison ofdata centres

results of Level 1 and Level 2 data respectively.

I would like to stress that a more experimental orientation of the jwork of 
the experts would provide results which would be particularly valuable for those 
countries which are not seismologically equipped themselves and which could use 
the' exchange system'as"a basis for their own verification efforts in the field ol 
nuclear testing. In any.event, my delegation feels that both the work of the 
Group of Experts during this year and our debate in plenary on 24 August have 
demonstrated the necessity of building into the mandate the assumption that all 
participating countries are politically and technically prepared to apply the 

' most recent insights of science and technology, and make the fullest conceivable
use of them.

Turning now to the field of chemical weapons, I would like to voice the 
satisfaction of my delegation over the mode of work which the Ad Hoc Working Group 
in that field has adopted. The present negotiating method of launching a number 
of small, spirited groups without a precise mandate has turned out to be quite 
successful. This is an experiment in multilateral negotiation from which we may 
wish to draw oui' lessons for other endeavours as well. We should commend ^
Chairman Sujka for having introduced this flexible negotiation scenario ; lor the

chemical weapons negotiators have gone beyond the mere juxtaposition
They have now stax*ted to 

increasingly, on common

first time, our
of the positions of individual country perspectives, 
evaluate the difference between their views and to agree
positions.

Earlier during this session my delegation commented upon a particularly 
important feature of the current negotiating session;
international verification offered in New York by the Soviet delegation and 
reintroduced here. We have tried to move the negotiation along constructively 
by asking the Soviet delegation some questions on aspects which we thought.would

__‘_ These questions were put forward in document
In order to make our list of questions even clearer, and to

the new language on

need further clarification.
CD/CW/CRP.63.
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facilitate responses by the Soviet delegation, we joined forces a, few days later 
' ;v :with the Dutch delegation to reformulate our small questionnaire and ""to structure 

'it more logically. I am grateful "'to Ambassador Issraelyan for having supplied 
some initial answers to our first series of questions in his statement on .
12 August. At that juncture it was quite obviously impossible to have replies 
ready on all’ our questions'. We all recognize how complex this subject matter is. 
Yet, reiterating the high interest of my.delegation in the..Soviet Union's views,
I would like to state that my delegation continues to hope for a full formal 
response 'to oùr queries at the appropriate time. The Soviet Union has been 
particularly articulate in stressing the urgency of an'early conclusion of a 
chemical weapons convention. Since it appears that the clarifications in the 
international verification realm which my delegation seeks would be important for 
rapid progress in our negotiation,'we can confidently assume that early replies, 
to our questionnaire would help to advance the course pf our negotiations. , I 
would also'‘like to remind the distinguished Soviet delegate that my delegation 
was immediately 'ready to supply answers to similar questions in the verification 
field which were directed to, us after the circulation of our working paper CD/265.

' 'I myself addréssed these questions in a detailed statement in plenary on 15 April, 
and my•delegation took an opportunity to elaborate our replies and elucidate 
additional aspects in direct contact with our Soviet colleagues. Some degree of 
reciprocity would certainly be welcome.

In "Conclusion, niay I make a brief statement in my capacity as the current 
Chairman.of the Ad Hoc Working Group on. Radiological Weapons. In response to 
the'letter circulated at/ the beginning of our session on 3 August, I have received 
full replies from 13 delegations, and one reply from the spokesman of a regional 
group, purporting to speak for its eight members. That makes replies from about 
half the members of the Committee. I am particularly grateful to those who have 
responded. ‘In the next few, days I"would, be pleased to be available to those who 
prefer oral communications and to those' who would like to elaborate on their 
written replieé'. I would ask those delegations to contact me at the earliest 
possible point. A forma), meeting of the V/orking Group on Radiological Weapons 
will be held in the afternoon of ,2 September. I intend during that session to 
report on the views expressed to me and to make suggestions for the further 
course' of work.

i ,
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should be universally accepted and call on the States in a position to acquire 
nuclear weapons to refrain from doing,so in the interests of all. Agreement now 
by the existing nuclear-weapon Powers to end testing would show that they, too, are 
willing to accept restraints and would give great encouragement to those of us who 
want to see a non-proliferation Treaty firmly established and accepted by all. In 
the words of the Palme Commission, a comprehensive test ban "would enhance the 
acceptability and credibility of the non-proliferation Treaty".

In view of the great importance which the Irish Government attaches to agreement 
on a comprehensive test ban, it is for us a matter of great regret that the 
prospects for reaching agreement have not improved in recent months. The trilateral 
talks to which we attach great importance have not resumed and recent heports are 
somewhat pessimistic regarding the prospects for an early resumption. However, 
we are confident that the last word has not been heard on this and we, for our part, 
continue to hope for an early resumption. It is our view that concrete discussion 
between, the nuclear-weapon States principally involved is essential if the efforts 
of the Committee on Disarmament are to be crowned with success.

Those outside the Committee on Disarmament have watched your efforts within the 
Committee in recent years to come to grips with this most important question, 
including your efforts to agree on the establishment of a working group. Me are, 
of course, aware that you did decide in April of this year to establish an Ad Hoc 
Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban and that you agreed on the mandate which would 
be given to that Group. I must confess immediately that the mandate which was 
agreed on would, not have been the one which we would have suggested. I would add 
that in our view the discussion should involve all the nuclear-weapon States.

I would recall that on 29 February 1972 the then Secretary-General of the 
United Nations, speaking to the CCD, the predecessor of this Committee, regarding 
a comprehensive test ban, stated : "I believe that all the technical and scientific 
aspects of the problem have been so fully explored that only a political decision 
is now necessary in order to achieve final agreement." The problem of verification 
has, of course, been closely linked over the years with discussion of a comprehensive 
test ban. However, it seems to my delegation that what the Secretary-General said 
in 1972 is certainly true today. The quest for an infallible verification method may 
prove to be a very long one, but the margin of error in verification is being 
constantly reduced by scientific developments in detection and identification. We 
must be prepared to seek a balanced solution. That, of course, is what the 
Secrecary-General meant in 1972 when he expressed the view that only a political 
decision was now necessary in order to achieve final agreement.

From what I have said it will be clear why my delegation has had some initial 
reservations regarding the mandate of the new Ad Hoc Working Group. Hov/ever, this 
does not mean that our attitude to it is a negative one. The establishment of the 
^ ^oc Working Group allows the Committee to start work on this most important 
subject. We are also encouraged by our experience of the Ad Hoc Working Group on 
Chemical Weapons which originally had what we might describe as a somewhat limited 
mandate. In spite of that limited mandate it has been able, as we know, to do 
extremely useful work. We would hope that in the light of that experience the 
‘A‘cl ^oc Working Group which has now been established to deal with the subject of a 
comprehensive test ban will be able to carry out similarly useful work.
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v/e recognise, of course, that the nuclear-weapon States have a special 
responsibility in such negotiations. But this responsibility ceases to be exclusive 
as soon as the issues under discussion are such as to affect the security of all 
States.

The initiation of restricted negotiations, however important, cannot be used as 
an argument to justify the holding up of the multilateral process of negotiation.
My delegation remains convinced of the need to set up an ad hoc working group to 
implement paragraph 50 of the Pinal Document and to identify the basic questions 
to be dealt with in multilateral negotiations on nuclear disarmament. Me also 
support the Indian proposal for the establishment, under this item, of a working group 
to negotiate, as the first stage in the negotiating process on the cessation of the 
nuclear arms race, practical measures for the prevention of nuclear 
more urgent than ever today to adopt effective measures to reduce the risk of 
nuclear war.

It iswar.

Another item on our agenda second only in importance to that of nuclear weapons
The negotiations on this subject are extremelyis the question of chemical weapons, 

promising, to judge by the progress made — slow, it is true, but substantial — and 
the intensity of work of the Ad Hoc Working Group under the guidance of 
Ambassador Sujlea. The Group has in fact embarked on the delicate and crucial stage 
of trying to reach a compromise on the questions which remain at issue.

The main tasks remaining before the Working Group are to find a balance acceptable 
to all parties between national means of verification and the international 
verification system and to reconcile.the positions of delegations on the question of 
a clause prohibiting the use of chemical weapons.
that the Working Group is near a compromise which, without prejudice to the 
Protocol of 1925> meets the requirements of delegations demanding the inclusion 
of such a provision.

On the latter point it appears

The solution of these two important questions will mean that 
an appreciable advance has been made towards the conclusion of a convention on 
chemical weapons.

The question of the prevention of an arms race in outer space is the item for 
discussion at our meeting today. No one .is unaware of the importance of this subject 
in view of the threat of the extension of the arms race to outer space which is 
increasing day by day. The use of space technology for military purposes greatly 
increases the risk of outer space becoming the arena of rivalries and constituting 
a threat to peace, security and the peaceful use of space. Paragraph 00 of the 
Pinal Document of 1978 states that further measures should be taken and appropriate 
international negotiations held to prevent an arms race in outer space.

In the consideration of this question, the importance and complexity of which 
one can deny, a global approach should be adopted covering all types of armaments 

and all activities connected with the development, production, stockpiling .and 
deployment and use in outer space of all types of weapons, while allowing the right 
oi every State to engage in the exploration and the peaceful use of outer space.
All negotiations on this question ought, moreover, to include a consideration of 
measures to promote international co-operation in the matter of the use of outer 
space for peaceful purposes.

no

£D

• i—
I4O

■n

1 
14£t

iE
h4

V
MCOHtiO



CD/PV.103
48

(Mrs. Ekanga Kabeya, Zaire)

My delegation hopes that in spite of that failure the Working Group, which . 
will resume its activities only in 1985,.under the distinguished guidance of its 
Chairman, Ambassador Garcia Robles of Mexico, will make:1 good use of the respite 
which has been granted it to conduct varied and constructive consultations with a 
view to devising a comprehensive programme of disarmament acceptable to all. The 
same applies to the working groups on security assurances and radiological weapons, 
whose work has been suspended until the end of this year.

My delegation is very much interested in the consideration of measures for 
the prevention of an arms race in outer space, which is the common heritage of 
mankind and ought to be used by States solely for peaceful purposes. .My delegation 
is ready to agree to any constructive proposal in this connection and fully 
supports the idea of the consideration of this subject during the present session 
in a working group set up for the purpose.

My delegation considers chemical weapons the most barbarous and murderous 
weapons of mass destruction arid has always been in favour of their total elimination.

We reaffirm our support for General Assembly resolution 35/144B which urges 
the Committee on Disarmament to continue, as a matter of high priority, negotiations 
towards thé adoption of a multilateral convention on the complete and effective 
prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of all chemical weapons.

t’ I

We béliovti that a general and verifiable prohibition of the manufacture and 
stockpiling of chemical weapons of all types would constitute an important step 
towards general and complete disarmament.

My delegation would like to express its appreciation to Ambassador Sujka of 
Poland, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group, for the noteworthy progress the 
Group is continuing to make under his efficient guidance.

We are glad to see that the proposal made at the second special session of 
the’ United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament that meetings of 
ad hoc working groups should be concentrated in time for the sake of greater 
efficiency has been applied in the matter of chemical weapons.

Lastly, the Subject of the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons is one of 
universal concern. Like very many other members of the Committee, we believe that 
in order to create conditions conducive to the disarmament process, all States 
without exception should comply strictly with the provisions of the United Nations 
Charter, refrain from any actions which might be prejudicial to the efforts being 
made in the disarmament sphere, adopt a constructive attitude towards the 
negotiations and manifest the political will to reach agreements.

I thank the.representative of Zaire for her statement and kindThe CHAIRMAN :
words addressed to the Chair.

Does any other delegation wishThat concludes my list of speakers for,today. 
to take, the floor? •
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context-of other measures aimed at the prevention-of an arms race in outer-space, 
and also take into account other comments made during this session, in particular 
by the delegations of India, Indonesia and Sri Lanka.,

The Soviet delegation acknowledges, the technical complexity of space problems, 
to which the representative of the United States referred in his statement at our 
plenary meeting of 10 August, 
favour of putting off the discussion of the question for ever but rather in favour 
of supporting the i-iongulian delegation's proposal for the sotting up of a working 
group on this suojoct before the end of the Committee's present session.

In our view, however, this fact does not argue in

It must be said that statements made at the Committee's plenary meeting on 
J1 August, as also today's statement by the representative of franco, show that 
material for negotiations exists.

We appeal to the United States delegation to reconsider its approach and we 
firmly urge the establishment of an ad hoc working group which would permit the 
Committee to begin serious negotiations on this exceptionally important problem 
with the participation of experts.

In conclusion, ue should like to stress that one of the most important tasks of 
the Committee is to do everything in its power to help prevent the possibility of 
space becoming a source of military danger for States, which will inevitaoly happen 
if weapons of any kind are installed in outer space, 
to engage in honest, equal and business-like negotiations with the aim of achieving 
constructive agreements on the prevention of an arms race in outer space.

Vie, for our part, are ready

in connection with the questions put by many delegations, and in oarticulnr 
those contained m document CD/'jOu, concerning certain elements in the Soviet basic 
provisions of a convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons, the delegation 
of the USS11 would like to offer certain comments on a numoar of these questions 
wnich appear to us to present a Dread interest.

As regards other questions that have been put, we intend to answer them in the 
Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons.

first of all, 1 should like to make a comment of a general nature. 
know, the Soviet Union submitted for consideration by the international community a 
draft text on basic provisions of a convention on the prohibition of chemical 
weapons — - which means what it says, basic provisions and not a precise text of the 
entire convention.

As you

for it seems to us
that in order to draft such an important and complex international convention we 
must first of all agree on its basic provisions, the “skeleton" of the convention, 
as it were, to wnich we can then add with less expenditure of effort the "muscles 
of appendices, lists, quotas, protocols , etc.

This, of courses was done deliberately.

Leu us now look at the questions.

We were asked why we had included a special provision on the non-stationing of 
chemical weapons on the territories of other States.

Well, of course, it was not by chance chat we included in the draft basic 
provisions a provision on the non-stationing of chemical weapons on the territories 
ot other States and on the removal of such weapons from those territories and tneir
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‘Tiis inclusion ofThere were very good reasons for this.subsequent destruction, 

this provision is based on reality, namely, the practice of certain States, whicn 
have stationed stocks of chemical weapons outside the boundaries of tneir national 

For example, according to numerous press reports, there has been a good

-

*territory.
deal of political tension recently about the location of stores of American chemicai 
weapons on the territory of the Federal Republic of Germany. This i act is ciear 
evidence of the merit of including in the draft convention a provision on the non- 
stationin'1; of chemical weapons on the territories of other States.

.
[

An obligation in this sense ought, .in our view, to enter into t orce simultaneously 
with ratification of the convention and continue for the entire period of its validity. 
Naturally, the withdrawal of chemical weapons from the territories or other States
will demand a certain amount of time, depending on the quantity or the stocks so

How is

[
Ve would propose reaching agreement on such periods of time.

Such verification can be carried
stationed.
the fulfilment of this obligation to be verified? 
out through national technical means, and also upon request. .

our proposal aims at preventing theThere is another and not unimportant aspect : 
deployment of binary weapons in parts, for example, by the members or military blocs

For example, stocks
of one component of a binary weapon could be stationed on the territory ot one utate

Such a possibility must, of

as part of a "division of labour11, so to speak, between them.

and stocks of the second component on that of another.
and that is what we are trying to do.course, be reckoned with

-

.Another of the questions put to us concerns substances produced for permitted 
purposes which, it is proposed, should be included in a list of chemicals presenting 
a particular danger from the point of view of their possible diversion to use for 
purposes of chemical weapons. Preparing and agreeing on such a list will, : ran: .ly, 
be very difficult, in particular because this question directly aifects both the 
chemical industry and the use of chemicals for military purposes not connected with

An illustrative .list of certain substances — as has been
I should like to take this opportunity to

[
[chemical -weapons.

suggested — will not solve this problem, 
anneal to delegations to take an active part, at the appropriate stage, in efforts 
to find a concrete answer to this undoubtedly important question, with tne help ot r
their technical experts.

*

Considerable interest was expressed in the section of the draft basic provisions 
devoted to verification. [

On the question of verification of the destruction of stocks, m parto-cuier,
a number of

we
assume that in addition to national verification, declarations, etc.

One of these might be when an .international procedures will be applied also.
additional exchange of information is necessary between interested States concerning 
the factual state of affairs. Another procedure might be the conduct of on-site 
inspections upon request if an exchange of information has not provided a satisiactoiy 
solution. Another, and independent —■ and I would repeat, independent measure
envisaged is that of systematic international verification of tne destruction oi stoexs^ 
at converted or specialized facilities, for example, on the basis oi an agreed quota.

■
Questions wore put to us about certain particular aspects ot tnxs form of

inspection. But it would surely be better for the participants in the negotiations 
to reach an agreement in principle that during the period of the destruction oi stoexs ^ 
of chemical weapons or their diversion to permitted purposes tnere should oc provision 
for the possibility of the conduct of systematic international on-,site inspections .
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of the destruction of stocks at converted or specialized facilities. Ii 
provision for Inclusion in the convention «ore agreed on in principle, wmc i 
unfortunately in not the case at present that vouiti constitute a great swpiorw .u

consider methods of implementing that agreement - and i repeat; 
Such an agreement does not yet exist.

and "a could then 
agreement.

anplies to verification that the pe'mitbed production ox supertoxic
exceed the upper limit ofThe same

letha] chemicals at specialized facilities does not
on- tonne. Ife propose that such a facility stiould operate under national 
verification with very strict registration of amounts of initial products cunsumeu

locati.cn ciiou36 doclaf'cd ana tiiat «)&sovitiionshould'*hQCmadar)forUtho'carrying out of international on- site inspections (for example,
verify the production of super toxic .u.cmai

But. it may pc asked,
I think not although there

on the basis of an agreed quota; to 
chemicals for permitted purposes at such a facility^ 
reached agreement in principle on this question too .
would not S'?su to be any obvious insuperable obstacles to our doing cant.

rave we

Uc arc also in agreement with those delegations which, judging by tneir 
Questions. arc concerned about how verification can be conducted with vsspect to tnc 
possible production of the precursors of supertoxic substances and in truth, or 
binary weapons, at comnereis 1 enterprises Au for arguments tnav binary .;.,apono 
and their production can be dealt with in the same way as otner types a chemical 

do not find them very convincing. Such arguments do not o.Li.min»tv-
for binary weapons are not seing proauced,weapons

the problem of verifying that precursors 
.in particular at commercial enterprises.

we

Whatever types of activity wcI should also like to stress one other point, 
consider and whatever obligations under the Convention may be involved, in

Soviet draft basic provisions international verificationmay
practice, according to the
in the form of on-site inspection upon request would in general be applicable, 
were asked about the procedure for carrying out this form, of verification, 
connection I should like to point out that such a procedure has beer, worked out m 
detail in the course of negotiations on other international agreements and treaties 
and the experience gained in the course of those negotiations, in particulai cn., 
Soviet -Anglo-American negotiations on the prohibition of nuclear weapon tests, 
obviously bo applied also to the convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons.

We
In tills

coula

I should like to take the opportunity to make a few brief comments on the 
course of the negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons in the Committee. 
There is no doubt that the Ad Hoc Dorking Group under trie experienced guidance oi

mutual understanding hasAmbassador Sujka has done a great deal of useful work: 
widened on many important aspects of the convention; differences ox views iia’.e in 
many instances been reduced or minimized, and possible agreed tormuiacions arc

At the same time, however, in the Soviet delegation'seven beginning to emerge, 
view, there have appeared certain undesirable tendencies diverting us irom tne 
speediest possible conclusion*of a convention on the prohibition oi chemical weapons. 
These tendencies are evident in the fact that, instead of consolidating tne bcuic 
provisions of the future convention, on which consensus is in sight, some 
delegations have been trying to divert the discussion to secondary and at times 
purely technical matters. And the number of these matters is constantly growing.
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Some seem to regard the Committee as a place providing courses for the improvement 
of skills, and force the Committee to investigate technological methods which they 
have not tried out. themselves, not t.o speak of the fact that other delegations have 
serious doubts about these methods.

Of course no one denies the possibility of using technical progress and the 
achievements of science for ensuring the effective iulfilment of international 
agreements, but we must not put the cart before the horse and substitute acedemic

If we follow this course,discussions of various kinds for political readiness, 
with our frankly rather slow tempo of negotiations, we shall never catch up with 
technical progress. The existing technical procedures will be replaced by new 
ones; those new ones will be replaced by even newer ones, and so on. We are 
opposed to the conversion of the Committee into a scientific and technical society. 
We believe that agreement on key aspects of a chemical weapons convention such as 
the scope of the prohibition, declarations, confidence-building measures, 
verification and other aspects of the future convention should be consolidated and 
not made artificially dependent on the solution of particular issues.

Not long ago, during one of her visits abroad, the Prime Minister of India 
recalled an old Indian tradition, namely, to find something about which agreement

that is a starting point, 
That is an old and wise

can be reachedeven if it Is only something very small; 
and you must then try to enlarge the area of agreement.
Indian tradition.

: .I-
Those are the comments the Soviet delegation wished to make about the 

negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons.

i ■ I thank the representative of theThe CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish):
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Ambassador Issraelyan, for his statement and 
for the kind words he addressed to the Chair. The next speaker on my list is 
Ambassador Erdembileg, the representative of Mongolia, to whom I now give the 
floor.

Mr. Chairman, beforeMr. ERDEMBILEG (Mongolia) (translated from Russian): 
beginning my statement I should like, .on behalf of the Mongolian delegation, warmly 
to welcome you to the office of Chairman of the Committee"on Disarmament for the 
month of September. We know you well as one of the outstanding diplomats of 
Mexico and a great specialist with :a wealth of experience and knowledge in the 
sphere of multilateral negotiations on disarmament. This gives us every confidence 

Committee will successfully complete the work of its 1902 session.
Allow me sincerely to wish you every success in your responsible task and to assure 
you that the Mongolian delegation will co-operate closely with you in dealing with 
the matters that are on the Committee's agenda for this session.

that the

The Mongolian delegation would also like to express its gratitude to your 
predecessor, Ambassador Maina of Kenya, for his contribution to the work of the 
Committee during the month of August.
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The CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish)?
Czechoslovakia, Ambassador Vejvoda, for his statement and for the kind words he

The next speaker on my list is the representative of the

I thank the representative of

addressed to the Chair.
Federal Republic of Germany, Ambassador Wegener, to whom I now give the floor.

Mr. WEGENER (Federal Republic of Germany): Mr. Chairman, my delegation joins
We all know how much the Committee canothers in welcoming you to the Chair, 

benefit in these final stages of its 1982 session from your wisdom, your immense
Ambassador Maina, our previous Chairman, hasexperience, your sense of vision, 

already departed, but I should like to express to his competent•colleagues from the 
Kenyan delegation the gratitude of my delegation for the fair and circumspect 
manner in which he has presided over our work.

An expert from my delegation will contribute at this afternoon's informal 
meeting to the subject of mass destruction weapons which is also officially inscribed

Thé comprehensive statement he will make seems to
Instead, I should' like 

to speak on three subjects of particular interest to my delegation: firstly, 
chemical weapons, where I intend to introduce a new working paper ; secondly, 
outer space, where the exceptionally long list of speakers last week prevented me 
from going on record, and lastly, radiological weapons, where I would briefly like 
to comment on the process of 'negotiation as the outgoing Chairman of the Working Group.

on the agenda of our meeting, 
obviate the need for me to address the same issues here.

My delegation feels gratified that during this summer session efforts have 
concentrated to a considerable extent on the search for an agreement prohibiting the 
development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons, and providing for the

, As a countrydestruction of existing stocks and production and filling facilities. 
which, as far back as 1954, renounced, in an international Treaty, the production 
of chemical weapons, the Federal Republic of Germany has ever since given its 
strongest support to all efforts aiming at the speedy conclusion of a total and 
verifiable ban on chemical weapons, which for my Government represents a very 
important and, above all, perfectly attainable .goal.

Chemical weapons are distinct from most weapons-in that their use in war is 
proscribed by the Geneva Protocol of 1925 and by customary internationallaw as well. 
Therefore, chemical weapons should have no role in the military considerations of 
any State and, if all States were unanimous in this aim, should not exist at all.
The time has come for all S bates to relinquish weapons which have been outlawed for 
more than half a century and to conclude an international convention to this effect,

A ban on chemical weapons will enhance the security of the contracting parties, 
but it can fulfil this task only if all parties to the treaty share the conviction 
that contractual provisions will be fully complied with, 
is thus of crucial importance. This is a complicated but in no way insoluble issue. 
National means, as all of us are aware, are not enough. The solution has to be 
found essentially on the basis of international co-operative, non-discriminating and 
at the same time effective methods. International on-site inspections to be 
initiated by a permanent multilateral body of competent experts are an essential 
part of such a co-operative international verification system. Tho importance of 
a chemical weapons ban for my Government is such that I have felt constrained, now 
that the 1982 session of the Committee on Disarmament is drawing to a close, to 
stress a certain number of general points, even'though some of them are widely 
accepted and often also stated by others in this Committee.

The problem of verification
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-

Moving on now to specifics, my authorities have studied with great care the 
"basic provisions" for a convention on the comprehensive prohibition of chemical 
weapons which the Soviet Union has recently submitted. They have come to the 
conclusion that these Soviet proposals, although in a number of areas they .tail to 
provide satisfactory solutions, constitute progress in so far as they acknowledge, 
in principle, the necessity of systematic on-site inspections.

As delegations will remember, during the spring- session the Federal Republic of 
Germany presented a working paper (CD/265) which outlined our concept of a realistic 
and efficient verification system.

I have the honour today to introduce a new working paper which elaborates on 
the ideas contained in document CD/265, taking into account contributions by other 
delegations and giving further precisions.
which is numbered CD/326, is to suggest possible formulations for those sections of 
the chemical weapons convention which are directly linked to the problem of 
verification. This is to say that the paper suggests language for the chapters 
dealing with "verification" and the "Consultative Committee" and thereby gives a 
clear picture of the obligations States will have to undertake in the field of 
verification.

[
E
(

The main purpose of this new paper

(
We propose an effective, practical and reliable verification system which, at 

the same time, requires only limited personnel and financial resources 101 its 
implementation. Our main considerations in this respect are as follows :

A chemical weapons verification system would aspire to provide the highest 
possible degree of assurance that the treaty obligations are being met by 
all participants, while not requiring an outsized supervision apparatus.

solution which establishes a high detection risk for any possibleWe. propose a
violator by introducing two different types of checks:

(a) One which provides for investigations in case of allegations that 
treaty obligations are not being observed, are being neglected or are being 

Such "checks on special grounds" must be binding upon the
Confidence in the

circumvented. ________________
State against which an allegation of breach is levelled, 
observance of treaty obligations could indeed not develop if it were left 
entirely to the discretion of the suspected State to admit or refuse a 
special check, on the grounds that the checks were of a mere voluntary nature. 
An exception might be made in the event of the request being totally devoid 
of foundation in the opinion of the overwhelming majority of the parties.

(b) Secondly, we propose regular checks upon compliance with key 
treaty obligations namely: destruction of existing stocks of chemical weapons, 
dismantling and de section of chemical weapons production and filling 
facilities, observance of the permitted maximum amount for the production of 
supertoxic lethal chemicals as defined by the treaty and compliance with the 
obligation not to produce chemical weapons. In order to keep the verification 
system practicable, it is our conviction that regular checks with regard to 
non—production arc indispensable only for that part of the chemical indus try 
which could potentially produce supertoxic chemical agents, and specifically 
for the producers of organophosphorus compounds. Coverage of this segment
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chemical industry by regular checks would at the same time provide 
practical and effective solution to the problem of verifying the

On the basis of
of the

non-production of key precursors for binary weapons, 
present technological standards, no major industrial country can be ruled 
out as a producer of such materials.

There is no need to carry out on-site inspections at all relevant factories 
as a continuous operation. An adequate degree of confidence will develop 
if the international Consultative Committee annually decides on a quota of 
such factories to be inspected, and selects the individual installations by 
casting lots.

I appeal to all delegations to work towards a solution of the unresolved 
issues of" a convention on the total ban of chemical weapons. As the use of 
chemical weapons is already proscribed, it should be possible to can these weapons 
in a complete and comprehensive manner, and to reach this aim soon. It appears 
that the main argument for retaining chemical weapons is the fear that others might

It is now possible to break this vicious circle. •

Before leaving the field of chemical weapons, may I offer a brief comment on 
Ambassador Issraolyan's statement of 2 September on the subject.

possess and use them.

My delegation is grateful for having obtained some further clarification on 
the questions put to the Soviet delegation, jointly with the Netherlands, in

looking forward to replies on the remainder of our 
queries. As a preparatory step tov/ards the requested formal answers, my delegation 
would welcome, and be readily available at all times for, the kind of bilateral or 
trilateral informal exchanges suggested by the Soviet Ambassador.

document CD/3O8, and we are

Ambassador Issraelyan in his statement made references to old stockpiles of 
United States chemical weapons on the territory of the Federal Republic of Germany. 
These stocks are not within the domain of the Federal Government. At the moment

they would have to be declared 
The implementation of these

of entry into force of a chemical weapons convention 
and destroyed by the United States of America. 
obligations would be subject to the treaty clauses on verification, which would 
mean, in our view, to systematic on-site inspections under the auspices of the 
consulative committee of experts. Although verification would thus take place on 
German territory, my Government would readily admit these measures in the interest 
of enhancing international confidence. Needless to say, the very same declaration 
and .verification procedures would have to apply to the substantial stockpiles of 
Soviet chemical weapons on the territory of East European States and the German 
Democratic Republic.

My delegation listened attentively last week to the formal exchange of views 
on the dangers of an arms race in outer space, 
both during the spring session and at the thirty-sixth sessi»n of the General Assembly.

a topic to which it actively contributed
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The CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish); I declare open the 106th plenary1 meeting 
of the Committee on Disarmament.1 The Committee will today take up item 8 of its 
agenda, which includes consideration of the reports of its subsidiary bodies and the 
consideration and. adoption of its annual report to the United Nations General Assembly. 
In accordance with rule 30 of the rules of procedure, members wishing to do so may 
make statements about any other matter connected with the work of the Committee.

Allow me, first, to offer a warm welcome in the Committee to the new 
representative of Yugoslavia, His Excellency Ambassador Kazimir Vidas, who is with us 
today for the first time. Ambassador Vidas is on experienced, diplomat' who;has..held 
important posts in the course of his career. He has taken part _.in many international 
conferences as well as in sessions of the United Nations General Assembly and çf other
international bodies, 
efforts and has participated very actively in the meetings of the non-aligned

In 1978 he was appointed, his country's Assistant Federal Secretary for
He will, I am sure, make an outstanding contribution to.,-the work of

Ambassador Vidas has in the past been involved in disarmament

movement.
Foreign Affairs, 
our Committee.

theOn my list of speakers for today I have the representatives oi India 
United Kingdom, Cuba, Indonesia, Romania, Egypt and the Federal Republic of Germany. 
I now give the floor to the first of these, the representative of India, Mr. Saran.

Mr. SARAN (India): It is a matter of great pleasure to my delegation to see you, 
the distinguished representative of friendly Mexico, in the Chair for this crucial 
month of September when we shall be engaged in finalizing our report to the

Familiar as we are 
we have no doubt that

thirty-seventh session of the United Nations General Assembly. 
with your experience in, and deep dedication to, disarmament, 
within the next few days we shall achieve a successful conclusion to our work for the 

As always, the delegation of India pledges its full support and1982 session, 
co-operation to you in your difficult endeavours.

I would also like to take this opportunity to welcome on behalf of my
We wish him a successful tenure in Genevadelegation, Ambassador Cannock of Peru. 

and are confident that our two delegations will continue to co-operate as closely as
May I also join you, Mr. Chairman, in extending a warmwe have done in the past, 

welcome to Ambassador Vidas of Yugoslavia, the representative of a friendly
We wish him all success in his assignment in Geneva.non-aligned country.

We have also learnt that Ambassador Summerhayes will be leaving us shortly, 
take this opportunity to bid him farewell.
himself the best traditions of British diplomacy, and we regret that we shall be 
losing such an experienced member of this Committee, 
would like to wish him all success in his new assignment.

Ambassador Summerhoyos embodies in

On behalf of my delegation, I

In theThis summer session of the Committee has been a relatively brief one. 
woke of the dismal failure of the second, special session of the United Nations 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, it has also been a session at which much loss 
intensive work has been done than before. Among the items under negotiation,

And for this the cred.itin-d.epth work has been possible only on chemical weapons. 
should go to the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons 
Ambassador Sujko of Poland, 
groups on various elements of the future convention have been mapped out

It was under his guidance that several informal contact
in very



clear and precise detail* .including the territory which must be covered in 
negotiations and the outstanding issues which must be resolved. In many cases the 
contact groups have gone beyond the stage of identifying existing divergences and have 
set forth certain promising options which may lead to compromise solutions. It is 
this kind of work which in our view will bring the objective of a chemical weapons 
convention closer to realisation. >

The Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban was unable to draw up any 
conclusions for our future work, primarily because it was unable to reach agreement

While every delegation in the Group agreed thaton an appropriate work programme, 
issues relating to verification of compliance cannot be considered in isolation, it 
did not prove possible to reach consensus on a working hypothesis concerning the 
nature and the scope of the multilateral treaty that we envisage will eventually 
emerge through a process of multilateral negotiations. As far as my delegation is 
concerned, we have consistently taken the position that a treaty on a nuclear test 
ban should aim at the general and complete cessation of all nuclear weapon.tests by 
all States in all environments for all time. Along with other members of the 
Group of 21, we have repeatedly stated that such a treaty should be able to attract 
universal adherence and should include.a verification system which is universal in 
its application, non-discriminatory in character and which provides for equal access 
by all States.

r
..

:
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While we regret that we were unable to reach a consensus on a work programme, 
we should not lose sight of the very interesting and fruitful exchange of views that 
took place on several lcoy issues related to a nuclear test ban in the Working Group. 
Certain important queries were addressed to the three nuclear—weapon States 
participating in the negotiations, concerning their approach to verification, 
response to queries from my delegation, one of the parties which had participated in 
the trilateral negotiations until they were suspended in the Autumn of 1980, -i.e. the 
Soviet Union, confirmed unambiguously that the trilateral negotiators had reached 
complete agreement on all the elements relating to the verification aspects ol o 
multilateral treaty on a nuclear test ban: That delegation informed the Working Group
that the questions awaiting solution related to certain additional measures which 
would ho applicable only to the three parties engaged in those restricted 
negotiations. This is an extremely significant statement and should be taken due 
note of by the Committee.

rIn

1
cThe Soviet Union also confirmed that it considered the means of verification at 

present available, using both national technical means as well os .international 
co-operative measures for the detection and identification of seismic events, to be 
more than sufficient to verify compliance with a treaty on a nuclear test ban. r

It is unfortunate that the two other parties which had been engaged in the .
trilateral negotiations have not been as forthcoming as the Soviet Union in providing ^ 
the Working Group with details relating to those negotiations which could be of 
considerable use to the Working Group. rThe United States and the United Kingdom were also asked to specify what they

These tworegarded as adequate with respect to verification of a nuclear tost ban. 
nuclear-weapon States have in the past taken the position that the means of 
verification at present available arc not capable of giving sufficient assurance 
that the provisions of a general and complete prohibition of nuclear weapon testing 
arc being complied with. They have hold that the main obstacles in achieving the L
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Another positive factor which should not be overlooked when evaluating the 
v/ork of this session is the outstandingly diligent approach which has characterized 
the work of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons. Under the capable 
chairmanship of Ambassador Sujka of Poland, this Group was able to devise a 
practical method which had a direct effect in furthering the progress of its work. 
The way in which the contact groups dealt with the various elements of 
treaty on the full and effective prohibition of the production, development and 
stockpiling of chemical weapons and the destruction of existing stocks of such 
weapons was both positive and fruitful. We hope that, at the next session of the 
Committee, the Group will be able to build on its achievements during this session 
and that it will be successful in reaching agreement on a specific text and 
provisions for the various articles of the draft treaty.

a draft

I would now like to turn to the question of the prevention of an arms race 
in outer space, a matter which, after extensive debates during the spring session, 
we agreed to include on our agenda. At that time I explained Egypt's position 
in this respect and emphasized the fact that, since the beginning of the second 
alf of this century, in the General Assembly of the United Nations and, in 

particular, in the Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space, Egypt had 
continually advocated the need for an agreement to prohibit the use of outer 
space for military purposes and to restrict its use to peaceful purposes in 
furtherance of the interests and progress of mankind. Although agreement was 
reached m 1967 on the.. "Principles Governing the Activities of States in the 
Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies", 
15 years after the adoption of that Treaty we still lack an international agreement 
pro lbitmg vhe arms race in outer space and restricting its use to peaceful 
purposes. , •

The rapid progress in modern technology and the space sciences calls for an 
early approach to this item through an ad hoc working group endowed with a general,, 
comprehensive and non-specific mandate within the framework of which it would be
a le to address all aspects of the problem, including the question of anti-satellite 
systems.

I-, ■ We,are naturally aware of the complexities and ramifications of this question,
^unng e 11st part of this session last spring, therefore, we proposed ' that the 
oe^re ariat should prepare a full collection of all the background documents 
ai,1_ Pr0P^salo relating to this question so that we could identify the various 

’ v,r°^Gh rt has passed. This would undoubtedly save much time and
n ° which would otherwise be spent in the informal consultations which have been 
proposed to deal with this question.

Gunclusion of the work of our session we note that, in spite of all 
e enorts made, there are some issues which have not been addressed. 
e^fine in Particular to the question of guaranteés of the non-use of nuclear 

m-nL1! aeaïnfb non-nuclear-weapon-States and the question of a comprehensive 
Programme of disarmament. The discussions and consultations that will bo taking 

La. , during the coming session of the General Assembly may be able to 
ne obotacles impeding agreement on these two questions.

the c110 si”sle rtem on the agenda of the international community has been
‘ Greater endeavours than that of disarmament,

frustration is felt most keenly by those

1 am

remove some

Hence, the feeling of 
whose v/ork relates to disarmament questions
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We hope that in 1983 the Committee will not waste the opportunity that has been 
offered to it of starting such genuine negotiations and that, on the basis of a 
programme of work that is as precise as possible, it will thoroughly examine the 
various questions falling within the mandate that has been given to the Working Group 
on a Nuclear Test Ban.

Our agenda covers a large number of subjects, and it is difficult to organize an 
in-depth discussion of each of them. We should like to suggest, however, that once 
a main topic has been selected for discussion at the Committee's plenary meetings 
during a particular week, delegations should try to keep to that topic in their 
statements and not refer to various others. This would make for greater unity in 
our debates and our efforts.

It,seems to us, moreover, that in.1983, if we want finally to achieve some 
success in our- negotiations, we ought to set aside more time for those questions in 
respect, of which the conditions for genuine negotiations appear to us to have been 
met. In saying this I am thinking in particular of the prohibition of chemical 
weapons and that of radiological weapons. This pragmatic approach should be 
understood as being without prejudice to the fundamental priorities as seen by each 
of us in the disarmament process. It would be rather a matter of functional 
priorities dictated by the course of the discussions and encouraged by the chances 
of success in certain sectors of our work. It seems to us preferable to accept such 
a functional selectivity rather than maintain a programme of theoretical priorities 
which, in the end, would merely perpetuate the present state of stagnation of our work.

So far as the prohibition of chemical weapons is concerned, we shall have at our 
disposal in 1983 an excellent basis for the continuation of the negotiations, 
referring to the reports of the various contact groups which the Chairman of the 
Working Group had the excellent idea of setting up.

I am

While it is true that agreement on one basic element in the draft convention will 
always depend on agreement on the other components, our delegations ought nevertheless 
at the present stage to be very open-minded as regards the procedures to be employed 
at our next session. It seems to us that the time has come to embark on the stage 
of drafting a convention. The contact group approach has had the advantage of 
permitting parallel discussion of all the various elements of the convention. In our 
work in 1983 we should make use of the lessons learned from this method.

When the Committee meets again for its next session, in 1983» it will have had 
a long period of reflection, of some eight months, on the subject of the prohibition 
of radiological weapons. The consultations held by the Chairman of the Working Group 
and his use of a written questionnaire have, we believe, helped to clarify to some 
extent the various points of view. Our feeling is that we have come closer to the 
moment when genuine negotiations, covering both the so-called traditional subject 
matter and the problem of the prohibition of attacks against nuclear facilities, 
should become possible.

Various formulas have been put forward, in particular by Japan, for establishing 
a link between these two subjects of negotiation. Belgium, too, has in the past 
offered suggestions for the establishment of such a link. Those proposals were based 
on article VI of the Treaty on the Mon-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and article IX 
of the Convention on the Prohibition of Bacteriological Weapons. They are still valid 
and could be developed in the light of the new suggestions put forv/ard during the 
present session.



The absence' of a work programme has not made possible a systematic and 
structured discussion, and the exchanges of views which have taken place so far ave 
been more or less of a general nature. However, two different fundamental approaches 
have once again emerged from the discussions held so far. One approach is that 
existing technical and scientific means are sufficient to identify a system for 
verification of compliance with a test ban. To our mind, this approach would make 
it possible to define the modalities relating to verification.

it cannot be presumed that all technical 
We arc

However, the other approach contends that 
problems have been resolved with regard to verification
this approach will lead the work of the Group into a la _
which will make it difficult to attain our objective of defining the modalities for
the verification of compliance.

e that 
detailsof

chemical weapons are now in an advanced stage and detailed
been identified. TheThe negotiations on

requirements as to what a treaty should comprise have now 
convergence of views of the respective positions is an encouraging factor in the 
negotiations. These developments have led us to believe that the prospects for an

Every effort should therefore be made for theagreement arc now in sight, 
realization of a chemical weapons convention when we meet again next year.

The proposal by the delegation of India for the establishment of an ad hoc 
working group to undertake appropriate and practical measures on the prevention 
of a nuclear war has been supported by the majority, while a few other delegations

that further clarification of the issues involved would be necessary 
before consideration could be given to the establishment of an ad hoc working group. 
The informal exchanges of views which have taken place during this session have 
been most useful for they have paved the way for further discussions which could 
make it possible to ’deal with this issue in an appropriate working group. The desire 
by all delegations to deal effectively with measures on the prevention of a nuclear 
war is not in doubt. Needless to say, the complete prevention of a nuclear war can

were of the view
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of multilateral negotiations on nuclear disarmament is the kind of freeze that the 
international community is finding it difficult to accept, and we wish to express the 
hope that this Committee will be able to deal with this issue within a working group 
when we meet again next year. It would serve our purpose to recollect that 
negotiations on nuclear disarmament beginning with the concept of a freeze were once 
conducted in the ENDC by those Powers that are now reluctant to take such a step.

commitments and principles is an imperative that
nuclear disarmament when weHere again, living up to previous

cannot ignore if this Committee is to start work onwe
meet again next year.

With regard to the test-ban issue, we wish for the present to confine our 
remarks to the work of the Ad Hoc Working Group under its given mandate and shall
not be commenting on the issue as a whole.

na 
e
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negotiations, contained in the Final Document of the first special session of the 
General Assembly devoted to disarmament and confirmed at the second special session, 
is an important indicator of their true attitude regarding the solution of this 
urgent disarmament problem.

The attitude shown towards the discussion of the question in the Ad Hoc Working
Group on agenda item 1, set up by the Committee on Disarmament at the first part of
the session, gives rise to serious fears that the Committee may be used as a screen 
for the policy of thè United States of continuing nuclear weapon tests.

The delegations of the socialist countries share the view of the majority that in 
or er to hold negotiations on agenda item 1 on a constructive basis, it is necessary 
to broaden the mandate of the Working Group so that its functions include that of 
elaborating the scope of the future agreement. They also express regret at the refusal 
o he delegations of two nuclear-weapon Powers to participate in the Working Group
and hope that they will reconsider their position in this respect in the near future.

The delegations of the socialist countries note with satisfaction the progress 
made in working out the elements of a convention on the prohibition of chemical 
weapons. The draft basic provisions of a convention submitted by the delegation of the 

uR played a decisive part in the achievement of that progress. To consolidate the 
results achieved, all delegations must participate- constructively and show flexibility, 
ihe socialist countries continue to consider it very important that the future 
convention should take account of new developments in the field of chemical weapons, 
inc u ng all.aspects connected with binary or multi-component types of such weapons.

The success of the negotiations on the prohibition and destruction of chemical 
can be ensured only through the speediest possible achievement of political

XS-tïX'ï^r^3ÎL:?lution of
will further and support all proposals and 

of agreement on the question of the

weapons

The groupof delegations of socialist countries 
initiatives aimed at the speedy achievement 
prohibition of chemical weapons.

contfl^!^ °f+1an Èâj™. working group on this question and the draft mandate it 
contained met with a positive response in the Committee.

It is to be regretted that the 
it impossible to undertake 
of the arms race to outer

opposition of the United States of America has made 
concrete negotiations with a view to preventing the extension
space.

the °f the S0Ciali8t countries will continue their efforts towards
its question' They note with satisfaction the awareness of
mandée ^ ^ V* Rations of the Group of 21, which submitted a draft
mandate two days ago, and some western States.

The socialist countries still believe 
systems of the prohibition of new types and new 

one of the most important prerequisites to 
Concomitant with the lack of

___weapons of mass destruction is
geneial and complete disarmament.

progress in the



A number of other delegations have made important contributions to progress
toward the prohibition of chemical weapons, an objective that we all agree is a

The contribution of thematter of the greatest importance for the Committee» _ , .
Federal Republic of Germany on the important question of verification of a chemical
weapons convention.is particularly noteworthy.

My delegation has also taken note of the proposals of the Soviet Union 
subm tted to the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to 
disa marnent, which have also been put forward in the Committee. These proposals 
seem to indicate a certain degree of flexibility on two of the key issues relate 
to verification of a chemical weapons convention which, of course, we all welcome.

further amplification by the Soviet Union of the particulars of 
these proposals. There are, of course, many other unresolved verification issues. 
We hope that mutually acceptable solutions will be found to overcome these 
difficulties and thus allow progress to be made.

We look forv/ard to

In sum, my delegation believes that the work of the Committee this year on a 
prohibition of chemical weapons has been advanced, largely through intensive wor 
in the space of this brief six-week session. We hope these achievements are an 
indication that even greater advances will be. possible during the course of our 
1983 session. • j

With regard to the work of the nuclear test ban Working Group, we are, of 
disappointed that our efforts to begin substantive work under the mandate 

were blocked by one group. By comparison with the productive results in the 
chemical weapons Working Group, perhaps the best that can be said, in vi~w o our 
failure to adopt a programme of work, is that in wrestling with this problem wv

rclated to issues of verification and

course,

have had several enlightening discussions 
compliance.

1
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I thank the representative of SwedenThe CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish): 
for his statement and I now give the floor to the representative of the 
United States of America, Ambassador Fields.

Mr.- Chairman, the 1982 session of theMr. FIELDS (United States of America);:
Committee on Disarmament is drawing .to a close.i - In the brief span ox the 
abbreviated summer part of this session, we have, I believe, achieved some modest 
accomplishments. My remarks today will focus on these areas of work where progress 
has been made, and I will as well comment on several issues where our position has 
been either misunderstood or misinterpreted.

prohibition on chemical weapons, my delegation would
that was made in theFirst, with regard to a

like to register a degree of satisfaction at the progress
The Chairman of the Group, the distinguishedchemical weapons Working Group, ^ ,, , . . .Ambassador of Poland,.Ambassador Sujka, deserves the gratitude of all delegations

method of work which allowed substantial 
able to cover an impressivein particular for his inauguration of a

results to be achieved. The nine contact groups were , . .. .
amount of material,' and to report results to ^0 Committee which clearly indica e 
that substantive progress has been made since we began our work in August. T"ese

excellent basis for further progress at the Committee sresults will provide an 
1983 session.

T 
H-
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The CHAIRMAN (translated from -Spanish )■: I thank the representative of* the 
United States for his statement and I now give the floor to the next speaker on 
my list, the representative of Poland, Ambassador Sujlea who, in his capacity as 
Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons, will introduce the 
Group's report.

Mr. SUJKA (Poland): Mr. Chairman, first of all, may I ho permitted to express 
my great appreciation of your able and skilful chairmanship and thank you especially 
for the very efficient way in which you have been guiding our work during the
present month. In our close co-operation with you, wo welcome every one of your 
accomplishments as our own achievement. I wish you, therefore, a successful 
conclusion of the Committee's report on its activities during the present session 
and offer you our further assistance and support in the fulfilment of this task.

May I also take this opportunity to convey words of appreciation to your 
predecessor, Ambassador Maina of Kenya, for his contribution as Chairman during 
the month of August.

!

I welcome with satisfaction our new colleagues in the Committee, the 
distinguished representatives of Peru and Yugoslavia.

To those of our colleagues who have recently left Geneva or are shortly going 
to leave, I should like to bid farewell and wish them the bust of luck.

In my capacity as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons,
I have the honour to introduce today to the Committee on Disarmament the Group's 
draft report on its activities in 1982. The text of the draft report is contained 
in document CD/334 and is available, I hope, to all the distinguished delegations 
in this Committee. By the way, I would like to draw the attention of the Committee 
to two errors in the report : the first is in paragraph 12, where the words "the next " 
should be inserted in the first line after the words "It was agreed that"* the 
second is that paragraph 17 should be deleted and paragraph 13 then becomes 
paragraph 17. All the report will therefore he reissued for technical reasons.

In view of the second special session of the United Nations General Assembly 
devoted to disarmament, I prepared a special report to the Committee on Disarmament 
which is contained in document CD/2‘31 /Huv.l, dated 27 April 1932. The report 
described, inter alia, in chapter III, the state of negotiations in the Working Group 
at the end of the first part of the Committee's session. Hence, in today's 
présentation I shall try to confine myself to the second part of the session of 
the Working Group on Chemical Weapons which, in accordance with the Committee's 
decision of 23 April 1982, started on 20 July 1982. In this connection, I only 
wish to recall that at the beginning of the 1982 session bhn Working Group on Chemical 
V/eapons started its work with a new mandate by which the Committee decided "to 
establish, for the duration of its 1982 session, an ad hoc working group 
elaborate such a convention, taking into account all existing proposals and future 
initiatives with a view to enabling the Committee to achieve agreement at the 
earliest date

to



. f„nm the beginning of the summer session, the Working Group
continued to conduct intensive discussions and consultations aimed at elaborating 

orovisions of the future convention. After another i ound of <-

sssr mms SS«Sr33rîSi:
which could help vo overcome existing

of the convention at the next 
dealt particularly with the

the

with the task
possible options and working hypotheses 
divergences and advance the process of elaboration 
stage of negotiations. These informal contact groups 
following spheres of the future convention:

The scope of the convention;

Definitions of technical terms

Verification procedures, including particularly.

Declarations of the possession of stocks 
the means of their production, time-frames 
declarations ;

which will be used in the convention;

of chemical weapons and of 
and the forms cf such

of and plans for the destruction, dismantling or diversion 
of stocks of chemical weapons and facilities,

National legislation and verification measures;

National technical means of verification;

The process 
for permitted purposes

An international verification system;
Other issues, inter alia, the convention's preamble, '^f i-hh 
other treaties' end International co-operation in the implementation of th. 
convention as well as many other aspects.

subsequently discussed and, where 
consecutive meetings.The reports of all contact groups 

necessary, revised during the VJorking Group's
were

The consultations with delegations, assisted by exp1-» ts, on °e ‘commendatj.ons 
questions resulted in 19Ô2 in providing the Working roup ^ determinations
on standardized operating procedures for acute subcutaneous - direct
and for acute inhalation toxicity criteria. These recommendations nr.
relevance to the future convention.

1982 and its full devotion
of chemicalThe Working Group, through its intensive work in rédhibition

to the noble goal of the elaboration of a convention on the P‘<*ibiti ^
weapons, has again strongly reaffirmed not only oha'^the conclusif ^ ^ .fc _s 
convention is one of the highest priorities in our nag •• ' effort. It is
possible to reach agreement on it through a harmonize , co <- ^ u co-ordinators
in ouch a way that I interpret the dedication and tirclcao „olution3
and practically all delegations in seeking — and finding — P
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and/or convergences of views in so mo areas and sectors of the future convention.
I hope that the reports' of the co-ordinators of the contact groups which are 
attached to the Working Group’s report adequately reflect all the willingness to

At the same time, they constitute 
I wish to emphasize especially

negotiate and to try to find agreed solutions. 
a very good background for further negotiations. 
the willingness for further negotiations because — being far from complacent — 
I know how much time and effort must still be put in before the draft convention
is ready.

Having this i.n mind and taking into account the progress which has been made 
by the contact groups in clarifying many issues as well as in seeking possible 
spheres of understanding through alternative and optional formulations and whenever 
possible through working hypotheses, I tried to sum them up in c-he form of possible 
compromise wordings of the elements which I presented recently uo the Ad Hoc 

I fully realize that it is far from being a perfect paper.
I do hope, however, that it will help delegations in the 

drafting process and provide their respective Governments with a better knowledge 
of the present state of the negotiations. In this connection, I hope that the 
document entitled "Views of the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical 
Weapons on possible compromise wordings of the elements of a future convention", 
has already been circulated as a document under the number CD/555• 
the general wish of the Ad Hoc Working Group.

I haveWorking Group. 
not had such ambitions,

Such was indeed

As is stated in paragraph 17 of its report tha Group agreed, inter alia, "to 
recommend to the Committee on Disarmament that it should continue its work under 
the present Chairman between 17 and 28 January 19&5 In thanking the mimbers
of the Group for the confidence thus expressed, I endorse the said recommandacions 
and hope that they, as well as the whole report, will meet with the Committee’s 
approval. May I take this opportunity to appeal to all the delegations to take 
advantage of the recess to study the background material of this session so that 
we could make further tangible progress in January 1985 both in the work of the 
Group and in the consultations on technical issues.

With your permission, Mr. Chairman, I would like to conclude my introduction 
to the Committee of the draft report of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons by 
wholeheartedly thanking all the delegations for their valuable contribution to the 
Group's work. My special thanks are 'directed to the co-ordinators of the contact; 
groups, Ms. Naucimbenc of the Argentinian delegation, Mr. Melescanu (Romania),
Mr. Lundin (Sweden), Mr. Skinner (Canada), Mr. Steele (Australia), Mr. Altaf 
(Pakistan), Mr. Duarte (Brazil), and Mr. Thielicke (German Democratic Republic).
I am deeply convinced that no word of appreciation can be regarded as overestimating 
their contribution. W; have had again this year sometimes a hard time. Our 
endurance has again been tested. But I am happy to emphasize that the Group has 
been trying to overcome the difficulties in a spirit of compromise. For myself, 
as its Chairman, this is the best reward for my own effort and the not easy job 
in the Chair.

My sincere thanks go to Mrs. Waldheim-Natural for her assistance as Secretary 
of th^ Working Group during the spring session and to Mr. Bensmail for his help 
and valuable advice during the summer session. I thank very much the secretariat 
staff and the interpreters for their excellent collaboration during the whole 1932 
session. - • .



Perhaps thisthe wording of our reports as if they were legally binding treaties, 
is simply in response to a psychological mechanism of compensation, of which we 
are quite aware. Such decisions cannot be construed as engaging Governments to 
the result of the work undertaken, and they certainly do not create any f inal 
commitments. The work of this Committee on chemical weapons is a case in point, 
and I do not need'to recall here chat no delegation around this tabic feels engaged 
by the significant results achieved in this field so far, although we may all agree 
that substantive progress has been made in this session towards facilitating 
agreement. In this Committee, agreements are usually reached at working group 
level before being formally approved at the Committee level, where consensus is 
also necessary; in any case, ample allowance is made for reservations. Further 
on, the'texts submitted by the Committee on Disarmament are reviewed by the 
General Assembly, and if adopted, they are presented to Governments as mere 
recommendations. The final judgement on whether or not to join an 
necessarily be made, in the last instance, by the sovereign decision of the 
Government itself; and even the executive decision to sign an international 
instrument must be confirmed, in most constitutional processes, by the procedures

of the issues to the

will

of ratification, which usually involve national exposure
It is thus difficult to understand, for instance,

negative attitude as regards their participationjudgement of public opinion. 
why China and France decided on a 
in the Working Group on a Nuclear Test-Ban.

" »
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One is forced, therefore, to ask the inevitable question: why do some ,
delegations in this Committee persist in raising obstacles to the normal performance 
of its negotiating function, as if every procedural, or even substancive step wou 
entail irrevocable commitments of a political and legal nac-ura?

i

!
«-

role in the conduct ofThe Governments of nations where public opinion plays a 
international affairs may overemphasize issues relating to their defence and security 
needs in response only to the perspective of their own national interests, 
conversely, Governments of nations where public opinion is not a re ^-yan a .
may deliberately engage in rhetoric with the aim of promoting disserrion among . 
adversaries. Both attitudes, when used to impede progress in this Committee, become „ 
extremely harmful to the orderly conduct of work, since both are at variance with 
the decision-making process inherent in multilateral procedure. uci am igui 
attitudes and behaviour could perhaps be dispelled if all delegations repi^sen

and value to the expression "in good faith .

I
i ■j
i

«-
here attached the same meaning

Mr. Fields,I wish to thank the distinguished Ambassador of the United^States 
for his reaction to the observation of my delegation, as well as o otnei ^ 
delegations, concerning the compliance of his Government with a.par îa . tes 
treaty. Unfortunately, my delegation is not yet convinced by his ai^um.n a, 
those of a juridical nor those of a political nature. But my delega ion wa. 
to hear from the distinguished Ambassador of the United States the renews ' \
of his Government to a comprehensive test-ban treaty, and I would like to s ar-'~ vlx‘ ' 
all doubts on the part of my delegation on this matter will be dispelled when ’ «.
United States delegation decides to engage in meaningful and substantive negotiati u 
on a total ban on nuclear-weapon test explosions.

L

ethe distinguished representative 
kind words he■addressed to the Chai: .

The CHAIRMAN (translated from Spanish): 
of Brazil for his statement and for the , .list is the representative of Argentina, Mr. Garcia Montan

I thank JThe
bo

next speaker on my 
whom I now give the floor.

■ l
i
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It seems to me that our Committee has drawn this lesson for itself and that it 
has done the best it could in the very short space of time available to it and within 
the narrow limits set by its working conditions, both external and internal.

The Committee's efforts have to a large extent been concentrated on the important 
issues of chemical weapons.

TheThe Working Group on Chemical Weapons has achieved praiseworthy results.
French delegation had some doubts at first about the method of contact groups 
suggested by the Chairman.
unjustified, and it wishes to compliment Ambassador Sujka whose innovations in the 
organization of the work proved entirely successful, 
contact groups permitted a thorough consideration of the various elements of a 
convention : it served to highlight those aspects on which a consensus was in sight; 

particularly, it made it easier to tackle the very many problems remaining to be 
including those of the scope- of. the convention, definitions,. declarations

It is glad to be able to say that its doubts were

The establishment of the nine

more 
resolved
of stocks and the initiation and rate of their destruction and the problem of methods
of international verification.

In some cases the contact groups adopted "working hypotheses", which might serve
The French delegationas a basis for finding solutions for the outstanding problems, 

wishes to express its gratitude to the co-ordinators of the contact groups ;1 their 
reports, which are annexed to the report of the Working Group, should prove very 
useful during our subsequent work.

With respect to radiological weapons, the consultations actively conducted by 
Ambassador Wegener, the Chairman of the Working Croup, have had the merit, it seems, 
of persuading certain delegations to adopt an attitude which will permit the 
resumption of negotiations on the principal object of the convention in question : 
the prohibition of radiological weapons. The working paper presented by the Chairman 
will undoubtedly constitute a useful basis for this purpose.

As regards the question of the protection of nuclear installations, which 
several delegations wish to be dealt with at the same time, the proposal put forward 
by the delegation of Japan will perhaps help those delegations to find a solution in 
an appropriate framework.

A third Working Group has held meetings during our summer session, in its case 
for the first time — the VJorking Group set up to examine the issues relating to 
verification which would arise in connection with a nuclear test-ban treaty. On 
5 August last, thp French delegation explained why it felt unable to participate in 
that Working Group. Its attitude in that respect ; I should like to repeat, in no 
way means that it underestimates the importance attaching to the elaboration of an 
effective and non-discriminatory system of international verification.

The other items on our agenda have been discussed by the Committee itself.

Item 2 — cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament — rightly 
occupies the most important place in our report. Once again, however, the report 
reflects the differing positions of States members rather than any progress in the 
approach to these fundamental problems. We continue to believe that progress will 
depend on a correct appreciation of the relative sizes of national nuclear forces 
and of the hierarchy of responsibilities flowing therefrom, and on respect for the
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Broadly, we associate ourselves with those delegations which have expressed 
concern over the intensification of the arms race and the aggravation of international 
tension, on the one hand, and the ineffectiveness of the Committee's work on the other. 
Indeed, the incapacity of the Committee on Disarmament to fulfil its mandate as the 
sole multilateral negotiating forum is particularly striking against the background of 
the acute aggravation of the international situation and the heightened danger of the 
outbreak of a global nuclear war.

If there have been any positive results of the Committee's work in 19^2* these, 
in our view, relate mainly to the problem of the prohibition and destruction of 
chemical weapons. As many heads of delegations pointed out at the second special 
session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament and also here in 
this Committee, the submission by the Soviet Union of a draft text of "Basic provisions 
of a convention on the prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of 
chemical weapons and on their destruction" represented a very positive contribution to 
progress in the negotiations on this question. Under the skilful guidance of 
Ambassador Su j lea, the representative of Poland, concrete negotiations on a. wide range 
of issues relating to a future convention were successfully started within the 
Committee. The work done in the various contact groups set up on Ambassador Sujka's 
initiative — in spite, it may be said, of the objections of certain delegations — v 
and the Chairman's document containing a consolidated text of compromise wordings of 
the elements of the future convention will undoubtedly provide a useful, basis for

Nevertheless, we cannot be fully satisfied even with the
We are coming to the very

future negotiations.
negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapons.
definite conclusion that certain States are in no huriy over these negotiations, 
looks as if their successful conclusion might frustrate certain plans for the creation 
of new -types of chemical weapons, 
agreement cn a deadline for the completion of the negotiations and that by interrupting 
our work for several months we are, as it were, breaking off in mid-sentence.

It

We regret that the Committee failed to reach

I should like now to comment on the activities of the Committee on Disarmament 
from a wider viewpoint in a historical perspective, so to speak, 
agreement in the sphere of the limitation of the arms race and disarmament has been

The expansion of the Committee's membership and 
the adoption of rules of procedure for its work in 1979 failed to change things for 
the better.

Not a single

drafted in the Committee since 1976.
Moreover, although a number of drafts have been submitted to the 

Committee in recent years, some have not been considered at all while in the case oi 
others it has proved impossible to reach final agreement owing to the attempts oi
certain delegations to link them artificially with various other issues.

Both we and many other delegations
have spoken about them at this session and at earlier sessions of the Committee, 
is more and more often.being said, as was the case at the second special session of 
the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament, that the Committee 
on Disarmament is failing to fulfil the task set before it. We agree with those 
judgements. Experience has shown that, in a number of cases, the Committee is net 
only not facilitating negotiations but is in fact becoming a kind of brake, an 
obstacle to negotiations. The most negative aspects of the Committee's activities 
which have become apparent in recent years are, in our view, the following.

_____ The starting of negotiations in the Committee on the most acute problem
of our time — the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament: has
been blocked because of the position of the United States of America and certain

For the some reason, the Committee has also been unable to embark on

The reasons for this situation are well known.
I

First.

other States.
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