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I, INTRODUCTION

l. The Committee on Disarmament submits to’ the thirty-sixth session of the ‘
United Nations General Assembly its annual report on its 1981 session, together .
vith the pertinent documents and records. This report also includes'an account &
the organization of the Committee (Part IT) and of the Committee's wark based on
the agenda adopted for 1981 (Part III). ' ' '

II, ORGANIZATION OF THE COMMITTER

A, 1981 Session of the Comittee

2. The Committee was ih session from 3 February to 24 April and from 11 June to
21 August 1981. During this period, the Committee held 49 forfal Plenary mecetings
at which members set forth their Governnent's views and recommendations on the
questions before the Committed.

3. The Committee also held 45 informal meétings on various subjects, including its
agenda and programme. of work, organization and procedures, as well as items of the
agends and other matters considered by the Cqmmittee.

4. In accordance with rule 9 of the Rules of Procedure, the following member States |
agsumed the Chairmanship of the Committee: France for Pebruary, the Geman Democratic
Republic for March, the Federal Republic of Gemany for April and .the recess- between
the first and second parts of the 19681 session of the Cormittee, Hungary from 1lth
until the end of June, India for July, and Indonesia for August and the recess until
the 1982 session of the Commitiee, ‘ .

B. Participants in the Work of the Comnittee

5. Representatives of the following member States participated in the work of the
Committee: Algeria, Argentina, Australia, Belgium, Brazil, Bulgeria, Bumma, Canada,
China, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Egypt, Ethiopia, France, Geman Democratic Republic,
Germany,. Federal Republic of, Hungarxy, India, Indonesia, Iran, Italy, Japan, Kenya,
Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, the Netherlands, Nigeria, Pakistan, Peru, Poland, Romania,
Sri Lankn, Sweden, .Union of Soviet Socialist Republies, United Kingdom of . '
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America, Venezuela, Yugoslavia and
Zaire. The consolidated list of particpants in the first and second parts of the
session is included as Appendix I +o the report,

C. Agenda for the 1981 Session and ‘Programme of Work

for the First and Second Parts of the Session

6. At the 104th Plenaxry méeting, the Chaimman sulmitted a proposal on the
provisional agenda. and the prograrme of work of the Committee, for the first part of
the session, in confomity with rule 29 of the Rules of Procedure. In sutmitting
that proposal, the Chaiman stated the following: o

"It is understood that the question of the non-stationing of nmutlear
weapons on the territories of Siates where there are no such weapons at present
can be.considered under item 2 of the Committee!s agenda, 'Cessation of the
nuclear amg race and nuclear disarmament!; It is also understood that the
report of the Committee, item 7 of. the agenda, will deal, inter alia, with the
question of the consideration of the modalities of the review of the :
membership of the Committee, mentioned in General Assembly resolution 35/156 I,
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.}7.

woric,

I drow the Committee's attention to the fact that organizational questions
are not mentioned in the programme of work, in compliance with the Committee's
wish that these questions, and in particular the gquestion of amendments:to
Section IX of the Rules of Procedure, should be dealt with at informa]l
neetings,"" <

At the same Plenary meeting, the Committee adopted its agenda and programme of
-Some delegations made statements in comection with the agenda, The text

of the agends and programme of vork for the first part of the session
(document CD/144%) reads as followss

- "The Cormittee on Disarmement, as the mui’cilateral negotiating forun,
shall promote the attainment of general and complete disarmament under
effective internstional control, '

"The Cormittee, taking into account inter alia the relevant provisions
of the Final Document of the first special session of the General Assembly

devoted to disarmament,. will deal with ‘the cessation of the ams race and
disarmament and other relevant measures in the following areas:

I. DNuclear weapons in all aspects;
IT. Chemical weapons;
IIi., Other weapons of mass destruction;
i'V. Conventional weapons;
V. Reduction of nilitary budgets;
VI. Reduction of armed forces;
" VII. Disammement and development;
VITII, Disamement and international security;
b{. Collateral measures; confidence-building measures;. effective
verification methods in relation o appropriate disarmament

Heasures, acceptable to all parties concerned; '

X. Coumprehensive programme of disarmament leading to general and
complete disarmament under effective international control.

"Within the above framework, the Committes on Disarmament adopts the
following agenda for 1981 which includes items that, in confomity with the

. Provisions of .section VIIT of its rules of procedure, would ’b'e~ considered by

the Committee:
1. Nuclear test ban.
' 2. Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament.

3. Effective international arrangenents to assure non-nuclear weapon
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.

4. Chenical weapons,



5. New types of weapons of mess destruction and new systems of such
weapons; radiological weapons. ’

6.  Comprehensive programme of disaymoment,

T. Corisideration and ddoptipn of the annual report and any other
report as appropriate to the General “Assenbly of the United Nations.

"The Cormittee will conduct its work bearing in mind the contribution that
it should make to the success of the second special session of the
General Assembly devoted.to disammament,

FROGRAMME OF WORK

"In compliance with rule 28 of its rules of procedure, the Cormittee also
adopts the following progremme of work for the firs’ wnart of its 1981 session:

3-6 February Statements in the plenary.
: Consideration of the agenda and progrerme.
of work. :
9-13 Febrary Statements in the plenary,

Preliminary consideration of the guestion of
the establishment of subsidiary bodies on
itens of the agenda.

16-20 February N'uclea.r test ban.
23 Febmaxy—#lhrch Cessation of the nuclear arms race and
muclear disarmament. .
5-13 March Comprehensive programme of dissrmament.
16-20 March Effective irtemational arrangements to assure’

non-nuclear-weapon States agninst the use or -
threat of use of nuclear veapons.,

23 March-3 April Chemical weapons.
6~10 April New types of weapors of mass destmétidn and
new systoems of such weapons; _rodiological weapons.
13-17 April Purther consideration of agenda items.
20-24 April interm :;eports of é._rl__}}g_q g;'oups, if any.

"In adopting its agenda and pProgramme of work, the Oomﬁittoe ha-sAkept in
mind- the provisions of rules 30 and 31 of its Rules of Procedure."



: '8. At the 105th nplenary meeting, the Comn{ittee also adopted-a decision on ad hoc
-working groups. Statements vere made in that connection, The decision
t (document CD/151) read as follows: ’

"The Committee decides that the ad hoc working group on the comprehensive
Programme of disaxmament established on 17 March 1980 shall resume its worlk
forthwith, in accordance with the conclusion reached by the Cormittee at its
100th plenary meeting (paragreph 68.16 of CD/139). ‘

"The Committee further decides to re-establish, for the duration of its
1981 session, the ad hoc working groups on effective international arrangements
to assure non-muclear weapon States against the usé or threzt of uge of
nuclear weapons, chemical weapons and radiological weapons, which were
established on 17 Maxch for its 1930 session, so that they may continmue their:
work on the basis of their former mandates. )

"It is understood that the Committee will, as soon as possible, review
Jhe mandates of the three ad hoc working groups with a view to adapting, as
‘appropriate, their mandates to advance the progress of the process of
pegotiations towards the objective of concrete disarmament measures,

"It is also understood that the decision taken by the Committee in no
way precludes the urgent consideration of the proposals submitted for the
establishment of other ad hoc working groups on items 1 and 2 of the Committee's
agenda, as well as the consideration of the establishment of other subsidiary
bodies which have been or may be proposed.

"The ad hoc working groups will report to the Cormittee on the progress of
their work at any appropriate time and in any case before the conclusion of its
1981 session."

9. During the second part of the 1981 session of the Committee, the Chaimman

f submitted, at the 129th Plenary neeting, a proposal on the Programme of work for the
second part of the session, In submitting that proposal, the Chairman made the

B following statement:

"In connection with the adoption of the prograrme of work of the Committee
for the second part of its 1981 session, the following understanding will be
kept in mind: :

"The closing date of the session will be in August and will not go beyond
27 hugust. The actual closing date will be detemmined not later than 31 July,
taking into account the requirements of the Committee's work as required by
mle 7 of the rules of procedure.

. "The Committee will meet in Plenaxry sessions ordinarily twice a week, on
Tuesdays and Thursdays, subject to the understanding that if no speakexs have
been inscribed .for a particular Plenary meeting 24 hours in advance, that
meeting will be cancelled and the time thus obtained reallocated by the
Chairman after appropriate consultations, ' :

. T



"The following questions relating to the organize.tion of work would be
considered at informal neetings during the week ending 19 June as well as
subsequently: .

(2) The proposal to revise the existing mandate of the A4 Hoc
Vorking Group on Chemical Weapons;

(b) The proposal to establish additional subsidiary bodies, and

~ (¢) The proposal to hold infomal meetings with the participation of
experts to consider the item '"New types of weapons of mass destruction and
new systems of such weapons'. ’

"The following additional queéti,.ohs relating to the organization of
work would also be considered at informal meetings to be scheduled by the
Chaimmen during the session: '

(a.) Consideration of the . modalities of the review of the membership
of the Cormittee on Disarmement, including the views expressed by members
concerning the improved and effective functioning of the Committee;

(b) Amendments to section IX of the rules of procedure;

- (c) Fomat of the xeport ot the Cormittee on Disarmament to the
General Assembly, taking into account the need for economy in documentation.:

"It is.envisaged that the report of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific ‘Experts
to Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic
Events will be duly consgidered at a Plenary meeting in August after its -
submission."

10. At the same plenary meeting, the. Committee adopted the Programme of work
proposed by the Chairman (CD/186%). It read as follows:

. "In compliance with rule 28 of its Rules .of Procedure, the Committee on
Disarmement adopts the following programme of work for the second part of its
1981 session: '

11-19 June Statement in the plenary meetings.
Consideration of the programme of work.for the
second part of the 1981 session, as well as of ,
the establishnent of additional subsidiary bodies
and. questions relating to the organization of work. 1/

22-26 June Nuclear test ban

29 June~3 July Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmement.

1/ These questions are spelt out in the statement of the Chaimman,
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6-10 July ° Nev types of wezpons of mass destruction and new
’ systems of such weapons; radiological weapons.

13«17 ‘July ‘ Chemical weapons.
20-24 J‘ﬁly Comprehensive programme of disarmement.
27-31 July Effective internationdl arrangements to assure

non-nuclear-wveapon States agoinst the use or threat
of use of nuclear weapons.

3=T August FPurther consideration of agenda items and outstanding
questions relating to the orgenization of work. 1/

10-... August Consideration of the reports of sﬁbsidia.ry bodies,

Consideration and adoption of the annual report and
any other report as appropriate to the General Assembly
of the United Nations, 2/

"The ad hoc working groups already established by the Committee shall
continue to hold at least one neeting per week, starting on 16 June, as follows:

- Effective international arrongements to agsure non-nucl ear-weapon
States against the use or threa* of use of nuclear weapons on
Tuesday afternoons;

- Chemical weapons on VWednesday afternoons;

-~ Comprehensive programme of disammanent on Thursday afternoons;

- Radiological weapons on Friday nornings,

"Additional meetings of the ad hoc working groups may be convened weekly
after consultations between the Chaiman of the Committee and the Chairmmen of
the ad hoc vorking groups according to the circumstances and needs of the
various groups. T

"The Ad Hoc Group of Scientific 'E:z.per‘cs_ to Consider International
Co~operative Measures to Detect and Tdentify Seismic Events shall meet from
3 to 14 August.

"In adopting its programme of work, the Committee has kept. in mind the
provisions of rules 30 and 31 of its Rules of Procedure."

1/ Ifhese questions are spelt out in the statement of the Chairman,
2/ The annual report of the Committee will, inter alia, deal with the question

j of the consideration of the modalities of the review of the menbership of the
Committee, '
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11. At its 125th plenary meeting, the Committee decided to close the first part °
of its annual sessiori-on 24 April and-to start the 'second part-on 11 June. At its
142nd plenary meeting, the Committee also-decided to close its 1981 session on

D. Participation by States not members of the Committee

12, In conformity with rule 32 of the Rules of Procedure, the following States not
members of the Committee attended plenary meetings of the Committee:..Austria, Chile,
Denmark, Dominican Republic, Finland, Greece, Holy See, Iraq, Madagascar, Norway,
Spain, Switzerland, Turkey, United Arab Emirztes and Viet Nam.

13. The Committee received and considered requests to participéte in its work from
States not members of the Committee. Several delegations made statements in this
connection (CP/PV.104), In accordance with the Rules of Procedure, the Committee
invited:

(d) the representatives of Austria, Denmark, Finland, Norway and Spain to
participate in 1981 in the discussions on the substantive items on the agenda, at
plenary and informal meetings of the Committee, as well as in the meetings of the
Ad Hoc Working Group on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament;

(b) the representative of Switzerland to participate in 1981 in the discussions
on the items relating to chemical weapons and effective international arrangements
to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons at plenary and informel meetings of the Committee, and in the meetings of

the Ad Hoc Working Group on the same items on the agenda;

- (¢) the representative of Finland to participate in 1981 in the meetings of
the Ad Hoc Working Groups on Chemical Weapons and on Effective International .
Arrangements to Assure Non-Nuclear-Weapon States Against the Use or Threat'of Use
of Nuclear Weapons; : '

(d) the representatives of Denmark and Norway %o participate in 19681 in the
meetings of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons; and

(e) the representatives of Austria and Spain to participate in 1981 in the
meetings of the Ad Hoc Working Groups on Effective Intermational Arrangements to

Assure Non-Nuclear-Weapon States Against the Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons,
on Chemical Weapons and on Radiological Weapons. -

B.  Proposal for an Addition tc Rule 25 of the

Rules of Procedure

14. The delegations or Mexico, Nigeria,. Pakistan, Sweden and Yugoslavia submitted
on 30 July 1981, for possible consideration at the 1982 session of the Committee, ~

a working paper contained in document CD/204, -entitled "Working Paper - Establishment
of Subsidiary Organs". . ' , '




‘P. Consideration of the modalities of the review of
the membership of the Committee

15. The Committee also consideréd the modalities of the roview of its membership,
referred Yo in General Assembly resolution 35/156 I. )

16. As announced by the Chairman of the Committee at its 129th plenary meeting on
16 June 1981, the Committee held a number of informal méetings for the consideration
of that question, including the views expressed by members conceming- the improved
and effective functioning of the Committee. ' ‘

17. In connection with the latter question, the Committec had before it ° .
document CD/200%, dated 24 July 1981, submitted by a group of socialist countries
and-entitled "Increasing the effectiveness and improving the organization of work of
the Committee on Disarmament". '

18. In considering the modalities of the review of its membership, the Committee
kept in mind paragraph 113 of the Final Document of the first special session on
disarmament, which declared, inter alia, that the negotiating body for the.sake of
convenience should have a relatively small membership. The Committee also “took into
account paragraph 28 of the Final Document which says, inter alia, that 'all States

have the right to participate in disarmament negotiations, as well as
paragraphs 120 (g) and (h) of the Final Document.

13. Many members were of the cpinion that the Committee's present membership was
adequate and representative of tho world community of Statés, and that an expansion
was premature as the Committee had been in operation for only threé years. Some
members expressed themselves in favour of a very small increase in the Committee's
membership., The view was expressed that any eventual change in membership could take
the form of either expansion, or reduction, .or rotation of members within the
respective regions or groups. However, many delegations were of the view that there
was no strong reason at the moment for modifying the present membership,

20. . The Committee is aware of the need %o facilitate the participation of non-member
States in its work. It was generally recognized that all efforts_should continue

to be made to facilitate such participation by non-member States. The Committee
intend to review this question.next year so that the interest displayed by non-member
States in disarmement measures may be met as fully as possible.. '

2l. Proposals submitted by members for the improved and effective functioning of the
Committec were 2lso discussed. The Committee agreed to continue its consgideration
of these proposals éarly,dpringrthe 1982 session (see CD/PV.149).

G. Communications from Non-Govermmental Organizations

22. In accordance with rule 42 of the Rules of Procedure, lists of all communications
from non-governmental organizations and persons were circulated to the Committee
(documents CD/WGC.3 ond 4),

-8~



ITI. WORK OF THE COMM:ITEE DURING ITS 1981 SESSION_

¢

23, The work 'of the Committee during its 1981 .session was based on its agenda und
programmes of work adopted for the year, The list of documents issued by the
Committee, as well as the texts of those documents, are included as Appendix II to the
report. An index of the verbatim records by country and ‘subject, listing the
stetements made by delegations during 1981, and the verbatim records of the meetings
of the Committee are attached as Appendix III to the report. "

24+ The bbmmittee also had before it a letter dated 2 February 1981 from the
Secretary-General of the United Nations (CD/140) transmitting all the resolutions
on disermament adopted by the General Assembly at its thirty-fifth session in 1980, in
particular those entrusting specific responsibilities to the Committee on Disarmament:
35/46 "Declaration of the 1980s as the Second Disarmement Decade"
35/144 B°  "Chemical and bacteriological (biological) weapons"
35/145 4 “"Cessation of all test explosions of nuclear weapons"

35/145.3 "Prohibition of all nuclear-test explbsions by all States for ell time"

35/149 "Prohibition of the development and manufacture of new types of
' 'weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons®

35/152 B "Nuclear weapons in all aspecta"
35/152 C "Nuclear weapons in all aspecté"

35/152 E  "Implementation of the recommendations and decisions of the tenth
special session" ' )

35/152 G "Paragraph 125 of the Final Document"
35/152 J  "Report of the Committee on Disarmament"

35/154 "Conclusion of an international convention on theAstrengfhening of the
security of non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use
of nuclear weapons" : . '

35/155 "Conclusion of an international convention to assure nonfnnblear-weapon
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons" ‘

35/156 C "Non-stationing of nu¢lear weapons on the territories of States where
there are no such weapons at present" ‘ .

35/156 F  "Study on nuclear weapons"

35/156 G "Conclusion of an international convention prohibiting the ‘development,
production, stockpiling and use of radiological weapons" o

35/156 H "Prohibition of:the production of fissionable material for weapons
purposes" ' ' -

35/156 I - "Report of the Committee on Disarmanent"
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25« In the same letter, the Secretary-General drew attention, in particular, to the
following provisions of those resolutions:

"(1). In the Amnnéx to fesolution 35/46, paragraph 12 states that all.efforts
should be exerted by- the Committee on ™isarmament urgently to negotiate with 2
view to reaching agreement, and to submit agreed texts.where possible before
the second special session devoted to disarmament on: (a) a comprehensive
nuclear-test-ban treaty; (b) a treaty on the prohibition of the development,

. production and stockpiling of all chemical weapons and their destruction;

(c). a treaty on the prohibition of -the development, production and use of
radiological .weapons; (d) effective international arrangements to-agsure
nen-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons,
taking into account all proposals and suggestions that have been made in this
regard. '

"(2) In resdlution 35/144 B, operative paragraph 3 urges the Committee on
Disarmament to continue, as from the beginning of its session to be held in 1981,
negotiations on a multilateral convention on the complete and effective
prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of all chemical weapons

" and on their destruction as. a matter of high priority, taking into account all
existing proposals and future initiatives; and operative ‘paragraph 4 requests
the Committee on Disarmament to report on the results of its negotiations to
the General Assembly at its thirty-sixth session,

"(3) In resolution 35/145 A, operative paragraph 4 urges all States members
of the Committee on Disarmament: (a) to support the creation by the Committee,
upon initiation of its session to be held in 1981, of an Ad hoc working group
which should begin the multilateral negotiation of a %reaty for the prohibition
of all nuclear-weapon tests; (b) to use their best endeavours in order that the
Committee may transnmit to the General Assembly at its thirty-sixth session the
multilaterally negotiated text of such a treaty. ‘

"(4) 1In resolution 35/145 B, operative paragraph 5 requests the Committee
on Disarmament to take the necessary steps, including the establishment of a
working group, to initiate substantive negotiations on a comprehensive test
ban treaty as a matter of the highest priority at the beginning of its session
to be held in 1981; operative paragraph 6 further requests the Committee on
Disarmament to determine, in the dontext of its negotiations on such a treaty,
the ingtitutional and administrative steps necessary for establishing, testing
and operating an international seismic monitoring network and effective
verification system; operative paragraph 7 urges all members of the Committee
on Disarmament to co-operate with the Committee in fupfilling its mandate and,
to this end, to support the creation of a working group on a comprehensive
nuclear test ban; and operative paragraph 8 calls upon the Committee on
Disarmament tc exert all efforts in order that a draft comprehensive nuclear
test-ban treaty can be submitted to the General Assembly no later than at its
second special session devoted to disarmament, tc be held in 1982.

"(5) In resolution 35/149, operative paragraph 1 requests once again the
Cormittee on Disarmament,  in the light of its existing priorities, to continue
negotiations, with the assistance of qualified governmental experts, with a view-
to preparing a draft comprehensive agreement on the prohibition of the ,
development and manufacture of new types of weapons of mass destruction and new
systems of such weapons, and to draft possible agreements on particular types of
such weapons; and operative paragraph 2 requests the Committee on Disarmament to
submit a report on the results achieved to the General Assembly for consideration
at its thirty-sixth session. f
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"(6) In resolution 35/152 B, operative paragraph 1 notes the decision of
the Committee on Disarmament to resume intensive consideration, at its session
to be held in 1981, of the item on the cessation of the nuclear-arms race and
nuclear disarmament; operative paragraph 2 believes it necessary to intensify
efforts with a view to initiating as a matter of high priority, negotiations,
with the participation of all nuclear-weapon States, on the question of_thg'
cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament, in accordance with
the provisions of paragraph 50 of the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session
of the General Assembly; operative paragraph 3 calls upon the Committee on
Disarmament, as a matter of priority and for the purpose of an early cormencement
of the negotiations on the substance of the problem, to undertake consultations
in which to consider, inter alia, the establishment of an ad hoc working group
on the cessation of the nuclear-arms race and of nuclear disarmarient with a
clearly defined mandate; and operative paragraph 4 requests the Committee on
Disarmament to report on the results of those regotiations to the General Assembly
. at its thirty-sixth session.

"(7) In resolution 35/152 C, operative paragraph 1 urges the Committee on
Disarmament to establish, upon initiation of its session to be held in 1981,
an &d hoc working group on the item which in its agenda for 1979 and 1980, was
entitled "Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament'; and
operative paragraph 2 considers that, in the light of the exchange of views held
on this subject during the last two annual sessions of the Committee on '
Disarmament, it would be advisable that the working group begin its
negotiations by addressing the question of the elaboration and clarification of
the stages of nuclcar disarmament envisaged in paragreph 50 of the Final Document
of the' Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly, including identification
of the responsibilities of the nuclear-weapon States and the role of the
non-nuclear~weapon States in the process of achieving nuclear disarmament.,

"(8) In resolution 35/152 E, operative paragraph 4 recormends that the
Committee on Disarmament should concentrate on the substantive and priority items
on its agenda with a view to achieving tangible results. : :

"(9) 1In resolution 35/152 G, operative paragraph 2 invites the appropriate
international bodies in the field of disarmament tc continue, in accordance
with the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly,
efforts aimed at achieving positive results in curbing the arms race in
accordance with the Programme of Action set forth in section ITI of the
Final Document and the Declaration of the 1980s as the Second'Disarmamenp Decade,

"(10) In resolution 35/152 J, operative paragraph 1 urges the Committee
on Disarmament to continue or undertake, during its session to be héld.in'1981,
substantive negotiations on the priority questions of disarmament on its agenda,
in accordance with the provisions of the Final Document of the Tenth Special . :
Session of the General Assembly and the other relevant resolutions of the Assembly
-on those questions; operative paragraph 2 invites the members of the Committee
on Disarmament involved in separate negotiations on specific priority questions- -
of disarmament to intensify their efforts to achieve a positive conclusion of
"th:se negotiations without further delay for submission to the Committee znd,
at the same time, to submit to the Committee a full report on their separate
negotiations and the results achieved in order- to contribute most directly to -
the negotiations in the Committee in accordance with paragraph 1l; operative
paragraph 3 requests the Committes on Disarmament, at its session to be held in
1981, .to continue negotiations on the elaboration of a comprehensive programme of
disarmament, and to submit the programme in time for consideration by the:
General Assembly at the second special session devoted to disarmament ;
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cperative .paragraph. 4 also requests the Committee on Disarmament to intensify its
work on priority questions of disarmament, so. that it may be in a position to
contribute through concrete accomplishments, to a favourable climate for the
second special séséion of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament; and
operative paragraph 5 further requests the Committee on Disermament to submit a
report on its work to the General Assembly at its thirty-sixth session.

"(11) 1In resolution 35/154, operative paragraph 3 requests the Committee
on Disarmement to continue on a priority basis, during its session in 1981,
the negotiations on the question of strengthening of security guarantees of
non-nuclear-weapon ‘States; and operative .paragraph 4 ‘éalls upon States
participating in talks on the question of providing guarantees to non-nuclear

. States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons to make efforts for the

speedy elaboration and conclusior. of an international convantion on this matter.

"(12) In resolution 35/155, operative paragraph 4 recommends that the
Committee on Disarmament should actively continue negotiations with a view to
reaching agreement and concluding effective  international arrangements during
its next session to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or ‘threat
of use of nuclear weapons, taking into account the widespread support for the
conclusion of an internaticnal convention and giving consideration to any other
proposals designed to secure the same objective, '

"(13) In resolution 35/156 C, operative paragraph 1 requests the Committee
on Disarmament to proceed without delay to talks with a view to elaborating -
an international agreement on the non-stationing of nuclear weapons on the
territories of States where there are no such weapons at present; and operative
paragraph 3 requests the Committee on Disarmament to submit a report on the question
to the General Assembly at its thirty-sixth session. -

"(14) In resolution 35/156 F, operative paragraph 4 recommends that the
Committee on Disarmament should take the report of the Group of Experts on a
Comprehensive Study on Nuclear Weapons (A/35/392) and its conclusions into’ account
in its efforts towards general and complete disarmament under effective
international control, in particular in the field.of nuclear disarmament,

"(15) In resolution 35/156 G, operative paragraph 1 calls vnon the
Committee on Disarmement to continue negotiations with a view to slaborating
a treaty prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and use of
radiological weapons and to report on the results to the General Assembly at
its thirty-sixth session; and operative paragraph 2 notes in this connection
the recommendation of the Ad Hoc Working Group, in the report adopted by the
Committee on Disarmament, tc set up at the beginning of its session to be held in
1981 a further ad hoc working group, under -an appropriatec mandate to be
determined at that time, to continue negotiations on the elaboration of a treaty
prohibiting radiological weapons. »

"(16) In résolution 35/156 H, its operative paragraph requests the Committee
on Disarmament, at an appropriate stage of its work on the item entitled
"Nuclear weapons in all aspects", to pursue its consideration of the question of
adequately verified cessation and prohibition of the production of fissionable
material for nuclear weapons and other nuclear explosive devices and to keep -

- the General Assembly informed of -the progrecs of that consideration.



"(17) In resolution 35/156 I, operative paragraph 2 requests the
Committee on Disarmament to continue to consider the modalities of the review of
the membership of the Committee and to report on this subject to the
Generdl Assembly at its thirty-sixth session; operative paragraph 3 recommends that
the first review of the membership of the Committee on Disarmament should be
completed following appropriate consultations among Member States, during the
'next special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament; and N
-operative paragraph 4 reaffirms that States not members of the Committee, upon
" their request, should be invited by it to participate in the work of the
Committee when the particular concerns of those States are under discussion."”

26. By the same letter and in compliance with paragraph 7 of General Assembly .
resolution 35/156 D, the Secretary-General transmitted to the Committee the study on
ell the aspects of regional disarmament which is contained in document A/35/416.

In accordance with General Assembly resolutions 35/149, 35/152 G, 35/156 C and

35/156 G, the Secretary-General also iransmitted to the Committee all documents
relevant to the'suhjects considered by those resolutions. .

27. At the 10lst plenary meeting of the Committee on 3 February 1981, the
Personal Representative of the Secretary~General and Secretary of the Committee conveyed

to the Committee a message from the Secretary-General at the opening of the 1981
session (CD/PV.101). .

28. The Committee received the following documents concerning various items of the
agenda and related matters, the other documents being listed under specific items:

(a) Document CD/141, dated 5 February 1961, submitted by a group of Socialist
States,~:/‘entitled "Considerations on the Organization of Work of the Committee on
Disarmament During its 1981 Session". .

(b) Document CD/158, dated 26 February 1981, entitled "Statement on the occagion
of the deposit by the Government of the Arab Republic of Egypt of its Instrumente of
Raetification of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons",

(c) Document CD/160, dated 3 March 1981, submitted by the delegation of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "To strengthen peace, deepen détente,
and curb the arms race".

(d) Document €D/162, dated 11 March 1981, entitled "Considerations of a group of
socialist countries in the Committee on Disarmament concerning negotiations in the
Committee on Disarmament on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nucleaxr
disarmament, and also on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests",

(e) Document CD/165, dated 20 March 1981, submitted by the delegation of
Venezuela, entitled "Address given by His Holiness Pope John Paul II at the
Peace Memorial Park, Hiroshima, on Wednesday, 23 February 1981"Y,

(f) Document CD/166, dated 23 March 1981, submitted by the delegation of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Peace, disarmament and international
security guarantees", ' .

(g) Document €D/170, dated 31 March 1981, submitted by the delegation 6f India, .
entitled "Extracts from the section entitled 'Review of the International Situstion!
contained in the New Delhi Declaration issued at the conclusion of the Ministerial .
Conference of qu-Aligned Countries held in New Delhi from 9 to 13 February 1981",

:/ Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia,.German Democratic Republic, Hungery, Mbnguliﬁ,
Poland, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics.
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(h) Document CD/182, dated 24 April 1981, entitled "Statement of a Group of .
Socialist countries on thé results of the first part of the 1981 session of the
Committee on Disarmament". )

(i) Document CD/184, dated 15 June 1981, submitted by the délegation of Pakistan,
entitled "Resolutions adopted by the Twelfth Fslamic Conference of Foreign Ministers
held in Baghdad from 1 to 6 June 1981", : s

(i) Document CD/189, dated 25 June 1981, submitted by the delegation of Mongolia,
entitled "Extract from report of Central Committee of the Mongolian People's
Revolutionary Party delivered by Yu.Tsedenbal, General Secretary of the Central
Committee of the Mongolian People's Revolutionary Party",

(k) Document €D/191, dated 30 June 1981, submitted by the delegation of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Appeal of the Supreme Scoviet of the
Union of Soviet‘Socialist Republics to the Parliaments and preoples of the world",

(1) Document CD/201, dated 30 July 1981, submitted by the delegation of Mongolia,
entitled "Appeal of the Great Pecple's Khural of -the Mongolian People's Republic
to Parliaments of all Asian and Pacific countries",

(m) Document CD/202, dated 30 July 1981, submitted by the delegation of the
United States of America, entitled "Announcement made on 16 July 1981 by the
President of the United States of America, concerning the non-proliferation and peaceful
nuclear co-operation policy of the United States of America", -

' (n) Document CD/206, dated 6 August 1981, submitted by the delegation of China,
entitled "Working Paper: Views on Disarmament and its related ‘questions",

(o) Document CD/211, dated 13 August 1981, submitted by the delegation of Cuba,
entitled "Extract from ‘the statement made on 26 July 1981 by Dr. Fidel Castro-Ruz,
Chairman of the Councils of States and of Ministers of the Republic of Cuba,."

A, Nuclear Test Ban

29+ The item on the agenda entitled "Nuclear Test Ban" was considered. by the
Committee, in accordance with its programme of work, during the periods 16-20 February
and 22-26 June. The Committee further considered this agenda item during the

periods 13-1T April and 3-7 August. :

30.. 'The Committee had before it the progress reports on the Eleventh and Twelfth
Sessions of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider International
Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events (documents CD/lSO and
CD/210), which met from 3.to 12 February and from 3 to 12 Augnst 1981.

31. 1In addition, the following documents. were presented to the Comnittee during the
Year in connection with the itam:

(2) Document CD/181, dated 24 April 1981, entitled "Statement by the
Group of 21 jﬁ/'on.item 1 of the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament entitled

'Nuclear Test. Ban''.

**/ -Algeria, Argentina, Brazil, Burma, Cuba, Egypt, Ethiopia, Indis, Indonesia,
Iran, Kenya, Mexico, Morocco, Nigeria, Pakistan, Peru, Sri Lanka, Sweden, Venezuela,
Yugoslavia, Zaire.
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(b) Document CD/192, dated 8 July 1981, entitled "Statement of the Group of 21:
Item 1: Nuclear Test :Ban'.

(¢) Document CD/194, dated 13 July 1981, entitled "Statement of a Group of
socialist countries concerning a nuclear .est ban". .

32, The Committee also had before it the relevant parts of document CD/171 of

31 March 1981, eanti*led "Pawulation of Proposals on Nuclear Disarmament since the
First Special Session of the General Assembly devoted to Disarmanent", which was
prepared by the secretariat at the request of the Chairman of the Committee
(cp/PV.116). '

35. At its 113th and 147th plenary meetings on 10 March and 18 August 1981, the
Committee adopted the recommendaiions cuniainied in the progress reporis on the.
Eleventh and Twelfth Sessions of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Considexr-
International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events. A number
of delegations welcomed those reports and commented on them.

34, In accordance with its programme of work for 9-13 February, dealing with the
consideration of the -question of the establishment of subsidiary bodies on items on
the agenda, the Committee held, at the beginning of the first part of the session
and subsequently, a number of informal meetings on the establishment of an ad hoc
working group on itém 1, "Nuclear Test Ban".

55. After informal consultations and following a statement by the Chairman at the
116th’ plenary meeting on 19 March 1981, on which several delegations expressed views,
she Committee devoted two informal meetings to the consideration of item 1, taking
into account paragraph 51 of the Final.Document of the first special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, in particular the Assembly's recommendation
vhat the trilateral negotiations should be concluded urgently and the result submitted
for full consideration by the multilateral negotiating body with a view to the
submission of a draft treaty to the General Assembly at the earliest possible date..

36. In accordance with iis prrogramme of work for the second part of the session, the
Cormittee considered -the establishment of a subsidiary body under item 1 on its agenda
between 11 and 19 June, as well as subsequently. '

37« At the 137th plenary meeting, on 14 July ‘1981, at the request of the Group of 21
{document CD/192), the Chairman put before the Committee for decision the proposal
contained in document CD/181, on the establishment of an ad hoc working group on
item 1 of the agenda. Some delegations mede statements.in connection with the -
yroposed decision. At the end of the discussion, the Chairman noted that there was -
" at present no consensus on it.

38. At the 140th plenary meeting on 23 July 1981, at the request of a group of
socialist countries, the Committee considered document‘CD/194 dealing, inter alia,
with the establishment of an ad hoc working group on item 1 on condition that all
nuclear-weapon States took part in it. The Chairman noted that there was also .
ebsence of consensus at present on that proposal. Some delegations made statements
during the discussion,

39. The Committee recognized once again that among measures in relation to disarmament,
a nuclear test ban had always been regarded as a matter of highest priority. While
nuclear-weapon States bore special responsibility for the cessation -of nuclear weapon
tests, all States had a legitimate interest in the very early conclusion of a nuclear
test ban treaty that could inspire universal adherence. The Group of 21, a group of
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gocialist countries and other delegations supported early in February the proposals

of the previous year to establish an ad hoc working group, but.this did not obtain the
.consensus of the Committee. Thereafter, on the initiztive of the same countries, the
Committee decided to hold informal meetings to undertake substantive examination of
concrete issues under this item.

40, At the informal meetings held on 6 and 13 4A1ril 1981, many delegations expressed
views reinforcing previous proposals to proceed at once to negotiations in a working
group on the formulation of a draft treaty. Accordingly, on 24 April 1981 the

Group of 21 submitted a proposal (CD/181) for the establishment of an ad hco ‘working
group for the purpose of negetiating the provisions relating to the scope,
verification of compliance and final clauses of & draft treaty, taking into account
existing proposals and future initiatives, as well as the reports on the trilateral
negotiations among the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, the United Kingdom and the
United States of America. That proposal alsc drew attention to the specific questions
addressed to the trilateral negotiators during the first part of the session and
sought further information concerning the role envisaged by them for the Committee

in the multilateral negotiation of a nuclear tost ban, as well as on the scope,
verification of compliance and other clauses of the treaty they had under negotiation.

4l. A number of delegations said that there was an urgent need for the Committee to
commence work on a comprehensive test ban. To that end, some explicitly supported
the establishment of an 24 hoc working group. Several noted that the international
situation had not been conducive to reaching agreement on how to proceesd on this
priority agenda item. Some expressed the view that even if it could agree on nothing
else, the Committee should begin to werk onm' institutional arrangements of an
international system for exchange of seismic data. .

42, During the second part of the session, the Group of 21 requested that the proposal
contained in document CD/181 regarding the establishment of an ad hoc working group
and the formulation of ite mandate, be taken up by the Committee for a formal decision.
It was pointed out that joint or separate answers from the tripartite negotiztors

to the questions raised in CD/181 would be welcome (CD/192).

43. A group of socialist countries made -a statement on 13 July (GD/194) advocating
that an early conclusion of a treaty on the complete cessation of nuclear weapon tests
by all States in all environments for all time would improve the international climate,
create favourable conditions for curbing the nuclear arms race and promete the
strengthening of the non-proliferation régime. They favoured the establishment of

an ad _hoc working group for the purpose of concluding such a treaty, with the
participation of all nuclear-weapon States which should assume appropriate obligations
under the treaty. They appealed for the immediate resumption of the trilateral
negotiations between the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, the United Kingdom and
the United States of America with a view to their rapid and successful conclusion.
They also recommended that the tripartite negotiators joinitly elaborate answers to

the questions put to them by the Group of 21 in document CD/181. Furthermore, they
considered that the two nuclear-weapon States that did not participate in the
above-mentioned negotiations should define more clearly their attitudes to the creation
of an ad hoc working group on a nuclear test ban and express their readiness to
participate in the negotiation of a treaty and assume their obligations under it.

44+ The proposal of the Group of 21 for the establishment of an ad hoc working group
contained in document CD/181 was put to the Committee on 14 July at the -137th. plenary
meeting. - Two Western States spoke on this proposal. ~One nuclear-weapon State
explained that the review of its policy concerning nuclear testing, including the
question of negotiations on the test ban, had not yet beén completed and in the
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circumstances it was not in a position to agree to the establishment of a vorking group.
Another nuclear-weapon State reaffirmed its position that the most effective pursuit of
a comprehensive test ban treaty was through the continuation of the trilateral '
negotiations. In regard to the questions posed in CD/181, these two nuclear-weapon
States indicated that they had nothing to add to the tripartite report given on
© 30 July 1980. As regards the further handling of this item, the two nuclear-weapon
States said they would be prepared to co—-operate in finding alternative ways for
the Committes to 'mdertake active consideration of this iesue. In the light of these .
‘twe statements, the Chairman noted that there was for the present no consensus on the
proposal.. .

45, The third participant in the trilateral negotiations, a member of the socialist .
group, supported the proposal (CD/194) to set up an-ad hoc-working" group to consider

the problem of nuclear tests in all their aspects for the sake of the speediest
conclusion of a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear weapons

tests with the participation of all the nuclear-weapon States. It also stated its
readiness to prepare jointly replies to the questions put to the trilateral negotiators
by the Group of 21 and suggested that the necessary consultations among the three
negotiating parties be held to that end. It provided replies to some of the questions..
It further declared that it attached, at the same time, great importance to:the
tripartite negotiations and was ready to resume them immediately.

46. Some members reiterated that they did not insist on = joint reply to the questions
‘contained in CD/181 and would welcome individual answers from any of the trilateral '
negotiators.

47. The delegation of a nuclear-weapon State not participating in the tripartite
negotiations recalled that, subject to the terms which might be proposed for its
mandate, it would not oppose a consensus on the establishment of an ad hoc . working
group. For this delegation, a nuclear test ban should be an integral part of an
effective process of nuclear disarmament and should be considered in that framework.

48. Another nuclear-weapon State also not participating in the tripertite

negotiations stated that it had no objecticn in p-'neiple to the establishment of an
ad_hoc working group. It held that the banning of nuclear testing would be instrumental
in reducing nuclear threats only when carried out in conjunction with the implementation
of nuclear disarmament measures.

49. The Group of 21, in document CD/192, had expressed the belief that if it were not
possible to reach a positive decision this year on ifs proposal for the establighment
of an ad hoc working group, it might be necessary %o examine further steps to be
taken to ensure that its Rules of Procedure were not used in such a way as to prevent
the Committee from taking procedural decisions enabling it to conduct negotiations on
the items included in its annyal agenda, Accordingly, five members of that Group
presented a proposal in CD/204~to the effect that an addition be made to rule 25
providing that: '

"The rule of consensus .hall not be used either in such a way as to prebéﬁi
the establishment of subsidiary organs for the effective performance of the
functions of the Committee, in conformity with the provisions of rule 23,"

5C. The sponsors of the.proposal expressed the view that the decision taken this year
not to establish a working group under this item had been contrary to the spirit of
the rule of consensus. They added that if the same situation wer~ to face the
Committee next year also, the proposal to amend rule 25 might hav. to be formally
considered in plenary session by the Committee, ' .
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51« At the 140th plenary.meeting on 23 July, the Committee considered at their request
document CD/194 of a group of socialist countries, and the Chairman noted once again
that there was for the .present no consensus on the proposal for the establishment of

.

an.ad hoc working group.

52« Widespread disappointment wag expressed in the Committee at its failure to commence
negotiations'on a nuclear test ban treaty,

53. The Committee, recognizing that this item is of the highest priority, intends
during its néxt session to pursue -efforts towards the conclusion of a nuclear test ban
treaty, taking into account the proposals and views presented during the Committes's
1981 session, ¥*¥%/

B. Cessation of the Nuclear Arms Race and Nuclear Disarmament

%!+ The item on the agenda entitled "Cessation of the Nuclear Arms Race and Nuclear
Disarmament' was considered by the Committee, in accordance with its programme of work,
during the.periods 23 February-4 March and 29 June=3 July. The Committee further
considered this item during the periods 13-17 April and 3-7 August.

55. The following documents were submitted to the Committee during the session in
connection with the item:

(a) Document CD/143, dated 11 February 1981, submitted by the delegation of Mexico,
entitled "Working paper on item 2 of the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament for
1981 entitled 'Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament!",

(b) Document CD/171, dated 31 March 1981, prepared by the Secretariat at the
request of the Chairman of the Committee (CD/PV.116); entitled "Tabulation of
proposals on nuclear disarmament since the first special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament",

- (c) Document CD/180, dated 24 April 1981, entitled "Statement by the Group of 21
on item 2 of the agonda of the Committee on Disarmament entitled !'Cessation of the

- nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament'",

(d) . Document CD/188, datedvl7 June 1981, submitted by the delegation of Mexico,
entitled '"Working paper on item 2 of the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament for
1981 entitled 'Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament!'".

- (e) .Document CD/193, dated 9 July 1981, submitted by the delegation of the
Germen Democratic Republic, sntitled "Considerations on the further proceeding of the

. Committee on Disarmament concerning item 2 of its agenda",

(f) Document €D/213, dated 13 August, 1981, submitted by the delegation of China,
entitled "Some viewpoints on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmament",

(g) Document CD/216, dated 17 August 1981, submitted by the delegation of the
Union of Soviet ‘Socialist Republics, entitled "Statement by Tass".

(). Document CD/219, dated 17 August 1981, entitled "Statement of a group of
socialist countries on-the need for the urgent establishment in the Committee on
Disarmament of an.ad hoe working group on the prohibition of the production,
stockpiling, deployment and use of nuclear neutron weapons",

. *¥*#%/ The delegation of the United States pointed out that it was not in a
position to state what United States intentions might be regarding this issue at the
beginning of the Committee's next session, and therefore it reserved its position on
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of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Cuba made on 19 Jueugt 1981Y%,

) |
- (i) Document CD/225, dated 20 August 19681, entitled "Statement of the Ministry 1
1

(3) Document CD/226, dated 20 August 1981, entitled "Statement of the Ministry |
of Foreign Affairs of the Mongolian People's Republic'.

(k) Document CD/227, dated 20 August 1981, entitled "The Chinese delegation's
denial to the Soviet allegation regarding China's position on the question of the
neutron homb",

56, In conformity with its programme of work for 9-13 February, which included

the consideration of the question of the estahlishment. of subsidiary bodies on items

on the agenda, the Committee held, early in the first part of the session and |
subsequently, a series of informal meetings on the establishment of ‘an ad hoe . |
working group under item 2. T

57. 4after informal consultations and following a statement by the Chairman at the
116th plenary meeting on 19 March 1981, on which several delegations commented, the:
Committee devoted two informal meetings to the examination of the prerequisites for
negotiations on nuclear disarmament as well as doctrines of deterrence and other theori
concerning nuclear weapons., '

58. 1In accordance with the programme of work for the second part of the session, the
Committee considered the establishment of a subsidiary body on item 2 of the agenda
betweeq 11 and 19 June, as well as subsequently., : :

59. At the 137th plenary meeting on 14 July 1981, at the request of some delegations,
the Chairman submitted to the Committee for decision the proposal contained in . :
document CD/lBO on the establishment of an ad hoc working group on item 2 of the agenda,
with the mandate to elaborate on paragraph 50 of the Final Document of the first special
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament and to identify substantive
issues for multilateral negotiations. Several delegations made statements in
connection with the proposed decision., At the end of the discussion, the Chairman
announced that there was no consensus at present for adoption of the proposal in
document €D/180. :

60. At the 140th plenary meeting on 23 July 1981, at the request of some delegations,
the Committee considered document CD/193, which proposed that the Chairman hold
consultations on the further proceeding of the Committee concerning item 2. 1In
reporting to the Committee on the results of his consultations, the Chairman noted
that some members who were not in a position at present to agree to the establishment o
an ad hoc working group were willing to consider the setting up of a contact. group

to deal with the questions raised in document CD/lBO presented by the Group of 21,

The Chairman also stated thet, in the circumstances and in view of the very limited .
time available for further discussion of item 2 during the rest of the 1981 session,
he was of the opinion that further consultations might be deferred to the beginning
of the next annual session. He also expressed the hope that interested delegations
would informally exchange views with one another on how the Committce might proceed-
further during the next session. The Committee agreed 'to the recommendation of the .
Chairman. Some delegations commented subsequently on the subject under consideration.

61l. At the 148th plenary meeting on 20 August 1981, at the request of some delegations
the Chairman submitted to the Committee for decision the proposal contained in .
document CD/219 on the establishment of an ad hoc working group on the prohibition of
the production, stockpiling, deployment and use of "nuclear neutron weapons", ,
Several delegations made statements in connection with the proposed ‘decision and the
Chairman announced that there was no consensus for the adoption of the proposal
contained in document CD/219. -
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62. Several delegations expressed grave concern over the continuing nuclear arms race,

R the risks inherent in doctrines of nuclear deterrence and the danger of the outbreak of
| nuclear war, which would threaten the survival of mankind. . They urged that the

Committee should, as a matter of the highest priority, initiate negotiations on
concrete measures relating to item .2 of its agenda. Other delegations, while

'j emphasizing their belief that efforts should be made to reduce tension ‘and the level of
g nuclear confrontation, expressed the view that the existence of nuclear weapons had been
B 2 critical factor in preserving stability in a large part of the world for many years.

They believed that negotiations on matters of nuclear disarmament should be undertaken
initially by the nuclear-weapon States concerned, and drew attention to the
complexities of undertaking such negotiations in the Committee as a whole.

R 63. At the beginning of the session, the Group of 21 reiterated its proposal for the
B setting up of an. ad hoc working group to undertake multilateral negotiations on the

elaboration of the stages of nuclear disarmament envisaged in paragraph 50 of the

f Final Document-of the first Special Session on disarmament, the clarification of issues
% involved in reliance on doctrines of nuclear deterrence ‘and in the prohibition of the

¥ use of nuclear weapons as well as. measures to ensure an effective discharge by the

§ Committee on Disarmament of its role as the single multilateral negotiating body in the

field of disarmament and its relationship with negotiations in otherforums concerning
this item (CD/116).

R 64. As this proposal did not secure consensus in the Committee, it was decided to hold

informal meetings of the Committee to undertake a substantive examination of the

j concrete issues involved in respect. of this item. Taking into account various
| proposals, it was recommended by some socialist countries and agreed on 19 March 1981, .

that informal meetings should consider, inter alia, the prerequisites for negotiations

§ on nuclear disarmament as well as doctrines of deterrence and other .theories concerning

nuclear weapons. In agreeing to the decision to hold informal meetings, the

Group of 21 expressed the view that substantive discussions should aim at clarifying
concrete issues and concepts that could usefully facilitate multilateral negotiations
in the Committee on Disarmament on nuclear disarmament.

65. At the informe. meetings held on 23 anu 30 March 1981 th. complex character.of this
item involving security concerns and strategic doctrines, . the wide range of the

difficult issues it encompasses, its relationship to the international situation and

the need for urgent action to reduce tensions and eliminate the danger of nuclear war
were generally acknowledged, The discusgions, inter alia, referred.to-consultations .

and preparations for multilateral negotiations, the importance of political will to engage

in them, and the risks invoived in the nuclear arms race, deterrence policies, and the

use of nuclear weapons. Some delegations criticized doctrines of ‘deterrence as tending
to escalate the nuclear arms race and increase the risk of nuclear war., Many members
stressed that international peace and -security would be considerably enhanced by . the
cessation of the nuclear arms race and ‘measures of nuclear disarmament, including the
non-use of nuclear weapons.

66. Certain nuclear-weapon States expressed the view that nuclear disarmament should
take place as part of a genéral process of disarmament involving conventional armaments
and armed forces in their entirety., Otherwise, serious military, and hence, political
destabilization could result. They considered that this process of disarmament could
not be isolated from the security requirements of States and from the international
political and military situation. In their view the first aim of the maintenance of a
military capacity, including nuclear capacity, was to prevent war: by demonstrating the
ability to defend a State against any level of potential attack, and convincing an
adversary that the risks of launching such an attack far outweighed the potential
benefits. They considered that in this way deterrence had served and continued to.
serve.as an essential component in maintaining equilibrium between-the two major military
alliances, and thereby contributed to stability on a global scale, CEe
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6T. ' A nuclear-weapon State expressed its views on issues related to the prevention
of nuclear war, limitation of the nuclear arms race, and nuclear disarmament, setting
. forth the contents of the specific proposals on these issies as reflected in

document CD/160. It also drew attention to the utmost importance of the

General Assembly's resolution on the non-use of force in intermational relations
concurrently with the prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons for all time.

68. In connection with the consideration of the item, the Secretary-ngeral's repdrt,:
"Comprehensive Study on Nuclear Weapons" (4/35/392), was taken into account.

69. Attention came to be focused on the nature of the multilateral action that should
be taken by the Committee. It was the position of some delegations that this item
provided relatively little seope for useful work by the Committee at the present time.
While recognizing the widespread concern at the present levels of nuclear stockpiles,:
they considered that the most effective route to nuclear arms control lay through =~ -
negotiations betwéen the nuclear powers, particularly the United States and the

Soviet Union, since the only States which could effectively contribute to controlling
the nuclear arms race were those in a position to undertake obligations to control

or reduce their nuclear drmouries. They alsoc stressed their view that it still was not
clear what subjects were suitable for negotiations in the Committee on nuclear
disarmament. :

70. The Group of 21 put forward the view that doctrines of nuclear deterrence, far
from being responsible for the maintenance of international peace and security, lie

at the root of the nuclear arms race and lead to greater insecurity and instability

in international relations. It held that the competitive accumulation of nuclear arms
by the nuclear-weapon States could not be condoned on grounds that it is indispensable
to their security. Moreover, the Group of 21 also rejected as politically and.morally
unjustifiable that the sccurity of the whole world should be made to depend on the
state of relations existing among nuclear~weapon States. . '
71s In the opinion of the Group of 21, the existence of nuclear weapons in the arsenals
of a handful of Powers and the continued escalation in the nuclear arms race directly
and fundamentally jeopardized the vital security interests of all States and enhanced
the risks of a nuclear war, which would endanger the survival of menkind. All States
therefore had, in its view, a right to participate in negotiations on nuclear
disarmament, even though bilateral and.other regional negotiations on such issues may
be useful and should be intensified. For this reason, it was convinced that ’
multilateral negotiations on concrete measures of nuclear disarmament such ag those
identified in CD/116 should be initiated without delay and that the Committee on
Disarmament provided the most appropriate forum for this purpose. '

72« A group of socialist States, whilc lending full support for the establishment of

a working group, drew attention to their own proposals ( D/4) for starting negotiations
on ending the production of nuclear weapons and destroying them and also for the
holding of consultations by way of préparations'for such negctiations, In their "
opinion, any attempt to launch a preventive nuclear strike was bound to provoke a no
less powerful retaliatory attack and no region would be spared from the consequences
of the ensuring nuclear conflict, No task was therefore more important than “the
prevention of nuclear war., It was their belief that cessation of the production,
reduction and elimination of nuclear weapons should be implemented on a stage-by-stage,
mutually acceptable and agreed basis, and the degree of participation by nuclear-weapon
States in the various measures under each stage should be determined with due regard. for
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the quantitative and qualitative significance of the existing arsenals of the
nuclear-weapon States and of other States concerned, The. present balance of nuclear
arms should, in their view, remain wndisturbed at all stages during tpe gradual lowering
of the levels of arsenals, and the security of all States should remain undiminished,
The measures for the limitation of the nuclear arms race and for nuclear disarmament
should be linked to.the strengthening of the political and legal guarantees of the
security of States. As one of the measures in this connection, they proposed that

there should be no deployment of nuclear weapons on the territories of States where
there are.no such weapons at present. They expressed their continued readiness to

begin negotiations on the whole spectrum of issues concerning nuclear disarmament.

73. The delegation of a nuclear-weapon State expressed the view that the question
of the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament was dominated

by two fundamental realities. First, nuclear weapons were to an overwhelming degree .
in the hands of two powsrs and secondly, the existence of nuclear weapons was a
fundamental element of balance and hence of security in a certain region of the world.
Any progress towards the halting of the nuclear arms race and then towards nuclear
disarmament therefore depended on a two-fold effort,y which had already begun:
- (a) that of the two Powers, which should agree on the definition of balance and on
-ceilings and then, at a later stage, on the gradual lowering of those ceilings;

(v) the effort to be made within the geographical area of Europe to improve
conditions of security and confidence and then gradually tc reduce the level of
conventional weapons. The ébjectives sought in the one case as in the other were
very closely. allied, for an over-all balance was inseparable from balance in the
Buropean theatre, It was that two-fold balance which provided the deterrent effect.
On both sides, it results from both nuclear and conventional components., Deterrence
did not in principle imply an attempt to achieve superiority, nor did it therefore
imply an arms race and the risks of destabilization arising therefrom. On the .
contrary, the maintenance of deterrence normally led to endeavours to eliminate or:
rrevent destabilizing effects; - and it should be compatible with the halting of the
nuoclear arms race and with the gradual reduction of such weapons. In view of the
disproportion among nuclear arsenals, it was only after a radical reduction of
armaments by the two major Powers that the other nuclear-weapon States could accept
undertakings concerning the reduction of their own armaments.

74. Other delegations stated that neither the concept of balance nor of deterrence,
however conceived, could ensure peace and security either regionally or globally.
Recourse to nuclear weapons as a means to offset perceived asymmetries in conventional
armaments was considered by them as untensble, in view of the fact that nuclear
weapons, which are weapons of mass destruction, could not be equated with conventional
armements. They also warned that such doctrines could also provide Justification

for the introduction of nuclear weapons in other regions of the world.

75. A group of socialist countries, while opposing attempts to upset the existing
military-strategic balance, did not in any way consider that that balance, with a -
high level of military confrontation, should be maintained in the future. The purpose
of" the entire policy of those countries in matters of disarmament was to strive for

a reduction in the level of military confrontation and to promote general and -
complete disarmament undeér effective international control. They considered that the
genuine security of States, as well as international security in general, could be
guaranteed not by continuing the arms race but by limiting it,

76 It was pointed out by one delégation that some States, while opposing the
theories of deterrence, in fact practised then,
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77. The view was expressed that there existed a wide gap in the size and quality of

the armaments of nuclear-weapon States with the largest stockpiles of nuclear -

weapons and ¢other. nuclear-weapon States., The former should therefore first take the

lead in drastically reducing their nuclear armaments, thereby creating favourable

conditions for othcr nuclear-weapon States to join them in a further reduction of’
nuclear armaments according to rational procedurss and ratios.

78. In making an assessment of these informal meetings, the Group of 21, in

document CD/180, expressed the conviction that the need for urgent multilateral action
on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, through the
negotiation and adoption of concrete measures, had once again been amply demonstrated.
In the light of this'assessment, the Group of 21 urged that the Committee on
Disarmament should continue and intensify the search for a common approach that

would enable it to discharge the mandate entrusted to it by the United Nations -
General Assembly in the field of disarmament.

79. The substantive examination of concrete issues, however, did not yield any
agreement on an acceptable basis for multilateral negotiations or on the
- prerequisite for such negotiations.

80. The Committee took up again during the second part of its session between

11 and 19 June the consideration of the establishment of a subsidiary body for
further handling of this item. The formal proposal of the Group of 21 contained )
in CD/180 for an ad hoc working group was then submitted to the Committee for decision
on 14 July 1981, .and there vas for the present no consensus in favour of it. It

was explained by one nuclear-weapon State that the item "Cessation of the nuclear
arms race and miclear disarmament" embraced a broad spectrum of issues and measures,
any-one of which posed enormously complex negotiating problems. According to it,
the matters proposed for inclusion in .the mandate of the proposed working group
were already under consideration in other working groups. However, it was prepared,
together with other delegations, to co-operate in finding alternative ways Yor

the handling of this item including the holding of informal meetings, in place of a
separate working group. ' o ’

8l. Another nuclear-weapon State, together with a group of sccialist countries,
supported the propusal for a working group and favoured immediate commencement of
negotiations on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmement. Some
delegations expressed the view that, without prejudice to the role and responsibilities
of the Committee, questions.relating tc nuclear weapons limitation and reduction

were primarily matters of .a bilateral and regional nature and came within the -
competence ‘of the directly concerned States, which should undertake negotiations in the
first instance.

82, Some delegations stressed the usefulness of the discussions which took place in -
the informal meetings. They considéred that, at this stage, such .a method remained
appropriate for the substantive consideration of these issues by all members of:the
Committee on Disarmament with the participation of the five nuclear-weapon States.

83. At the request of a.group of socialist States, the Committee considered on

23 July their proposal in CD/193 and agreed that the Chairman hold consultations

on the further proceeding of this item. The Chairmen's consultations revealed that
the members who were not in a position to agree to the setting up of a working group
were willing to consider the establishment of a contact group to deal with the
questions raised in document CD/lBO presented by the Group of 21, In view of the
limited available time, the Chairman advised that further consultations might be
deferred till the beginning of the next session and the Committee agreed. Some
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"delegations who had proposed the creation of an ad hoc working group reserved the
right to revert to their proposal at the next session. Some other delegations
held that those who could not agree to the establishmént of a working group should
come forward with vroposals they deemed essential for furthering the work of the
Committee under this item. In this context, many delegations held the view that
the momentum created by the exchange of views at the informal meetings should not
be lost, and all posgibilities of the Committee should be appropriately used.

84. It was stressed by all members that acts of aggression, expansion, foreign
ocqupation and other violations of the Charter of the United Nations have an
adverse impact on negotiations on disarmament, including nuclear disarmament. In the
context of promoting the goals of disarmament, the necessity of eliminating such
manifestations and of resolving existing international disputes through

negotiations was underlined.

85. The Committee on Disarmament agreed to resume intensive consideration at its
next session of the item on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmament  taking into account the proposals and views presented during the 1981
sesgsion of the Committee.

86. The question of the nuclear neutron weapon was raised several times by

" delegations in the course of the 1981 session. Some delegations denounced the
decigion in August of the United States Government to begin production of nuclear
neutron weapans and considered it a challenge to world opinion which had been
demanding nuclear disarmament., In their view, this new weapon would increase the
danger of nuclear war, exacerbate the threat of a new qualitative leap in the arms
race and gravely complicate the solution of ‘disarmament problems., In this connection,
a group of Socislist States called upon the Committee to initiate without delay
negotiations on the elaboration .of a convention prohibiting the production, '
stockpiling, deployment and use of nuclear heutron weapons and to set up within the
Committee an Ad Hoc Working Group to that end (CD/219). The draft of such a
Convention had been submitted by a group of Socialist States in 1978 (in

document CCD/559). These socialist countries emphasized that they advocated the
prohibition of nuclear neutron weapons in the form of an international treaty.

87. Some delegations stated that the exchange of views on the proposal in

document CD/219 had re-enforced their view of the necessity of establishing an .
Ad_Hoc Working Group to negotiate on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and
nuclear disarmament, as proposed by the Group of 21 (CD/116 and CD/180) in the first
instance on measures to halt and reverse the qualitative and quantitative development
of nuclear weapons,

88, One delegation, referring to various factors surrounding the build-up of
armaments of the two major nuclear Powers, considered'the issue of the nuclear neutron
weapon to be a product of .the nuclear arms race between them,

89. Some delegations stressed that since the enhanced radiation weapon was only one
particular type of nuclear weapon it fell within. the general problem of the nuclear
arms race and riuclear disarmament. There was therefore no reason for giving it

. special treatment or for making specific provisions with respect to it in treaty form.
Thus the establishment of a working group for the purpose of negotiations on that
subject appeared unjustified, ’ o
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90. One delegation expressed concern about the present and potential escalation in

- the nuclear arms race in its quantitative and qualitative aspects incéluding the"
deployment of the SS-20 mobile missilé and the production of the enhanced radiation

- weapon. It stated that the present was not the time for self-serving postures or
proposals but for wise statesmanship.. It proposed that the Committee should issue
an urgent appeal to the United States and USSR to open early negotiations to halt and
reverse the escalation in their nuclear arms race in its quantitative.and‘qualitative
-terms., ‘

91. In answer to this, attention was directed to the statement of the highest -
leadership .of one State, which belongs to the Group of Socialist States, to
discontinue the deployment of its medium-range missiles in the European part of its
territory on the samé day when negotiations on the subgtance of this question will
begin, on condition that the other side acts likewise. Moreover, reference was made
to the numerous concrete proposals in the sphere of curbing the arms race and
disarmement made by this State including those made in the Committee,

92. Some.delegations, in opposition to the views expressed concerning the effect of
this weapon, recalled that in 1978 the United States Government had not proceeded with
the manufacture and deployment of the weapon,-and they stated that the recent decision
was related to developménts in‘the deployment of forces particularly in the European
theatre. According to them, this weapon, which is properly referred to as an
enhancedvradiation/reduced blast weapon, had been designed not to meke nuclear war more
thinkable, but to make aggression less so., It was designed and intended, for
meintenance of deterrence against mass-armoured attack. They rejected categorically
the view that this weapon would make it easier to cross the threshold into nuclear wai.
In their view, for this and other reasons, it was not necessary to establish urgently
the proposed Ad Hoc Working Group to deal separately with this particular nuclear
weapon., .

935. A group of socialist countries re-affirmed that the introduction of this ﬁeapon'-
essentially lead to a lower nuclear threshold and increased the possibility of the
escalation of-en armed conflict to the level of an all-out nuclear war,

94. At the 148th Plenary Meeting the Committee considered the proposal in
document.CD/219 cancerning the urgent establishment of an Ad Hoc Working Group and
the Chairman declared that there was no consensus in favour of the proposal and -
therefore it was not adopted. - B

C. Effective International Arrangements to Assure’anqNucIearJQea n’Statgs

Against the Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons

95. The item on the agenda entitled "Effective international arrangements to-assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons" was
considered by the Committee, in accordance with its programme of work, from .
16 to 20 March and from 27 to 31 July. The Committee further considered this item
during the periods 13 to 17 April and 3 to 7 August, o .

96. The following new documents were-before the Committee in comnection with the
item: o

(2) Document CD/153, dated 18 February 1981, submitted by the delegation of

Bulgaria, entitled '"Working Paper: Effective international arrangements to agsure
non-nuclear~-weapon States against the use or threat of use»ofﬁnuclear'weapons?.A_
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(b) Document CD/161, dated 4 March 1981, submitted by the delegation of Pakistan,
entitled '"Working Paper: Effective international arrangements to assure .
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons",

(¢) Document CD/176, dated 10 April 1981, submitted by the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, entitled "Reply of the General Secretary of the Central Committee
of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and Chairman of the Presidium of the
Supreme Soviet of the USSR, Leonid Brezhnev, to the question put by the Greek
newspaper Ta Nea",

(@) Document CD/177, datsd 10 April 1981, submitted by the delegation of the
United Kingdom, entitled "Working Paper on the subject of effective international
arrangements to. assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use
of nuclear weapons",

~ (e) Document CD/207, dated 6 August 1981, submitted by the delegation of China;
entitled '"Working Paper on the question of security agsupances". .

97. At its 105th plenary meeting on 12 February 1981, the Committee decided to
re-establish, for the duration of its 1981 session, the Ad Hoc Working Group on

- Effective International Arrangements to Assure Non-Nuclear-Weapon States Against

the Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons, which had been established on 17 March
for its 1980 session, so that it might continue its work on the basis of its former
mandate. The Committee furthér decided that the A4 Hoc Working Groap would report
to the Committee on the progress of its work at any appropriate time and in any case
before the contlusion of its 1981 session (document €D/151).

98. At its 107th plenary meeting of 17 February 1981, the Committee also decided
to nominate the Deputy Permanent Representative of Italy as Chairman of the
Ad Hoc Working. Group. "

99. At the 127th plenary meeting on 24 April.1981, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc
Working Group made a statement reporting nn the activities of the Ad Hoc Working Group
during the first part of the annual session,

100. The Ad Hoc-Working Group held 23 meetings between 17 February and 13 August 1981,
and the Chairman also ‘conducted informal consultations during that period, As a
result of ‘its deliberations, the Ad Hoc Working Group submitted a report to the
Committee (document CD/215). -

101, At its 148th plenary meeting on 20 August 1981, the Committee adopted the report
of. the Ad Hoc Working Group, which is an integral part of this report and reads as
follows: " '

"I. Introduction

"At its 105th plenary meéting, on 12 February 1981, the Committee on
Disarmament adopted the following decision; relating to item 3 on its agenda,
contained in document CD/151, 'inter alia: .

The Committee further dccides to re-establish, for the duration of its
session, the ad hoc working groups on effective intermational arrangements to
assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons, chemical weapons and radiological weapons, which were established on
17 March for its 1980 session, so that they may continue their work on the basis
of their former mandates. '
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I% is understood that the Committee will, as soon as possible, review the.
mandates of the three ad hoc working groups with a view to adapting; as
appropriate, their mandates tc advance the progress of the process .of
negotiation towards the objective of concrete disarmament measures

[N KN ]

The 'ad hoc working groups will report to the Committee on ‘the pi;ogress of
their work at any appropriate time and in any case before the conclusion of its
1981 session.!

"II. Organization of Work and Doc'zmentation

"At its 107th plenary meeting, on I7 Feoruary 1981, the Committee on
Disarmament appointed Minister Antonio Ciarrapico, representative of Italy, i
as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group. Dr. Lin Kuo-Chung,. United.Nations Centre
for Disarmement, served as Secretary of the Ad Hoc Working Group.

"The Ad Hoc Working Group held 23 meetings between 17 February and 21 April
and between 16 June and 13 August 1981,

."On 24 April 1981, the Chairman of the Working Group presented oraily to the
Committee' on Disarmement at. its 127th plenary meeting his summary account of the
work’ of -the Working Group during the first part of the 1981 session (CD/PV.127).

"At their request, the Committee on D..armament, at its 109th plenary .
meeting on 24 February 1981, its 113th plenary meeting on 10 March 1981 and
its 122nd plenary meeting on 1 April 1981, decided to invite the respesentatives
of following States nnt members of the Committee to participate in the meetings
of the Ad Hoc Working Group: Switzerland, Finland, Austria and Spain.

"In carrying out its mandate, the. Ad Hoec Working Group .took into account
paragraph 59 of the Final Document of .the Tenth Special Session of the ‘
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, in which ",.. the nuclear-weapon States
are called upon to take steps to.assure the non-nuclear-weapon States against
the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. The General Assembly notes the
declarations made by the nuclear-weapon States and urges them to pursue efforts
to conclude, as appropriate, effective -arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons". During the course
of its work, the Working Group also took into accourt other relevant
paragraphs of the Final Document. ‘

"The Ad Hoc Working Group also took note of the letter of the
Secretary-General in document CD/140, transmitting resolutions adopted by the
General Assembly at its thirty-fifth session, and took note in particular of
resolutions 35/154 and 35/155, as well as resolution 35/46 which was also relevant
to the subject. Paragraphs 3 and 4 of resolution 35/154 read as follows:

'5. Requests the Committee on Disarmament to continue on a priority
basis, during its. session in 1981, the negotiations on the question of
strengthening of security guarantees of non-nuclear-weapon States;

4., Calls upon States participating in talks on the question of providing
guarantees to non-nuclear States against the use or threat of use of
nuclear weapons to make efforts for the speedy elaboration and conclus.on
of an international convention on this matter.!
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Paragraph 4 of resolution 35/155 reads as follows:

'4. Recommends that the Committee on Disarmament "should actively continue
negotiations with a view ‘to reaching agreement and concluding effective
international arrangements during its next session to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons, taking into account the widespread support for the conclusion of
an international convention and giving consideration to any other-
proposals designed to secure the same objective,’

Paragraph 12 of the Annex to resolution 35/46, which contains the Declaration
of the 1980s as the Second Disarmament-Becade, states, inter alias

'12, <see A1l efforts should be exerted, therefore, by the Committee on
Disarmament urgently to negotiate with a view to reaching agreement, and
to submit agreed texts where possiblé before the second special session
devoted to disarmament on:

(d), Effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, taking into.
account all proposals and suggestions that have been made in this regard.!

"In addition to the official documents of the Committee on Disarmament
submitted under -item 3 on its agende (namely CD/153, CD/161, CD/176, CD/177,
CD/184 and CD/207) and the previous documents before the Ad Hoc Working Group
which are listed in document CD/SAMP.1/Rev.2,1/ the following documents
were submitted for consideration during the 1981 session: o

(a) A working paper submitted by che Chairman, entitled 'Stages of
congideration of the substance of effective international arrangements to
‘assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons' (CD/SA/CRP.4/Rev.l and 2; CD/S&/MWP.5) 2/;

(b) A working paper submitted by the Chairman, entitled 'Identification
of the various features of the assurances not to use or threaten to use
nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States! (cD/sA/CRP.5) and its
revised version (€D/SA/CRP.5/Rev.1):

(c) A working paper submitted by the Netherlands containing a suggested
'cocmmon formula' for negative security assurances to be incorporated in a
Security Council resolution (CD/SA/CRP.6) (CD/SaMP.6) 3/;

(a) A working papér submitted by Pakistan containing proposals in
connection with Alternative D in Stage Two of document CD/SAAVP.5

(CD/sa/CRP.T) (CD/SAMP.T) 4/5

1/ See Annex A of this report.

2/ Document CD/SA/CRP.4/Rev.2 was subsequently issued as CD/SA/WP.5;
see Annex B to this report. .

3/ Document CD/SA/CRP.6 was subsequently issved as CD/S4/WP.6.
4/ Document CD/SA/CRP.T was subsequently issued as CD/SA/NP.7.
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(e) " A working paper submitted by Bulgaria containing considerations
An connection with 'Mltemative D (Stage Two, document CD/SAMNE.5)! 2nd }
the suggestions made under it (CD/SA/CRP.8 and Corr.l) (CD/SA/MWP.8); 5/ |

_ "In addition, the Secretariat also prepared a document entitled
* 'A compilation of statements made on the question of effective
international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon .States against the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons during the thirty-fifth-session
of the General Assembly', as listed in CD/SA/MWP.1/Rev.2."

"IIT. Substantive Negotiations ‘

) "In carrying out the task entrusted to it, the Working Group

- particularly bore in nind the reconnendation contained in'paragraph 18 of
the report.of the previous 2ad hoc working group established during -

©'1980 'session (CD/125%) which stabed thats ! veeesy the Working Group

- vecormends to the Committee on Disamament to explore ways and means to

overcome the difficulties encountered in the negotiations of the

Working Group and to continue to negotiate at the beginning of its

. 1981 session with a view to reaching agreement on effective international

arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat

of use of nuclear weapons', .It took note of the extensive discussions on

the subject and intensive negotiations on the elements during the previous

ad hoc working group with 2 view to reaching agreement on a common approach.

Tt also recalled the recognition that the search should continue for a

cormon approach accepbable -to all which could be included in.an :
international instrument of 2 legally binding character.

"In the conduct of its work, the id Hoc Woking Group decided to .
concentrate -essentially its attention on the examination of the suhstance
of the assurances given on the understanding that an agreement on the
substance could facilitate an agreement on form. ficcordingly, a progranme
of work (CD/SA/WP.5) was submitted by the Chairman as a general guideline
for deliberations and negotiations, taking into accoumt- various views
expressed and proposals submitted., It contained principally two stages of
work for the current session, namely, (1) stage one: . identification of the
“various features of the assurances not to use or threaten to use nuclear

* weapone against non-nuclear-weapon States; (2) stage two: consideration of
possible alternatives which can be explored in the search for a 'common
approach! or !'formula'.

"In pursuance of the objeetive outlined in stage one of the programme

- .of work, various views were expressed and different proposals,- including sonme
tabulationg and outlines, were submitted during the course of deliberations
with a view to.identifying systematically those elements contained in the-.
wmdertakings assumed by nuclear-weapon States and in the proposals made by
non-nuclear-weapon States, as contained in document CD/SA/WP.2. In this
process and in order to facilitate the work of the Working Group, the i
Chairman produced working papers (CD/SL/CRP.5 and Rev.l) in which he atterpted
to synthesize the views and positions held by delegations. "It was generally
felt that deeper understanding of the various positions, their similarities
and differences, had been rcached ds a result of the discussion.,

: Document CD/SA/CRP.8 and Corr.l was subsequently issued as
CD/sA/We.8.
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"In carrying out the task outlined in stage two of the programme of work
(CD/SANP.5) the Working Group examined thoroughly, in the manner of a comparative
analysis, possible alternatives for a 'common approach! or formula' with a view
to concentrating, efforts on the most promising among them.

"During the course of in-depth analysis of the above-mentioned alternatives
in paragraph 10, the.following positions and ideas, relating to effective
Ainternational arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons (also referred to as security assurances or
security guarantees), were advanced or reaffirmed in the Working Group by various
delegations:

since -any use of nuclear weapons, which constitute the greatest threat to
humanity, would affect the security of belligerents and non=belligerents

. alike there should be a complete prohibition on “the use of nuclear

weapons, pending the achievement of nuclear disarmament., In this
connection a view.stated wos thet the use of nuclesr wesprns should be

.prohibited concurrently with the renunciation!of the use of force in

international relations; another view was expressed that a complete
prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons could be envisaged only in the
framework of ‘an effective process of. nuclear disarmament as part of
progress towards general disarmament;

the extension of security assurances tb'non—nuclear-weapon States against
the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons without any conditions or
limitations as an integral part of and initial step towards the complete
prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons and the achievement of nuclear
disarmament ;

the extension of security assurances to non-nuclear-weapon States which
have no nuclear weapons on their territory;

the extension of security assurances to those States which renounce. $he
production and acquisition of nuclear weapons and do not have them on

- their territories. In this connection, a view was expressed that

reaching an agreement on non-stationing of nuclear weapons on the
territories of States where there are no such weapons at present would
be a step conducive to the strengthening of the security ‘of non-nuclear-
weapon States;

the extension of security assurances to non-nuclear weapon States parties
to the Non-Proliferation Treaty or any other comparable internationally
binding commitment not to acquire nuclear explosive devices, except in
the case of an attack on the nuclear-weapon State extending the assurance,

 its territories or armed forces or allies by such a State.allied to, or

associated with, a nuclear-weapon State in carrying out or sustaining

the attack;
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= the extension of security assurances to any non=-nuclear-weapon State
that has committed itself not to manufacture or receive nuclear weapons
(or other nuclear explosive devices) or to acquire control over them'
provided that that State does not undertake, or partake in, an attack
upon (the territory or the armed forces of) a nuclear-weapon State or
its allies with the support of another nuclear-weéapon State;

= the extension of security assurances to non-nuclear-weapon States not
parties to the nuclear security arrangements of sbme nuclear Powers;

- the~extension.of security assurances by meaps_of conclusing conventions
with non-nuclear-wéapon States parties to a nuclear-free zone, in order

to give these assuvances a mutually binding character.:

"Without prejudice to, further exploration of other alternatives, which could be

elaborated in the future, t..e Working Group decided to concentrate its efforts,
at this stage of consideration, on Alternative.D. in -conjunction with
Alternative E contained in Stage Two of the programme of work. Q/ These
alternatives called for 'a "common formula® for security assurances containing
such elements as may be raised in the negotiations in the'Committee on
Disarmament and agreed upon by all concerned! and 'a "cotmmon' formula' which
could reconcile the elements contained in the existing unilateral undertakings
of the nuclear-weapon States!. In this connection, a working paper .

- (CD/SAMP.6) was submitted by the delegation of the Netherlands which convained
a draft 'common formula' for negative security assurances to be incdrporated in

a Security Council résolution. The delegation of Pakistan also proposed,
without prejudice to its own positionm, three alternatives (CD/SA/WP;7)_gs a,
basis for further consideration of a 'common formila', together with additional
elements relating to ‘the prohibition of the use of nucleer. weapons and to
uuclear disarmament. With reference to those two working papers the

lelegation of Bulgaria submitted a working paper"(CD/SA/v:P;_e§ containing _
comments concerning the formulations proposed as well as, some queries with
regard to the appropriate direction of the search. The discussion of ‘those’
proposals focused on their main elements and included in-depth consideration of
proposals related to the eligibility for the assurances and of the desirability
and the nature of a possible 'suspension clause'. ~

"Different approaches to the question of developing a ?common formula!
became apparent in the discussions. Under one approach the nuclear-weapon. ‘
States would provide assurances to all non-nuclear=-weapon States without any
conditions, qualifications or limitations. Under another approach; various
criteria would bé provided to describe the non-nuclear<weapon States' included
in the scope of the assurances. Divergent views on these approaches and criteria
continued to be maintained, o ’

6/ See Annex B of this report.
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"Divergent views were expressed concerning the circumstanczs in which security
assurances could be suspendzd and on whether or not such suspension should be
provided for,

"In considering the possible 'common approach'! or 'formula', the question
of an appropriate form was also raised. Although there was no objection, in
principle, to the idea of an international convention, the difficulties involved
were also pointed out. Furthermore, the idea of interim arrangements was
considered, particularly taking note of the proposals for an appropriate
Security Council resolution on which divergent views were expressed. At the same
time, it was pointed out that the value of any interim arrangement would depend
on its substance. ‘A number of delégations belicved that interim measures
should not be a substitute for an international convention or other international
arrangements of a legally binding character.

"IV. Conclusions and Recommendations
M

"The Working Group reaffirmed that non-nuclear-weapon States should be
effectively assured by the nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of
use of nuclear weapons., There was continuing recognition of the urgent ‘need to
reach agreement on effective international arrangements to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons,
especially in view of the goal of nuclear disarmament and of general and complete
disarmament. Negotiations on the substance of the effective arrangements
revealed that specific difficulties were related to differing rerceptions of
,8ome nuclear and non-nuclear-weapon States as well as to the complex nature
of the issues involved in evolving a 'common formula' acceptable to all
vhich could be included in an international instrument of a legally binding
character. The Working Group recognized that adequate consideration needed to
be given to the security interests of non-nuclear-weapon States., It regarded the
efforts devoted to the search for a 'common approach! or 'formula' ag a
positive step towards the agreement on the question of security assurances.

"Against this background, the Working Group recommends to .the Committee on
Disarmament that various alternative approaches, including in particular those
considered during the 1981 session, should be further explored in order to
overcome the difficulties encountered. In this context further efforts should be .
devoted to the search for a !common approach' acceptable to all, and in
. particular for a 'common formula' which could be included in an international
instrument of a legally binding character. Accordingly, a working group should be °
established at the beginning of the 1982 session for the purpose, as recommended
in United Nations General Assembly resolution 35/46, referred to in paragraph 7
above, 'urgently to negotiate with a view to reaching agreement, and to submit
agreed texts where possible before the second special session devoted to
disarmament', on effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.
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"List

ANNEX A

ot Documents on.the Question of Effective International

Arrangements to Assure Non-Nuclear-Weapon States Against the

"Official doc

Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons

uments of the Committee on Disarmament

(1) oA
(2) o0f10
(3) /23
(4) 0_D/25.
(5) o/27
§6) - CD/53
Appendix IT)
(1) cn/55
(8) o/75
(9) o/17
(10) tv/120

- containing General Assembly resolutions 33/72A and B,
(24 Januaxry 1979)

- Submitted by Pakistan, entitled 'Con,cltision .of an International
Convention to Assure Non-Nuclear-Weapon States against the
Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Veapons'. (27 March 1979)

- submitted by Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Republic,
Hungary, Mongolia, Poland, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
entitled 'Draft international convention on the strengthening of
guarantees of the security of non-nuclear States'. (21 June 1979)

~ submitted by Pakistan, entitled 'Effective International

Arrangements. to Assure Non-Nuclear-Weapon States against the
Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons'. (26 June 1979)

- submitted by United States of America, entitled 'Proposal for. a
CD Recommendation to the United Nations General Assembly
Concerning the Security of Non-Nuclear-Weapon States against
Nuclear Attack'. (2 July 1979) '

- containing Report of the 'Ad Hoc Working Group to consider and
negotiate on, effective international arrangements to assure
non-nuclear-veapon States against the use or threat of‘use of
nuclear veapons' to the Committee on Disarmament. (14 August 1979)

- containing General Assembly resolutions 34/84, 34/85 and 34/86.
(5 February 1930) -

- submitted by Finland, entitled 'Letter dated 12 March 1980
addressed to the Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament from the
Permanent Representative of Finland to the United Nations Office
at Geneva submitting a working document containing the views
of the Finnish- Government'. (14 March 1980)

- containing a.decision of the Committee on Disarmament to
establish an ad hoc working group to continue to negotiate with
a vievw to reaching agreement on effective international
arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the ™
useé. or threat of use of nuclear veapons. (17 March 1980) ;

- submitted by Pakistan, entitled "Possible draft.resoliition for
adoption by the United Nations Security Council ‘as an _
interim measure on 'Effective international arrangements to -
agsure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of
use of nuclear weapons'". (17 July 1980)
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(11) cp/125% -

Report of the 'Ad Hoa Working Group to continue to negotiate
with a view to reaching agreement on effective international
arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons'! to the Committee on

. Disarmament. (7 August 1980)

(12) 140 -

(13) cp/151 -

(14) /155 -
(15) cD/161 -

(16) cv/176 -

(17) /277 -

(18) cp/184 -

"IT. Workigg papers of the ad hoc worki up on effective international

containing General Assembly resolutions 35/154 and 35/155.
(3 February 1981)

containing a decision of the Committee on Disarmament to
re-gstablish the Ad Hoc Working Group on effective international
arrangements to assure nan-nuclear-weapon States against the

use or threat of use of nuclear weapons under its former
mandate during 1980 session. (13 February 1981)

submitted by Bulgaria, entitled 'Effective International
Arrangements to Assure Non-nuclear-weapon States against the
Use oF Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons'. (18 February 1981)

submitted by Pakistan, entitled 'Effective intermational
arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States'against the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons'. (4 March 1981)

submitted by USSR, entitled 'Letter dated 7 April 1981.addressed
to the Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament from the "
Representative of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
transmitting the reply of the General Secretary of the

Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and
Chairman of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR,
Leonid Brezhnev, to the question put by the Greek newspaper,

Ia Nea', (10 April 1981) ‘

submitted by the United Kingdom, entitled !'United Kingdom
vorking paper on the subject of effective international
arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the
use or threat of use of miclear veapons'. (10 April 1981)

submitted by Pakistan, entitled Letter dated 12 June 1981 fronm
the Permanent Representative of Pakistan addressed to the
Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament transmi tting
resolutions adopted by the Twelfth Islamic Conference of
Foreign Ministers held in Baghdad from 1 to 6 June 1981,
containing 'Resolution No. 28/12-?: Strengthening the security

-of non-nuclear States against the use or ‘threat of use of

nuclear weapons', - (15 June 1981)

arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat
of use of nuclear waapons , » -

(1) o»/saMP.1 - List of documents on the question of etrective international

and Rev.l

arrangements to assure"hoh-nuclear-weapon States against
the use or threat of ‘use of nuclear weapons. (25 April 1980
and 20 February 1981.) )
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. (2) CD/SAMWP.2 - submitted by the Chairman, entitled 'Effective international
' arrarngements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against
the use or threat of use of nuclear veapons: A, Scope and nature
of the arrangements'. (25 June 1980)

(3) CD/SAAP.3 - submitted by Pakistan, entitled "Possible draft resolution
by the United Nations Security Council as an interim measure
on 'Effective international arrangments to assure
non-nuclear-veipon States against the use or threat of
use of nuclear weapons'". (15 July 1980)

(4) op/safiP.4 - submitted by Bulgaria, entitled 'Forms of arrangements to
assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat
of use’of nuclear weapons'. (17 July 1980)

(5) CD/SAMP.5 - submitted by the Chairman, entitled 'Stages of consideration
of the substance of effective international arrangements to
assure non-nuclear-veapon States against the use or threat
of use of nuclear weapons'. (26 March 1981)

(6) CD/SAAIP.6 - submitted by the Netherlands, containing a suggested 'common
(CD/Sa/CRP.6) formula' for negative security assurances to be incorporated
in a Security Council resolution. (8 July 1981)

(7) cp/sAMP.7 - submitted by Pakistan, containing proposals in connection
- (CD/SA/CRP.7) with Altemative D in Stage Two of document cp/safre. 5.
(13 July 1981) : , .

(8) CD/SAMP.8 - submitted by Bulgaria, containing consideration in connection
(cD/SA/CRP.8 with "Alternative D, Stage Tvwo, document CD/SA/MWP.5" and -
and Corr.l) the suggestions made under it. (21 July 1981) -

"III. A compilation of material for the use of members of the ad hoc working

established by the Committee .on Disarmamént on 5 July 1979 to consider and
negotiate on effective international a: ments to assure non-nuclear-weapon
States against the uge:- or threat of use of nuclear weapons o ' S

(1) sStatements made at the plenary- and ad hoc - committee meef;i.n_‘gs of the
tenth special session of the General Assembly devoted  to disarmament;

(2) Statements made at ‘the plenary and the First Cormittee of the
thirty-third session of the General Assembly o

| (a) Plenary
(b) First Committee (General)
(c¢) First Committee (Soviet Draft Convention);

(3) Declarations made by the five nuclear weapon States containing assurances
not to use nuclear veapons against non-nuclear-weapon States; '

(4) Security Council resolution 255 (1963);

(5) General Assembly resolutions on the non-use of nuclear weapdns;
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(6) Resolution on security assurances adopted by the Non-nuclear Weapon
States Conference of 1968; .

(7) Part of the 1975 NPT Review Conference Final Docruient, relevant to
security assurances;

(8) Final Document of the tenth special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament, paragraphs 56=59 on secu.rity assurances;

(9) Addendum and supplements to the Compilation:

(i) 'Proposal of the United States of America on strengtheing confidence
of non-nuclear-weapon States in their security against the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons! (4/c.1/33/7, 17 November 1978);

(ii) General Assembly resolution 2936 (XXVII): Non-use of force in

international relations and rermanent prohibition of the use of
nuclear weapons;

(iii) ‘'Working paper containing a draft additional protocol to the Treaty
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons regarding the establishment
of a system of security assurances within the framework of

the Treaty" (NPT/CONF/22, 15 May 1975);

(iv) Declarations made by the United Kingdom, China, France,
United States of America and Union of Soviet Soecialist Republics
regarding Protocol II of the Treaty of Tlatelolco.

"IV. A compilation of statements made on the question of effective international

llv‘

arrangements to assure non-nuclea.r—weapon States against the use or threat
of use of nuclear weapons during the thirty-fourth session of the General Assembly

A compilaticn of statements made on the question of effective international
I

arrangements Vo assure non-nuclear-weapon States. against the use or threat
of use of nuclear weapons during the thirtyv-fifth session of the General Assembly

"VI. Unofficial transcriptions of the proceedings of the ad hoc working {_£TOoups on

security assurances

(1) Unofficial transcriptions of seven rheetingé of the ad hoc working group
during 1979. '
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"ANNEX B
""CHATRMAN'S WORKING PAPER

"Stagwe' s of"consideration of the substance of effec"l:iveiintema.tional

arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or
threat of use of nuclear veapons

It is to be noted that in the report of the previous Ad Hoc Working Group it was
pointed out that an agreement on the substance of the arrangements to assure
non-nuclear-veapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear veapons could
facilitate the agreement on the form of the arrangements.

Bearing this in mind, it would seem to be appropriate and advisable for the
Working Group, for the time being, to concentrate its work on the questions.of
substance of the arrangements with a view to evolving, as much as possible, a comion
approach. In the light of various vievws expressed and proposals submitted by
delegations regarding the scope and substance of the work of the Working Group for
its 1981 session, certain stages of consideration on the subject could serve as a
general guideline for deliberations and negotiations in the Working Group on
effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear<weapon States against the
use or tiareat of use of nuclear weapons.

“STAGE ONE: Identification of the various. features of the assurances not. to_use or
threaten to use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-veapon States

A. As reflected in the undertakings assumed by nuclear-weapon States, as formulated
in their unilateral declarations contained in document CD/SAAP.2 (Annex B to
document CD/125%),

B. As reflected in the proposals made by non-nuclear-weapon States, as contained in
document CD/SAAP.2 (Annex B to document CD/125%), .

"STAGE TWO: Consideration of possible alternmatives which can be e@" lored in the
search for a 'common apprcach! or !formula'

A. Pending nuclear disarmament, a complete prohibition on the use of nuclear weapons.

B. A categorical assurance by the nuclear-weapon States to all non-nuclear-weapon
States not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against them,

C. A categorical assurance by the nuclear-veapon States to all non-nuclear-ieapon
States not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against them with accompanying
interpretstive statements by each nuclear-wveapon State.

D. A common formula for security assurances containing such elements as my be. _
raised in the negotiations in the Committee on Disarmament and agreed. upon by a1l
concerned, o

E. A common formula vhich could reconcile the elements contained in the existing.
unilateral undertakings of the nuclear-weapon States. ' '

F, Solemn unilateral declarations, identical. in their subéta.n,qe, made by the
nuclear-veapon States concerning the non-use and non-threatening use of nuclear .
veapons against non-nuclear-weapon States having no such veapons on their territbrie. ;

-37-



.. -

Possible consideration of the investiture of more formal and legdl status to the
existing unilateral declarations of the nuclear-veapon States. '

H. Comnmitments-by means of "contventions concluded betueen nuclear~weapon States and
participants in nucléar-vweapon=-free- zones.

#* * %
"Examination and negotiation on the specific content and wording of a common
Tormula could be considered at a later stage, pendingjhe progress. achieved in regard
to the two stages of discussion within the Working Group."

D. Chemical Veapons

102, The item on the agenda entitled "Chemical Veapons" was considered by the :
Committee in accordance with its programme of work, frem 23 March to 3 April and from
13 to 17 July. The Committee further considered this item during the periods

13 to 17 April and.3 to 7 August.

103. In addition to earlier documents, the followihg vere before the Committee in
-connection with the item: '

(a) Document CD/142, dated 10 February 1981, submitted by the delegation of
Sweden, entitled "Working Paper: Prohibition of retention or acquisition of a -
‘chemical warfare capability enabling use of chemical weapons".

(b) Document CD/164, dated 19 March 1981, submitted by.Finland, entitled
"Creation of chemical weapons control capacity - present phase and goals of the
Finnish vroject”,

(c) Document CD/167, dated 26 March 1981, submitted by the delegation of
Canada, entitled "Verification and control requirements for a chemical arms control
treaty-based-on v analysis of activities™.

_ (a). Document (D/168, dated 27 March 1981, submitted by the delegation of China,
entitled “Working Paper - Prohibition of Chemical Veapons: or the Definition cf
Chemical Warfare Agents".

(e) Document CD/169, dated 27 March 1981, submitted by ‘the delegation of China
entitled "Working Paper: Dismantling of Production Facilities/Means of Production
for Chemical Weapons”.

(f) Document OD/173, dated 3 April 1981, submitted by the delegation of
‘Canada, entitled "Disposal of Chemical Agents",

(g) Document OD/178, dated 16 April 1981, submitted by Finland, vhich addressed
an invitation of the Finnish Government to a Chemical Weapons Verification Workshop.

(h) Document CD/124/Rev.1, dated 24 April 1981, submitted by;fhe delegation-of
Indonesia, entitled "Revision of. CD/124 on the Definition of Chemical Agent and
Chemical Warfare Agent", )

(i) Document CD/195, dated 14 July 1981, submitted by the delegation of

o

Yugoslavia, entitled "Working Paper: Incapacitating Agents",
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. (j) Document CD/196, dated 16 July 1981, submitted by Finland, entitled "Trace
Analysis of Chemical Varfare Agents".

(k) Document CD/197, dated 17 July 1981, submitted by the delegation of Romania
entitled "Working Paper - Suggestions for Elements of a Chemical Weapons Convention:
Definitions and Criteria".

(1) } .'Document CD/199, dated 24 July 1981, ‘sgbmi'tted»by the delegation of
Czechoslovakia, entitled "Working Peper: Definition and Characteristics of the
Toxins".

(m) Document CD/203, dated 30 July 1981, submitted by the delegation of the
Netherlands, entitled "Consultation and Co-operation, Verification Measures and
Complaints Procedure in the framework of the Convention on the complete and effective
Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of all Chemical Weapons
and on their Destruction". '

(n) Document CD/212, dated 13 August 1981, submitted by the delegatior of China,
entitled "Some Viewpoints on the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons".

104. At its 105th plenary meeting on 12 February 1981, the Committee decided to
pre~establish, for the duration of its 1981session, the Ad Hoc Working Group on
Chemical Weapons, which had been established on.l7 March for its 1980 session, so
that it might continue its work on the basis of its former mandate. - The Committee.
further decided that the Ad Hoc Working Group would report to the Committee on ihe
progress of its work at any appropriate time, and in any case before the conclusion
of its 1981 session (document CD/151),

105. At its 107th plenary meeting on 17 February 1981, the ,C'ommittee also decided to
nominate the representative of Sveden as Chairman-of the Ad Hoc Working Group,.

106. At the 127th plena.r& meeting on 24 April'l981; the Chairman of the Ad ‘Hoc
Working Group introduced his progress report on the work of the Ad Hoc Working Group
(document CD/179 and Add.l). T

107. At its 137th plenary meeting on 14 July 1981, the Committee. decided, in response
%o a request of the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group, to invite the.
Director-General of the World Health Organization and the Director of. the Regional
Office for Europe of the United Nations Environment Programme, to nominate’ N
representatives to attend certain meetings of .the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical
Veapons, for the purpose of providing technical information, when i% is deémed
necessary, in respect of establishing toxicities of chemicals and the international
register of potential toxic chemicals,

108. At the 141st plenary meeting on 28 July 1981, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc §
Working Group made a statement (CD/PV.141) which was the result of the negotiations
he had been asked to undertake on the question of the revision of the maiidate for
the Ad Hoc Working Group. Several delegations commented on that statement.

109. The Ad Hoc Working Group held 23 meetings betueen 18 Pebruary and 17 August 1981,
and the Chairman also congucted .informal consultations during. that period. As a
resulf of its deliberations, the Ad Hoc Working Group submitted a report to the
Committee (document CD/220).

110. At its 148+th plenary meeting on 20 August 1981, the Committee.adopted the report
of the Ad Hoc Working Group,, vhich is an integral part of this report and reads
as follows: ' :
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"I. INTRODUCTION

o "At its 105th plenary meeting on 12 February 1981, the Comn'.ttee on
Disarmement adopted the following dzcision:

'The Committee further decides to re-establish, for wne duration of
its 1981 session, the ad hoc vorking group on effective international
arrangements to assure non-nuclear veapon States against the use or
threat of use of nuclear veapdns, chemical weapons and radiological
veapons, vhich were established on 17 March for its 1980 session,

so that they may continue their work on the basis of their former
mandates,

It is understood that the Committee will, as soon as possible,
reviev the mandates of the three ad hoc vorking groups with a view
to- adapting, as appropriate, their mandates to advance the progress
of the process of negotiations towards the objective of concrete
disarmamsnt measures. *

The ad hoc vorking groups will report to the Committee on the progress
of their work at any appropriate time and in any case before the
conclusion of its 1981 session.! (Document CD/151)

"II. ORGANIZATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTATION.

"t its 107%th Plenary meeting on 17 February 1981 the Committee appointed
Ambassador C. Lidgard, Sweden, as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Vorking Group.
Mrs. L. Waldheim-Natural, Chief, Geneva Unit, United Nations Centre for
Disarmament, served as Secretary of the Ad Hoc Working Group.

A "Tae A¢ Hoc Working Group held 12 meetings from 13 February ‘to
22 April 1981 and 11 meetings from 17 June to 17 August 19c..

"At their requést, the Committee on Disarmament, at its 104th Plenary
meeting on 10 February 1981 and its 122nd plenary meeting on 7 April 1981,
respectively decided to invite the representative of the following States
not members of the Committee to participate in the meetings of the
Ad Hoc Working Group: Austria, Denmark, Finland, Norway, Spain and Swit=erland.

"On the basis of the decision taken by the Committee at its
137th pleanry meeting on 14 July 19831 s the World Health Organization and
the Buropean Office of the United Nations Environment Programme were
invited to nominate representatives to attend certain of the meetings of
the Ad Hoc Working Group to provide technical information when necessary.
In response to this invitation Dr. Mercier and Dr. Parizek of the.
ILO/UNEPAHO International Programme on Chemical Safety (1PCS) and
Dr. Huismans and Dr. Gilbert of UNEP's International Register of Potentially
Toxic Chemical (IRPTC) attended consultaticas of +the Chairman or meetings
of the Vorking Group concerning toxicity detorminations,
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"In carrying out its mandate the Ad Hoc Working Group took into
account paragraph 75 of the Final Document of the first special session
of the General Assembly of the United Nations devoted to disarmament,
vhich in part read as:follows: !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. Consequently, conclusion of s convention to this end,
on vhich negotiations have been going on for several; years, is one of
the most urgent tasks of multilateral negotiations.! The Working Group
also took into consideration A/RES/35/144 B vhich in operative paragraph 3
'Urges the Committes on Disarmament to continue, s from the beginning
of its session to be held in 1981 negotiations on such a multilateral
convention .as a matter of high priority, taking into account all
existing proposals and future initiatives.!

- "During the 1981 session. the follouing official documents dealing with
Chemical Weapons were presented to the Committee on Disarmament:

- CD/142 submitted by Sweden entitled '"Prohibition of retention or
acquisition of a chemical warfare capability enabling use of
chemical weapons (4 Annexes)!

- CD/164 submitted by Finland entitled 'Creation of Chemical Weapons
Control Capacity —- Present Phase and Goals of the Finnish Project!

-=CD/167 submitted by Canada entitled Werification and Control.
Requirements for a Chemical Arms Control Treaty based on an Analysis .
of Activities!

~ CD/168 submitted by China entitled 'Prohibition of Chemical Weapons:
on the Definition of Chemical Warfare Agents! .

- CD/169 submitted by China entitled 'Dismantling of Production
Facilities Means of Production for Chemical Weapons!

-'CD/173 submitted by Canada entitled 'Disposal of Cﬁemical Agen'bs' :

= 0D/124/Rev.]l submitted by Indonesia entitled 'Revision of CD/124
on the Definition of Chemical Agent and Chemical Warfare Agent!

- (D/179 and Add,1 entitled 'The Chairman's Progress Report t6 the
Committee on Disarmament on the work of the Ad Hoc Working Group
on Chemical Veapons'

- CD/183 submitted .by Canada entitled 'A ConceptuaIWorki'ng Paper 6n
Arms Control Verification! ' 7

- CD/195.submitted by Yugoslavia entitled !'Incapacitating Agents'mi;.

~ CD/196 submitted by Finland entitled !'Trace Analysis of Chemical Warfare
Agents! R . ' L
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CD/197 submitted by Romania entitled 'Suggestion: Jor elements of a
Chemical Veapons Convention'

CD/199 submitted by Czechoslovakia entitled 'Defix;xition and Characteristics
of the Toxins' )

CD/203 submitted by -the Netherlands entitled !Consul tations ahd
Co-operation, Verification Measures and Complaints Procedurs!

"In the conduct of its work during its 1981 session, the tollowing working

papers

vere circulated io the Vorking Group:

CD/CWAIP.7 and Rev.l entitled 'Outline suggested by the Chairman for
the vork of the gYoUup == Part 1! :

CD/CVAIP.8 and Corr.l entitled 'Outline suggested by the Chairman for
the vork of the group — Part 2! ' ‘ '

CD/C\‘!NP.Q submitted by Canada entitled Werification and Chemical
Weapons! '

CD/CYAIP.10 and Corr.l entitled 'Outline suggested by the Chairman for

for the work of the group == Part 3t

CD/CWAP.11 submitted. by Mongolia, Poland and the USSR entitled
'Chemical Weaponss types of activity to be covered by a convention
on the prohibitionh of chemical weapons!

CD/CUAIP.12 entitled 'Outline suggested by the Chairman for the
work of the group -~ Part 4! '

CD/CWAP.13 entitled 'Outline suggested by the Chairman for the work
of the group — Part 5! '

CD/CWAP.14 entitled 'Outline suggested by the Chairman for
the work of the group —- Part 6! '

Cp/CAP.15 submitted by Bulgaria, Hungary and Poland entitled !'Chemical
weapons: definitions! ; '

CD/CW P16 ‘submitted by France entitled 'Declarations and déstm‘ction
of materials and facilities! -

CD/CI-'I/WP.I? submitted by France entitled 'Chemical veapons —- definitions,
criteriat ’

CD/CWAIP.18 submitted by Australia entitled 'Initial Comments on the
Consolidated Outline suggested by the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group
on Chemical Weapons' -

CD/CY AP.19 entitled 'Suggestions by the Chairman or une Working Group
on Chemical Veapons for elements of a chemical weapons convention!

CD/CYAIP.20 entitled 'Suggestions by the Chairman of the' Working Group
on Chemical Weapons for elements of a chemical weapons convention!
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- CD/bW/ﬁP.Zl entitled !'Suggestions by the Chairman of the Working Group
on Chemical Weapons for elements of a chemical weavons convention!

- CD/CWAIP,22 and Corr.l and Rev.l entitled 'Report of the Chairman
to- the Working Group on Chemical Veapons on the consultations held
on issues relating to toxicity determinations!

- GD/UH/WP.23 submitted by Australia entitled !Chemical Weapbns
Verification Consultative Conmittee of Experts!

- CD/CWAIP.24 submitted by Australia entitled 'Chemical Wieapons
Convention: Assistance to Parties!

- CD/CWAIP.25 submitted by Australia entitled "Chemical Weapons
Verification: The Methyl-Phosphorus 'Finger Print ™

"The following Conference Room Papers were also submitted during the
Committee's 1981 session:

- CD/CY/CRP.5 and Rev.l and 2 entitled 'Suggestions by the Chairman for
particular technical issues to be addressed during CD's 1981 work
on-chemical weapons'

- CD/CV/CRP.6 entitled 'List of topics to, be discussed with regard to
the definitions and criteria of importance for a chemical weapons
convention! '

- CD/CW/CRP.7 submitted by Belgium entitled 'Provosed definitions
revision of document CD/94)! '

- CD/CW/CRP.8 submitted by France entitled 'Criteria for defini tion?

- GD/bW/bRP.9 entitled 'List of questions put to the delegations of the
USSR and the United States of America at the meeting of 30 March 1981
with respect to the bilateral report, GD/112, and outlines by the
Chairmen for the vork of the Working Group' ' '

- CD/CV/CRP.10 and Add.l1 and 2 and Corr.l and Rev.1l entitled 'Draft

- Progress Report to the Committee on Disarmament!

@

~ CD/CW/CRP.11 entitled 'Note by the Chaivman!

- GD/bW/bRP.lZ'entitled 'Suggestions for consultations on toxicity
determinations! ' .

~ CD/CW/CRP.13 and Corr.l entitled 'Consolidated bext of suggestions for ~
elements I, I (bis) and Annex I of a Chemical Veapons Convention,
received as at Friday, 26 June 1981 o

CD/CW/CRP.14 submitted by Australia entitled "Delegation Amendments
to CD/cVMP.19 and CD/CWAIP.20, Subject to Revision!

- GD/bW/@RP.lE and Add.l entitled 'Revised Suggestions by the Chairman
for elements of a Chemical Weapons Convention' I
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- CD/@W/bRP.lG and Add.l entitled 'Compiiation of suggested amendments
to the draft Rlements and Annexes vroposed by the Chairman in
documents CD/CWAP.19 to 20!

- CD)@W/bRP.l?/Rev.l, 4dd.1 and 2 and Rev.2 and 3y and Corr.l entitled
'"Draft Report of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons to
the Committee on Disarmament!

- CD/@H/bRP.lB entitled 'Suggestion by the Chairman of the VYorking Group
on Chemical VWeapons for recommendation by the Working Group to the
Committee on Disarmament regarding decision on further work to be
wndertaken on methods for toxicity determinations for a Chemical
Yeapons Convention!

"ITT. SUBSTANTIVE CONSIDERATIONS DURING THE 1981 SESSION

"In accomplishing its task, the Working Growp carried out another
substantive and more detailed examination of the issues %o be dealt with
in the negotiation on a multilateral convention on the complete and effective
prohibition of the development production and stockpiling of chemical weapons
and on their destruction. During the first rart of the Committee's 1981
session the Vorking Group conducted its work on the basis of the outline
suggested by the Chairman as contained in documents CD/bW/WP,?g 8, 10, 12,
13 and 14, The Chairman at the Committee's 127th rlenary meéting on
24 April 1981 presented his report on the work of the Group during the first
part of the 1981 session as contained in document CD/179. During the second
part of the session the Working Group considered the draft elements of a
chemical weapons convention, suggested by %he Chairman and contained in
eD/CVAIP.19, 20 and 21,

"On the basis of statements as vell as of oral and vritten comments by
delegetions, the Chairmen, in an effort to elaborate the initial framework
for a future chemical weapons convention vhich could fzcilitate further
vork, prepared revised versions cf the draft clements for such a convention,.
These revised elements do not, hovever, reflect all the views vhich emerged
on certain issues and include elements on vhich the delegation?s views
differed. Some delegations did-not deem it advisable, at the present stage,
to enter into discussion on certain elements, in particular some related to
the issues of vérification, proceeding from the belief that it was too early
to do this until general agreement had been reached on the scope of the
prohibitions. Others, hovever, expressed their opinions on these elements,
proceeding from the belief that they could be examined at the present stage
of the work and contribute %o future negotiations. The revised text of the
Chairman's elements as well as dissenting views as outlined in the comments
are presented below. These comments do not, however, record all the positions
of delegations which opposed these dissenting vieus. Delegations reserved
themselves the right to further consider those and other proposals at the
appropriate time.

"Elements suggested by the Chairman and summary of related comments
I

"General provision

"Bach State Party to this Convention should undertake, as set forth in
the following Elements, never under any circumstances to develop, prcduce,
otherwise acquire, stockpile, retain or transfer chemical veapons and to
destrcy or otherwise dispose of existing stocks of chemical weapons and
means of production of such weapons.
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"
Comments

- "Some delegations regarded this element as superfluous on the ground
that it would complicate the structure of the main prohibition under the
convention and would render this prohibition less distinct, Tuney asserted
that mentioning in this element some prohibitions but not others would give
rise to_ambiguitiesnregardingwthe«scopeuef-ameonventien. Others, who agreed
with this element, believed that it was essential because it stated in clear
terms the two main purposes of a convention, namely a set of prohibitions
and an obligation to destroy the existing stocks.of chemical weapons and

the means of production of such weapons. Furthermore, this element would
ensure the binding character of the undertakings to be entered into by the
Parties to a future convention, .

- "Some delegations felt that a convention, so as to be comprehensive in
nature, should aim at prohibiting chemical weapons in all their aspects and
therefore also include a prohibition of use of chemical weapons in the scope

of a convention. They held, inter alia, that this would strengthen the prohibition
contained in the 1925 Geneva Protocol by adding measures of verification to

i% and by enlarging it to cover some hostile situations vhich they deemed

not to be covered by the Protocol, whose scope of prohibition, in their

viev, only covers the use of chemicals in war. Others felt that a’comprehensive
prohibition of use was already contained in the 1925 Protocol, and that it
should therefore not be restated because it would lead to the weakening

of that Protocol. According to some delegations the verification mechanism

of a future convention would also entail the division of States Parties to the
Protocol into two categories on the basis of their obligations, namely those
vho have become Parties to a convention, and thus. accepted the obligations

of verification under it and those who have not become Parties to a convention
and therefore have no such obligations. It was further felt by some that
restating the prohibition of use would case doubts on the recognized value

of the Protocol, - A1l agreed however that nothing in this convention should .
detract from the efféctiveness of the 1925 Protocol. *

- "Some delegations supported the idea of including in the scope of a |
convention a prohibition specifically of planning, organization and training

intended to enable the utilization of toxic properties of chemicals as

chemical weapons in combat, in order to completely eliminate chemical warfare
capability. Others objected that such a prohibition would be difficult to

implement and verify. It vas asserted, in addition, that the prohibition

of the development, production, stockpiling and retention of all means of

chemical warfare, including corresponding chemicals, munitions, devices and
equipment as well as means of production of chemical weapons would lead to the
elimination of the actual chemical warfare potential.,

- "Some delegations felt that the scope of a convention should include the
prohibition of development etc. of chemicals for hostile purposes, involving the
utilization of toxic properties of such chemicals not only against man but = _
also against animals and plants. Some delegations indicated that they would
prefer the scope of a convention to be extended to all.chemicals capable of
having toxic effects on all components of the environment. ' Others thought that
the prohibition should refer to hostile purposes, involving the utilization of
toxic properties of chemicals against man only, because, inter alia, the -
-videspread civilian use of some of these chemicals would make verification

very difficult. '

- "Some delegations suggested that the link between the scope of the Biological
Weapons Convention and that of a chemical weapons convention should be referred
to wherever appropriate.
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II

"General definition of “chemical weapons

1. . "Chemjcal weapoﬁs, as referred to in Element I, would comprise:

(2) ‘super-toxic lethal, other lethal, and other harmful chemicals
as wéIl'as'prebursors‘of-such'chemicals, intended for hostile .or
military purposes involving the utilization of the toxic properties of
such chemicals asg weapons, provided their types-.are compatible with and
that their quantities are sufficient for such purnoses;

, (b) munitions and(devices, specifically designed to cause death or
other harir through toxic properties of chemicals released from them a8 well
as eQuipment'specifically designed for use directly in connection with

the employment of suich munitions or devices,

2, “Definitioﬁs of super-toxic lethal chemicals, other lethal
chemicals, other harmfiil chemicals and precursors would be -given in

Lnnex I,
" gments
. '*'“

- Vsdme'delegations suggested that elements I and II, for increased
clarity, should be combined and formulated along the lines in element T in
*CD/CW/WP.19._ The Prohibition would then cover the development, production,
acquisition, stockpiling, and retehtion.of: (2) super-toxic lethal, other
“lethal and other harmful chemicals, and precursors of such chemicals, except
“those intended for non-hostile purposes or military purposes not involving
the use of chemical weapons, provided their types and quantities are
con§istept_with such purposes; (b) any munitions or devices, specifically
designed to cause death or other harm through the toxic properties of the
‘chemicals released as a resul+ of . the employment of these munitions or.devices;
_ (c) any equipment specifically designed fox use directly in connection with
* employment of such munitions or devices, Other delegations would prefer to
maintain the formulation.of element I, which seemed to- them to reflect in

a very clear manner the main burposes. of a convention, which deals with a
éet‘ofjprohibitions, on the one hand, and with &-precise obligation to
destroy existing stocks and means of production on the other. Element II
would then contain the definition of chemical weapons, both for the purvose
of ‘the prohibitions and for the purpose of destzuction.

- A delegation suggested that on logical grounds . the subparagraphs in
" parazvaph 1 of the element ghould be presented in the reversed order,

- "Sbme delegations suggested the insertion of the woxds 'chemical warfare
agents, made up of' after '(a)! and before 'super-toxic lethal!.

-  "Some delegations also wished to have definitions of 'chemical warfare -

agents 'y ihostiie~purpqses', "non-hostile purposes'v_'permitted'purposes',
"chemical munitions' and 'means of production of chemical weapons' included,
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- "Some delegations felt that all the definitions should be included in
the main body of a convention and not in an annex. However the technical
details such as those related to methods for toxicity determinations should
remain in the annex.

- "Some delegations suggested that chemical weapons should be understood
to include certain chemical substances which, even if they are not toxic in
nature could be employed as chemical weapons, for instance, psychochemicals
and herbicides. Others saw great practical difficulties in this proposal.

-  "Some delegations considered that the general purpose criterion was
not made sufficiently clear in this element. In their view the definition
of chemical weapons should be formulated so as to state that these weapons
include all kinds of chemical warfare agents whose toxic properties can be
used for hostile purposes to cause death, injury or harm to human beings,
animals and plant life."

"ANNEX I

"Definitions and Criteria

1. ‘'Definitions, criteria and methods in this Annex would be agreed
upon for the purpose of this Convention.

2. "A 'super-toxic lethal chemical! is any toxic chemical, however

- produced, with a median lethal dose which is less than or equal to
0.5 mg/kg (subcutaneous administration) or 2,000 mg-min/m3 (by inhalation),
when measured by the methods set forth in paragraph 6 of this annex.

3. "Any 'other lethal chemical! is any toxic chemical, however produced,
with a median lethal dose which is greater than 0.5 mg/kg (subcuiganeous
administration) or.2,000 mg~min/m3 (by inkalation) and which is iess than
or equal to 10 mg/kg (subcutaneous administration) or 20,000 mg-min/m3
(vy inhalation) when measured by the methods set forth in paragraph 6

of this annex. :

4. “Any -other harmful chemical! is any toxic chemical, however produced,
with a median lethal dose which isSgrea,ter than JOmg/kg (subcutaneous
administration) or 20,000 mg-min/m’ (by inhalation) when measured by the -
methods.__seﬁ.forthin paragraph 6 of this annex. ‘

5.  "'Precursors' are sets of chemicals, which, when made to react
chemically with each other, form among others also such chemicals as are
mentioned in paragraphs 2 - 4 of this Anmnex.

6. '"Methods for toxicity determinations and identification of chemj.ga,ls.
[to be elaborated]

"Comments

- "It was generally felt that the definition of 'preéursors' required
further study.’

- "Some delegations objected to the expression 'however producea' in
paragraphs 2 - 4 on the grounds that it would lead to confusion with regard .

to the Biological Weapons Convention.
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III
"Prohibition of transfer
M
"Bach State Party to this Convention should undertake

, {a) not to transfer to anyone, directly or indirectly, any
chemical weaspons ;

(v) not to transfer to anyone, directly or indirectly, except to
a State Party, any super-toxic lethal chemicals produced or otherwise
acquired for pérmitted purposes, of types and in quantities.-which are
suitable for chemical weapons purposes;

(e¢) not to assist, encourage or induce, diregfly or indirectly,
anyone to engage in activities from which the State Party itself would
be obliged to refrain under the Convention. '

"Comments

- "Some delegations thought that the prohibition to transfer super-toxic
lethal chemicals should be extended to other lethal chemicals, A delegation,
however, felt that the prohibition on transfer of super-toxic lethal chemicals,
except to State Parties, ‘contained in (b) above, was subsumed under (¢). Mo
special provision therefore needed to be made with respect to super-toxic lethal
chemicals, especially since this might imply less than strict application of

the provision under (t), '

- "A delegation considered that the right implied in element III to transfer
super-toxic lethal chemicals in types and quantities suitable for chemical
weapons purposes to another. State Party should only apply when these chemicals

are intended for permitted. purposes.

- "Scme delegations suggested that States Parties should be permitted to
transfer to other States Parties their existing stocks of chemical weapons for
the purpose of the destruction of these weapons,

=~  "Some delegations felt that the wording of this prohibition was not
sufficiently clear because of the ambiguity in the definition of chemical
weapons. )

.
"Declarations

1. "Bach State Party to this Convention should undertake to declare

within 30 days after the Convention has entered into force or the

State Party has adhered to it:

(a) its possession or non-possession of chemical weapnns;

(b) its stocks of chemical weapons and means of prbduction of
such weapons;
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(¢) 1its plans for the destruction or, where appropriate
according to Element V, ‘diversion for rermitted purposes of declared
stocks of chemical weapons;

(d): ite plans for the destruction, dismantling or,.where appropriate
according to Element Vy conversion.of declared means.of production of
chemical weapons. .

2.  "Super-toxic lethal chemicals, acquired for non-hostile military
purposes, should be declaréd. The location of facilities where super-
toxic lethal chemicals are produced. for such purposes should also be
declared. Matters.concerning the content and form would be set forth
in Annex II. : '

"Comments

- "Some delegations considered that this element does not ensure a
differentiated approach to the declarations, each of which has its own
specificity. The element would have to be rearranged as regards the scope
of activities to be declared and the time frames for various declarations.

- "Some delegations suggested that all States Parties possessing stocks
of. chemical weapons and means of production of such weapons should
simultaneously make the relevant declarations.

- " "Some delegations thought that all declarations‘should be made immediately
at the entry into force of the convention or at the time ‘of accession of -
States Parties.

- "Some delegations felt that declarations .concerning the lbcation'Qf the
stocks of chemical weapons could not be provided within the time limit .
stipulated in the element., :

- "Some delegations suggested that chemical weapons munitions filling
facilities and specific wesapon systems designed for the employment of chemical
warfare agents should be declared at the entry into force.’

- "Some delegations considered that States Parties should declare not later
than 10 years after the entry into force of the convention the complete
cessation of activities and the destruction or conversion of materials and -
facilities which are needed for the planning, organization and training
intended to enable the utilization of toxic properties of chemicals as

chemical weapons in combat. ' '

- "Some delegations felt that the wording of this elemeiit was not

sufficiently clear because of the ambiguity in the definition of chemical - —
weapons. ‘ C
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ANNEX .IT
"Declarations of possession of stocks of chemical weapons and means

of production of chemical weapons, plans for their destruction or
diversion for permitted purposes.and time frames as well as forms
o for making such declarations :

1. "The declarations stipulated in Element IV should contain
information about:

(a) types and amounts of stocks of chemical.weapons and of their
location;

(v) location and capacity of means of production of chemical
weapons, including specialized facility for permitted production of
super-toxic lethal chemicals; ]

(¢) plans for destruction or diversion of stocks of chemical
weapons, including timing and specification of types and amounts and

the location of plants for destruction and diversion;

(d) plans for the destruction, dismantling or conversion of means
of production of chemical weapons, including their location and capacity.

2. '"Declarations as stipulated in Element IV should be forwarded to
the Depositary, who would distribute them to the other States Parties to
the Convention within one week after having received them.

3 'Declarations should be sufficiently informative to allow independent
verification of the information by national and intermational means of-
verification available to other States Parties to the Convention.

"Comments

‘= . “"Some delegations felt that it was premature to suggest the nature and
content of declarat;ons as long as no preliminary agreement had been reached
on the general aspects of declarations in Element IV.

- "It was generally felt that further details would have to be elaborated
concerning the standardization of forms for declarations.

- ‘"Some delegations felt that States Parties should not have to declare

the location of stocks of chemical weapons at the entry into force of the
Convention but rather the location where they would be assembled at a specific
time after the entry into force. '

- "Some delegations felt that the wording of this annex was not sufficiently .
clear because of the ambiguity in the definition of chemical weapons.
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“Destruction,.diversion. dismantling and conversgion
1. '"Bach State Party to this Convention should undertake to:

(a) destroy or divert.for rermitted purposes its stocks of
chemical weapons;

(b) destory or dismantle its means of production of chemical weapons.

2. "Means of production of chemical weapons could be converted
temporarily, before final destruction or dismantling, for the purpose of
destroying stocks of such weapons. The destruction, diversion and
dismantling stipulated in this Element should be completed within 10 years
after the Convention has entered into force or a State Party, which has

to fulfil these provisions, has adhered to it.

3. '"Matters concerning procedures, including notifications, in
connection with what is stipulated in thisElement would be set forth in

Annex ITI,
"Comments

- "Some delegations expressed their objection in Principle to the implied
possibility of conversion/diversion. They could, hovever, accept the term
'conversion' provided it was only temporary conversion of means of production
of chemical weapons for the purpose of destroying stocks of such weapons.

- "Some delegations felt that destruction of stocks of chemical weapons
should not take as long as 10 years. 'They thought, however, that if destruction
must take so long, the stocks of chemical weapons should in the interim period

be kept under international supervision. .
- "Some delegations suggested that‘appropriéte-forms of intérnational CO=

operation should be envisaged in order to facilitate the implementation of
provisions related to the destruction of stocks of chemical weapons for all
States Parties. . . ‘

- Some delegations felt that stocks of chemical weapons belonging to a -
State Party could be transferred for destruction purposes to another State Party
and destroyed there. .

ANNEX III

"Destruction, dismantling or diversion for permitted rposes of declared
stocks of chemical weapons and their means of .production

1. "Preparation for the destruction or diversion for permitted purposes
of stocks of chemical weapons should start immediately after the entry into
force of the Convention. So-called mothballing of means of production of
chemical weapons should be undertaken immediately at the entry into force

- of the Convention and remain until their destruction,y dismantling or
diversion for permitted purposes would. begin.

2. "The provisions given in Element V should be performed in a manner
allowing their verification through national and international means of
verification.
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5. "The progress of destruction or diversion of stocks of chemical
weapons and of destruction, dismantling or conversion of their means of
puoduction should be notified oii a yearly basis to the Depositary until
the State Party declares the final abolition of its stocks and means of
production. The Depositady would transmit such notifications to the
other States Parties to the Convention within one weelk after’ having
received them,

"Comments

- Some delegations‘felf'that‘the contents of this ammex must be further
elaborated.

- ‘Some delegations felt that the suggested content of this annex to a large
extent had no direct relation to element V, dbut dealt with aspects which were
provided for in other elements and opposed this annex,

- Some "delegations felt that mothballing of means of produgfion_of Ehemical
weapons should be under international supervision,

VI

"Super—tdxié"iéthal chemicals for non-hoétile’milita:z Ruggoséé;

'Each State Party should undertake not to possess super-toxic lethal
chemicals for non-hostile military purposes in an aggregate gquantity,
shich at any time exceeds one thousand kilogrammes. A State Party
producing super~toxic lethal chemicals for non-hostile military purposes
shall carry out such production et a single specialized facility, the
capacity of which shall not exceed ... '

"Comments
LV e e

- Some delegations questioned whether it was appropriate to pemmit all States
Parties, irregpective of their size, to possess as much as 1,000 kilogrammes of
super-toxic lethal chemicals for non-hostile military purposes. Others
considered the amount of 1,000 kilogrammes for the mentioned purposes excessive
for any State Party. o : ' A

ViI

"Relationship with other trecties

"Nothing in this Conyention.should be. interpreted. as in-any ‘way limiting

or detracting from the obligations assumed by any State under the Protocol
for the Prohibition of the Use in War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other
Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare, signed at Geneva on

17 June 1925, or unde: the Canvention on the Prohibition of .the Development,
Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriologicel (Biological) and Toxin
VWeapons and on Their Destruction, opened for ‘signature on 10 April 1972,

or any other intermational treaty or any existing rules of international
law governing armed conflicts. ‘ '
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"Corments

- Some delegations considered that mention should also be made of the
Convention on the Prohibition of Military or Any Other Hostile Use of
Environmental Modification Techniques (ENMOD) Convention among the treaties
referred to. Others would have preferred to see all references to spec:.f:.c
treaties deleted,

- Some delegations thought that the woxrds 'by any State under' should be
replaced by 'by Stalbes Parties to'. ,

- Some delegations proposed the deletion of “he words 'or an& existing rules
of international law governing armed confl:.cts' wh:.le othe:s suggested the
deletion 01 the word texisting! only.

VIII

"Tnternational co-operation

(1) This Convention should be implemented in a manner designed to
avoid hampering the economic 6r technological development .of States Parties
to the Convention or international co-operation in the field of peaceful
and protective chemical activities, including the international exchange of
chemicals and equipment for the production, processing or use of chemical
agents for peaceful ané protective purposes in accordance with the ’
provisions of the Convention.

(2) Each State Party to this Convention should undertake to facilitate,
promote and participate in, the fullest possible exchange of equipment,
ma.terlals and scientific and technological infommation for the use of
chemicals for peaceful and protective purposes consonant with the aims of
thls Convention, .

(3) Bach State Party to this Convention should undertake to allocate
a substantial part of possible savings in military expenditures as a
result of disarmament measures agreed upon in this Convention to economic
and social development, particularly of the developing countries.

"Comments

- Some delegat:.ons cons:.dered that this element should contain categorical
obligations for assistance to developing countries in training and equipping
then with protectivé’ measures. A delegation further thought that a- convention
should include a provision for assistance to a State Party threa.tened w:rl:h or
~subjected to a chemical attack.

- Some, delegations expressed concern, wnhou'b questioning the importance of
international co-operation measures referred to in this element, about the -
cangers of the transfer from one State Party to anothex of the techm.cal
1;novled ge necessary to produce chemical weapons.

- Some delegations expressed doubts about the realism of the undertaking
envisaged. in paragraph 3 and suggested that it was inappropriate for inclusion
in a chemical weapons convention. Others pointed out that the paragraph
referred to 'possible savings' and embodied a principle alrea.dy accepted in
othe documents of the United Nations,
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IX

"General provision on verification

1. For the purpose of providing assurance of compliance with -the
provisions of .this Convention, the States Parties should agree that
verification would consist of national as well as ‘inbternationdl measures
which should be considered as corplementary to cach other, as set forth
in the following. ' ‘

2., Such verification would be carried out through:

:(a) monitoring of compliance with the obligations in Elements I-IV-
concerning prohibition of development, production, other acquisition,
‘stockpiling, rvetention and transfer of chemical weapons;

(v) monitoring of compliance with the obligations in Elements I and V
concerning

- destruction or diversion'fbf permitted purposes of stocks of
chemical weapons,

= destruction or dismantling of means of production of chemical
weapons, '

- temporary conversion of means of production of chemical wéapons
for the purpose 67 destroying stocks of such weapons;

.- (c) monitoring of compliance with the obligations in Element VI,
- concerning super-toxic lethal chemicals for non-hostile military purposes;

o : (d) enquiry into factss'including'where necessary on-site inspections,
concerning alleged ambiguities in or violations of the compliance with
the Convention,

3.. National measures of verification would be carried out by a national
verification system, organized, designated or employed by each State Party
in accordance ‘with its own legislation,

4. - As regards international measures of verification a Consultative
Committee of experts should be established in order to provide a permanent
body for the monitoring of the implementation of and compliance with the
provisions of this Convention on behalf of the international community by
ensuring the availability of international data and expert advice to
provide a basis for assessing such compliance. '

'll
Comnentg

Some delegations'stresséd the importance‘qf confidencé—building measures,

wvhich ought 16 be discussed in context with the verification issues, especially
those related to declarations.
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- (Para. 1) Some delegations thought that internmational verification measures
should form the basis for verification and that national measures could only
be complementary to international measures.

- (Para. l) Some -@elegations ¢orisidéred Fhat hational verification measures
should form the basis for verifieation and that international mea.sures were

sily supplementary, even though necessary,. means.,

- (Para. 2 (b)) Some delégationis stated that the temporary conversion of
means of production of chemica.l weapons was unacceptable.

- (Para. 2 (4)) Some delegations suggested the deletion of the words
'1ncluc11ng where necssary on-site inspection', .

- (Pa.ra. 2 (4)) A delegation considered the term 'ambiguities' as not
sufficiently clear.

- (Para. 3) Some delegations thought that it should be left to each
State Party to decide whether any spec:.i'lc nationzl organization was required
for notional verification.

- (Para. 4) Some delegations suggested that the words 'on behalf of the
intermational community by ensuring the availability of intermational data and
expert advice to provide a basis for assessing such compliance' be deleted,

in order not to confuse the role of the Consultative Committee with regard to
~the verification of compliance as detailed in element XTIT and annex V.

- (Para. 4) Some del egations would prefer to see the words 'internationzsl
comnunity'. meplaced- by 'States Parties’.

- (Para. 4) Some delegations felt that the Consult tative Committee should
also assess the collected data and that details for this activity should be
given in Element XIII and Annex V., Other delegations thought however that the
assessment should be made principally by each State Party individually.

- -(Para. 4) Some delegations suggested that the. fo'l lowing words should
replace the text after the words ‘be ea’cubllsned‘" ‘o easure the availability
of international data and expert advice to p"ovm.e a basis for assessing the
implementation of and compliance with the provisions of this convention as
described in Element XIII and Annex V,'

- (Para. 4) Some delegations considered that the temm 'monltor:l.ng was not
sufi‘lclently clear and that they therei‘ore -reserved their positions on. this
element,

- Some delegat:.ons suggested the replacement of . the word 'mom.to.u.ng' by the
word ‘verification' throughout the element.



X

"National legislation and. verification measures

1., "Bach State Party 16 this Convention should undertake to take any
measures it considers necessary in accordance with its constitutional
processes to prohibit and prevent any activity in violation of the
provisions of the Convention anywhere under its Jurisdiction or control,
including a national verification system according to Element IX,

2., "Recommendations and guidelines concerning the functions and
organization of the national verification system would be set out in
Anrex IV,

"Comments
- Some delegations queried the necessity of this element.

- Some delegations suggested the deletion of the words 'it considers
necessary'in paragraph 1.

- Some delegations . .suggested the deletion of the words tincluding ... to.
Element IX* at.end of paragraph 1. '

"Amnex IV

"Recommendations and guidelines concerning the functions and
orgenization of the national verification system

(The contents of this annex remain to be"glabdrated)
"Conﬁnents

~  Some delegations would prefer to see more emphagis put on the functions
of such a system than on its organizational structure. :

XI

"National technical means of verification

1. "Bach State Party to this Convention should undertake to use national
means of verification, including national technical means, at its disposal
for the purpose of monitoring compliance with the provisions of this
Convention only in as far as it is consistent with generally recognized
principles of international law. ' :

2. "Bach State Party to this Convention should undertake not to impede,
including through the use of deliberate concealment measures, the national
technical means of verificatidon of otbe: States Parties operating in
accordance with paragraph 1 of this Element.



"Comments . h ~

- Some delegations proposed the insertion of the words--as 'app:‘:bpra.a:te and
in accordance with pa.ragr.-..ph 1 of Element IX!' between the words 'Cenvention'
“and *should’ underta;:e' in para,g:ca.nh 1.

~-. ‘'Some¢ delegations stated that they could ‘agreé to this element only after
it had been made clear to what extent States Parties should.undertake to
disseminate tc other States Parties information obtained through national
technical means of verification.

- A delegation considered, the-'b 'l;hevtem ..... ide: J:Lhe:a.te concealment measures'
should be further elaborated and clallflecl

XTI

"Consultation and coeepera.tion

1. "The States Parties to this Convention should undertake to consult

one another and to co-operate, especially through the Comsuliative Committee,
referred to in Element. IX, in solving any problems which may arise in
relation to the- obaect:.ves of; or in the. apnl:.cat:.on of the prov:.s:.ons of
the Convention.'

2. "Any State Party to this Convention, wh,lch has reason to beliéve that
"any other State Party is acting in breach of its obligation .under this
Convention should have the right to request informetion either b:l.l'vterally
or through the Consultative Committee in oxder %o clarify the situation.
Such a request should be accompanied by appropriate explanations: of the
reasons for concern., - .

3 "Consultatlon and co-operatlon pursumt to this Element could also be
undertaeken through appropriate international prcoedures within the:framework
of the United Nations and in accordance with its Charter. Thesée.
_international procedures cou.ld include the services of appropriate
international orgenizations, in addition to- .those of the Consultative’
Commnittee, :

" "Comnernits

- Some delegations considered that the commplaints mechanism- wvhich 18 deelt
with in 'bh:l.s element as well as in ele. at XIIT should be structured more
clearly

- A delegation felt that the words ¥in solvlng any. pro'blems’ in para.g"aph 1 |
were too vague ano. required further elaboration, |

- . ‘Khotlier deleddation” corigidered-that it was’ essentn.al to . make it clear to
what extent the bilateral consultativeé process weferied: to in this element
implied obligations to meke information available to other States Parties.




- Some delegations felt thot the word 'appropriate' before 'explanations!'
in paragraph 2 was rot sufficiently precise and should be either further
elaborated or deleted. -

- Some delegations thought that the pProcedures, referred to in paragraph 3,
should include a specific reference to the General Assembly and the

- -Security Council. Opinions differed however on whether both or just one or
the other should be referred to.

XIIT
"Consultative Committee

1, "The Consultative Committee, referred to in Elements IX and XII, should
be established at the entry into force of this Convention, Each State Party
to this Convention could appoint one representative to the Committee., The
representative could be assisted by.one or more advisers, The Depositary or
his personal representative should serve as President of the Committee and
convene it at least once a year, or immediately upon receipt of a request from
any State Party. '

2.,  "Bach State Party to this Convention should undertake to co-operate fully
with the Committee in carrying out its tasks. Each representative should
have the right, through the Chairman, to request from States Parties, and
from international organizations, such information and assistance as the
representative considers desirable for the accomplishment of the Committee's
work,

3» "The Consultative Committee should:

(2) monitor the destruction and diversion for permitted purposes of
stocks of chemical weapons; as well as the destruction, dismantling and
‘temporary conversion of means of procduction of chemical weapons as stipulated
in Element V;

* (b) monitor permitted production of super-toxic lethal chemicils in
accordance with Element VI; '

(o) make appropriate findings of facts and provide expert views relevant
to problems raised pursuant to the provisions of the Convention by a
State Party, in particular concerning alleged ambiguities in, or violations
of the compliance with the Convention at the request of a State Party;s

(d) facilitate compliance with the Convention, e.g. by developing
international standardization of methods and routines to be applied by national
and international verification organs;

(e? receive and distribute data relevant to the provisions of this
Convention, which may be made availablery national verification systems;

(£) otherwise closely co-operate with national verification systems and
provide them with necessary assistance.



4. "The Committee should, after consultation with the State Party concerned,
be competent to undertake on-site inspections:

_ (a) in oxder to conilrm received information concerning planned, on-going
or effected measures saccording to subparagraph . 3(a) of this Element;

. (b)}in order to carry out monitoring according to subparagraph 3(b) of
this Element.

5. "Any State Party which has reason to believe that any other State Party
is actlng in breach of its obligitions deriving from the provisions of this
Convention would have the right to request an investigation by the Comi ttee
of the circumstances which have given rise to concern. Such a request could
include a request for an on-gite inspection to determine in accordance with.
subpasagraph 3(c) of this Element, the facts of the situation and ‘should be
accompanled by an’ approprlate explanatlon of why an investigation is considered
necessary.  On-site inspéction should take place only after consultation with
the State Party concerned. If %hai Staté Party does not agre: to on-site
inspection, it should give appropriate explanations to the effact that an
on-gite inspection would at that time geopardlze its supreme national interests.
The requesting Party could in this case pursue the complaint within the .
framewor& of the United Nations in accordance with Element XII, paragraph 3.

6. "The work of the Committee should be organized in such a way as to permit
it to perform its functions in an effective, fair and impartial mamner. It

"~ could for specific tasks. set up sub-committees and verification teams. The
Committee should decide procedural questions relative to the organization of
its work, vhere possible, by consensus; but otherwise by a majority of those
present and voting. Thére should be no Voting on matters of substance. If
"the Committeé is unable t6 provide for a unanimous report of findings of fact
or in g1V1ng expexr #t views, it should present the different views of the experts
involved. _ .

7. "The Comnittee should present an annual report of all its activities to
the States Parties to the Convention. The Committee should further, whenever
it has been requested by a State Party to carry out fact-finding or provide
expert views concerning & spe01f1c question, transmit to the Depositary a
summary of its findings or expert views incoxporating all views and
information presented to the Committee during its proceedings. The Depositary
should distribute the s wmmary to all States Parties.

8. "The Committee should at all stages consider the possibility of a bilateral
solution to any dispute and be prepared to assist therein. Nothing should
impede the right of a State Party to request information from the State Party
concerned as regards presumed treaty violations.

9.- "Details of the organ;zat;on and procedures of the Commlttee, rights and-
duties of members, rights ‘and duties of de51gnated rersonrel for inspection,
inspection procedures and ‘miles for reports would be set out in Annex V,-



"Comments

- .. Some delégations felt that this element had to be further elaborated.
They emphasize@1thét‘agreement on verification procedures could promote a
convergerice of views on the scope of the convention. Other delegations noted
that the functions of the Consultative Committee as well as other .international
verification measures can and should be considered and elaborated only with
due regerd to, and in inextricable interrelationship with the scope and the
nature of the prohibition under a future convention. Therefore they had
refrained so for from stating their views in detail on the tasks and terms

of reference of the Consultative Committee.

- (Para. 1) Some delegations considered that the efficiency of the
Consultative Committee would diminish if it were to include a representative
of each State Party. It was therefore suggested that the Committee should
consist of a limited number of members elected from experts nominated by
States Parties. The Chairman sharing this concern drew the attention to the.
1961 Single Couvention on Narcotic Drugs as a possible model,

- (Para. 3) Some delegations comsidered that the competence of the
Consultative Committee should include enquiry into facts concerning allegations
of use of chemical weapons by or with the assistance of a State Party on the
grounds that evidence of use would indicate a breach of the obligations assumed
not to develop, acquire, transfer, stockpile or retain chemical weapons.

- (Para. 3) Some delegations suggested that verification of the
non-production of chemicals for prohibited purposes should be based on a
pragmatic on-site inspection system. They believed that this could be undertaken
without prejudice to the interest of the chemical industry. Some delegations
felt that such inspections should be undertaken periodically on the basis of
random selection so as to take place in a businesslike and co-operative
atmosphere. Others asserted that there was no evidence that on-site inspection
of chemical industry was feasible without harming economic interests.

~  (Para. 3) Some delegations emphasized that the tasks in (a) and (b) do
not only belorg to the Consultative Committee but also to the national
verification systems.

- (Para. 5) Some delegations .stated that they did not see any necessity
for an obligation to set up specific national verification organs.

- (Papa. 5) A delegation proposed that there should be specific provisions
in the functions of the Consultative Committee for technical assistance in
protection measures on request to States Parties.,

- (Para. 3) Some delegations suggested that procedures for the verification
of allegations of use, which is forbidden by the 1925 Geneva Protocol, could

also be elaborated outside the framework of the envisaged convention on
chemical weapons, '

- (Para. 4) Some delegations felt that on-site inspections as a means to
confirm information received from States Parties could contribute to the
fostering of distrust among nations and could therefore not be accepted.
They also felt that these provisions had not been sufficiently discussed,
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. = (Para, 5) Some delegations felt that only the first sentence was
acceptable.

~  (Para, 5) Some delegations suggested that the words 'of the circumstances
which have given wise to concern' were not sufficiently precise and should
therefore be deleted,

- (Para. 5 ) Some delegations considered that even if it was within the
right of. each State .Party to request on-site inspection, this should not be
specifically mentioned, They considered that the Consultative Committee should
decide to-undertake an on-site inspection only if it could not obtain the
necessary information to investigate the complaint by other means.

- (Para. 5) Some delegations suggested that there should be a provision in
this element to enable a State Party to request on-site inspection within its
own territoxy. .

- (Para. 5) Some delegations suggested the inclusion of a provision to the
effect that the Consultative Committee should consider and undertake action to.

establish the facts of the case, which may include requests for information
and if necessary a proposal for on-site inspection.

- (Para. 5) Some delegations considered that the existing fourth semtence
should stop after the words 'appropriate explanations'.

~-  (Para. 5) Some delegations thought that the entire complaints mechanism
should be dealt with in a separate element. _

ANNEX V

Consultative Committee”

(The contents of this Annex remain to be elaborated)

"Commehts

XIv
"Amendments
"Any State Party could propose amendmenis to this Convention. Amendments
should enter into force for each State Party accepting the amendments upon
their acceptance by a majority. of the States Parties to.the Convention. and
thereafter for each remaining State Party.on the date of acceptance by it.

"Comments
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XV
"Review conferences
m

l. "Five years after the entry into force of this Convention, oxr earlier
if it is requested by a majority of Parties %o the Convention by submitting
a proposal to this effect to the Depositary; a conference: of States Parties
to the Convention should be held at Geneva, Switzerland, tO‘review;thé
operation of the Convention, with a view +o assuring that. the purpdses of
the Convention are being realized. Such review should take into account
any new scientific and technological developments relevant to the
Convention. Proposed amendments to the Convention could also be
considered &t the conference.,

2. "Further review conferences should be held at intervals of five years
theceafter, and at other times if requested by a majority of the States
Parties to this Convention.

1 ‘
Comments

- Some delegations considered it premature to suggest time-frame for meetings
- of review conferences.

- A delegation suggested that the last sentence in paragraph 1 should “be put
in:element XIV,

XVI
"Duration and wifhdrawals
1. "This Convention should be of unlimited duration,

2, "Bach State Party to this Convention should in exercising its national
sovereignty have the right to withdraw from the Convention, if it decides
that extraordinary events velated +o the subject matter of the Convention,
have jeovardized its Supreme interests. It should give notice of such
withdrawal to the Depositary three months in advance. Such notice should
include a statement of the extraordinary events it regards as having
Jeopardized its supreme interests,

"Comments

- Some delegations suggested that States Parties should be required to give
notice of withdrawal not only to the Depositary but also to the Security Council
.on the grounds that extraordinary -events which.jeopardize their supreme
interests have to be invoked for such withdrawal,

- A delegation suggested the deletion of the reference to 'extraordinary
events' as a corresponding rephrasing of the element,
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XVII

"Signature, ‘ratification, accession

+1l.- "This Convention should be open to all States for signature. Any'
Stave which does not sign the Convention before its entry into force in
accordance with paragraph 3 of this Element could accede to it at any
time,

2, "This Convention should be subject to ratification by signatory
States. Instruments of ratification or accession should be deposited.
with the Secretary-General of the United Nations. :

3. "This Convention should enter into force upon the deposit of
instruments of ratification by 20 Governments, in accordance with
paragraph 2 of this Element.

4. "PFor those States whose instruments of ratification or accession
are deposited after the entry into force of this Convention, it should
enter into force on the date of the deposit of their instruments of
ratification or accession, .

5. "The Depositary should promptly inform all signatory States and
States Parties the date of each signature, the date of deposit of each
instrument of ratification or accession and the date of the entxry into

- force of this Conventiomn and of any amendments thereto, as well as of
the. receipt of other notices.:

6. "This Convention should be registered by the Depositary in accordance
with Article 102 of the Charter of the United Nations,

7. "Annexes I to V should be considered an integral part of this
Convention, - : '

"Comments

- Some delegations considered that the Convention should enter into force
only upon the deposit of instruments of ratification by a specific number of
States including those of -the permanent members of the Security Council,
Other delegations objected to this on the grounds that State Parties should
not be treated in a different manner, '
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XVIII

"Distribu'tiop *of the Convention

"This Convention, of-which the Arabic, Chinese, English, French, Russian
‘and Spanish texts are equally authentic, should be deposited with the
Secretary-General of the United Nations, who should send duly certified
copies thereof to the Governments of States members of the United Nations
and its Specialized Agencies.

"Comments

IV. RECOMMENDATIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

"The Working Group todknote of the report of the Chairman on consultations
held on issues relating to toxicity determination, as contained in
CD/CW/WP.22/Rev.1 and decided to make the following recommendations:

(2) that the Committee on Disarmament take note of the CD/CW/WP .22/Rev.1
of 23 July 1981, and consider it a suitable basis for the delegations to prepare
further work on methods-to be agreed for toxicity determinations for a chemical
weapons convention;

(b) that the following issues be discussed at the Committee's 1982 session,
using the toxicity values for ‘super-toxic lethal, other lethal and other
harmful chemicals siven in CD/112 as a starting point for the work:

(i) Specific testing methods for determination of acute lethal toxicity,
using the relevant points found in Annex V of CD/CW/WP.22/Rev.l;

(ii) Circumstances in which inhalation criteria will be required, includﬁing
the possibility of supplementing inhalation toxicity measurements
wvith intravenous injection;

(iii) Possible criteria based on other types of harmful effects;

(iv) Inventory of international resources for toxicity determination and
the possibility of international co-operation, ‘

Expertise, particularly in toxicology, as well as scientific and technical

background material, which may be provided by delegations, will be of value .
for such discussions,
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_ (c) that further consultations, similar to those held this year, should ,
take place in ‘the week 1-5 March~1982, ori the issues mertioned under (b) unless

the Committee on Disarmament decided otherwise at the beginning of its
1982 session,

(d) that the questions related to possible appliéatipns of toxicity -
criteria in a chemical weapons convention should be teken up within the Committee

in the week thereafter,

"The substantive considerations of the Working Group reaffirmed the
conclusions, reflected in the Final Document of the first special session:of
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, that the prohibition of chemical
weapons and their destruction represented one of the most urgent measures of
disarmament and that the conclusion of such a convention is of the highest
priority in multilateral negotiations, The urgency of achieving concrete
results to this end was especially recognized in the light of the second special
session to be held in 1982,

"After the extensive examination of the various issues related to a chemacsl
weapons convention, both in 1980 and 1981, the Working Group considers that a
convergence of views has emerged on many issues, but that some important
divergencies of views still exist on certain elements. The Group also expresses
the hope that the Committee will take due account of the results .of its worlk,
as presented in this report, so that it will contribute to the process of
negotiating and elaborating a chemical weapons convention.

“"While it was generally agreed that the Group made substantive progress
during its 1981 sessgion, many delegations regretted that it was not possible
to dbtain a revised mandate which would enable the group to initiate
negotiations on the text of a convention, Emphasizing the responsibility of
the Committee on Disarmament for the negotiation and elaboration of a chemical
weapons convention, the Group recommends that the Committee at the begimming
of its 1982 session re-esStablish the ad hoc Working Group on Cheanical Weapons
with an appropriately revised mandate, which will enable the Committee to
build upon the areas of convergence and to resolve the differences of views
vhich were identified by the Group during the 1980 and 1981 sessions, soc as to -
to achieve agreement on a chemical weapons convention at the earliest date."




E, New es_of weapons of mass destruction and new systems

of such weapons i Yadiological weapons

111.- The item on the agenda entitled "New types of weapons of mass destmiction and
new systems of such weapons; radiological weapons" was considered by the Committee,
in accordance with its prograrme of work, from 6 to 10 April and 6 to 10 July. The
Commi ttee  further considered this item durins the periods 15 to 17 April and

3 to 7 August.

112, The following document was received by the Cormittee during its session in
comection with the item:

Docunent CD/174, dated 7 lpril 1981, submitted by the delegation of Hungary,
entitled "Working Paper: Proposal for infamal meetings of the Committee on
Disarmament with the participation of qualified governmental experts on the
prohibition of development and manufacture of new types of weapons of mass
destruction and new systems of such weapons",

113, . At its 105th Plenary meeting on 12 February 1981, the Committee deccided to
re-establish, for the duration of its 1981 session, the Ad Hoc Working Group on
Radiological Weapons which had been established on 17 March for its 1980 session,
so that it might continue its work on the basis of its former mandate., The
Committee further decided that the 4d Hoc Working Group should report to the
Committee on -the progress of its work at any appropriate time, and in any case
before the conclusion of its 1981 session (document CD/151).

114. At its 107th plenary meeting on 17 February 1981, the Committee also decided to
nominate the representative of Hungary as -Chairman of the Ad Hoc Vorking Group.

115, At the 127th plenary meeting on 24 lpril 1981, the Chaiman of the Ad Hoc
Working Group made a statement reporting on the activities of the Ad Hoc
Vorking Group during the first part.of the annual session, .

116. The Ad Hoc Vorking Group held 71 meetings between 20 February and

14 Iugust 1981-and the Chaiman also conducted infomrmal consultations during that
reriods. 4s a result of its deliberations, the Ad Hoc Working Group submitted a.
report to the Committee (CD/218),

117+ At its 148th Plenary meeting on 20 August 1981, the Committee adopted the
report of the Ad Hoc Working Group., There was no consensus, however, for the
proposal contained in Paragraph 11 .of the report, as well as for the resumption
of the work of the Ad Hoe Working Group on 18 January 1982, referrcd to in
Paragraph 23 of the rcport. The report of the Ad Hoc Working 'Group reads as
follows:

I, INTRODUCTION

"Lt its 105th plenary meeting on 12 Fcbruary 1981, the Committee on
- Disarmament adcpted the following decision relating, inter alia, to item §
of its agenda:

'The Committee further decides to re-establish, for the duration of its
1981 session, the ad hoe Vorking Croups on effective international
arrangements tc assure non~nuclear weapon States against the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons, chemical weapons, and radiological
weapons, which were established on 17 March for its 1980 session, so
that they may continue their vork on the basis of their fomer mandates, !

~66=



II,

In addition, the Committeec on Disarmement decided that the.ad hoc
Work:mg Groups would report to the Committee on the progress of its work at
“any appropriate time and in any casc before the conclusion of its 1981 session
(document CI/151, paras: 2, 5).

ORGANIZATION OF WORK AWD DOCUMEIITAWT OH

"At its 107+th plen'uy meeting on 17 February 1981, the Committee on
Disamament appointed fmbassador Dr. Imre Komives (Hunga.ry) as Chaimon of
the Ad Hoc Working Group, Mr. Cuennady Efimov of the United Nations Centre
for Disamement was appointed as Secretory of the Working Group.

"The Ad Hoc Working Group held 21 meetings between 20 February to
23 upm.l 1981 and between 18 June to 14 fugust 1981,

"Delegates of all member States of the Committee on Disarmement
participated in the work of the .d IHoc Vorking Group.

"At the 127th plenary meceting of the Committee on Disarmament, on
24 April 1981, the Chairman submitted a progress report on the work done
by the Ad Hoc Working Group (CD/PV,127).

"At its 129th and 132nd plcnary neetings on 16 June and 24 June 1981.
respectn.vely, the Committec on Disamament decided: to invite, at their request,
the representatives of the following States not members of .the Cormittee to
participate in the meetings of the .d L Hoc Working Group: hustrla, Spaine.

"In fulfilling its mandate, the /d Hoc Working Group took into
consideration paragraph 76 of thc Final Document of the First Special Session
of the United Vations General issembly devoted to disarmament which stated
that a convention should be concluded prohibiting the development,.produgtion,
stockplllng and use of radiological weapons. The Working Group alsc took
into consideration the releévant recommendations of the United Nations
Disamament Commission, in particul:r those adopted in comnection with the
Second Disaxmament Decadc in 1980 The Vorking Group. further took into

ccount résolution 35/156G of the Gencral .\ssenbly entitled !Conclusion of
axi international convention prohibiting the development, production,
stockpiling and use of radiological weapons' s in which operative paragraph 1
reads as follows:

'le .Calls upon the Cormittee on Disamament to continue.negotiations
with a view to eloborating a treaty prohibiting the development,

-production, stockpiling and usc of radiological weapcons and to report
on the results to the Gencral issembly at its thirty-sixth session'e

"In the conduct of its work the ad Hoe Working Group had before it the = -
following documents and working pepers:

-~ CD/31 = Letter dated 9 July 1979 addrcssed to tne Chaimmen of the Committec
on Disamament from the Representative of the Union of Scviet Socialist
Republics transmitting o docufient entitled !igrced joint USSR~United States
proposal on major elements of o treaty prohibiting the devclopmont,
production, stockpiling and use of Nadiclogical Weapons!?,
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QD/32 = Letter dated 9 July 1979 nddresscd to the. Chaiman of the

Cormittee on Disamament from the Representative of, the Unitcd States

of imerica transmitting a document entitled tigreed joint United States~USSR
Proposal on major elements of o treaty prohibiting the development,
productiqn, stockpiling and use of radiological weanons!,

CD/40 —'Vioxrking paper on the draft preambular part of the Treaty on
the Prohibition of the develomment, menufacture, stockpiling and use
of radiological weapons! y dated 23 July 1979, sutmitted by the delegation

CD/42 — 'Working paper on draft paragraph XI, subparagraph 3, and
paragraph XII, subparagroph 3 of the Treaty on the .Prohibition of the
Development, Manufacturc, Stockpiling and Use of Radiological WVeapons!,
dated 25 July 1979, subnitted by the delegation of the German Democratic
Republic. )

CD/Ri/WP,3 — Canadn: Comments on major claments of a Treaty prohibiting
the development, production, stockpiling and usc of radiological weapons,

CD/RI/WP,4 — Federal llepublic of Gémzﬁz: Pmposa.'l. for a new Article V,

CD/Ri/WiP,5 ~ Federal Republic of Gemmany: Comments on major elements of
-2’ Treaty prohibiting the developnent, production, stockpiling and usc of
radiological weapons.

CD/RW/WP.6 — Sweden: Proposils for irticles I, II and III, or a Treaty
prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and use of radiological
weapons.

CD/RW/WP_.? — Italy: Comments on ma';jor clenonts of a Treaty Prohibiting the
development, production, stockpiling and use of radiological weapons
(Doc. CD/31 ana cD/32).

CD/RI/MP, 5 - France: Proposed aicndments to the aprecd joint
USSR=United Stztes proposal on major clenents of a Treaty prohibiting the
deyelopmen‘b, production, stockpiling and usc of radiological weapons,

’ CD/IW/\'IP.9 _— Pakistan: Proposals for a revised Article V and .2 new
article after Article V, ' '

CD/RI/WP,10 ~ Yugoslavin: Proposal for an.article of the Treaty rclated
to the definition of radiological wcepons.

CD/Ri /WP, 11 ~— Argentino:  Obscrvations on a Treaty prohibiting radiological
weapons. . '

CD/RW/WP,12 — Yenezucla: Proposals for =z title and for substitution of
the Articles I, II and III of the 'agrced Joint USSR~-United States

v .p;:‘dposal on major elements of .o treaty prohibiting the development,
~productidon, stockpiling and use of radiological -weapons!?,

CD/PMNP.IA,--—- Sweden: - Proposal for a study on IAEA safeguards.



. CD/RI/MP.15 ~— Tabulation of propogals submitted to the Ad He
Working Group on Radiological Veapons on a treaty prohibiting radiological
weapons (prepared by the Sccretariat). ‘

CD/RW/WP,15/Add,1/Revel ~~ India: Proposals for smendments of
hrticles I, II, III, V and VII of the clements of the proposed Draft Treaty
© on the Prohibition of Radiological Wecapons,

CD/RV/WP,15/A3d.2 - Indonesia: Statecment delivered by the delegation of,
Indonesia at the fourth meeting of the 4id Hoc Working Group on Radiological
Weapons held on 13 March 1981,

CD/RW/WP,15/23d,2/Supps1 ~— Indonesia: Comment on the agreed joint
USSR-United States CD/31-CD/32 cspecially paragreph 3, Article VIII
concerning compliance and verification and on the French proposal
contained in CD/RW/WP,.8, ‘

CD/RV/WP.15/4d4.3 ~ Yugoslavia: Proposal for amendments to Article II
of ‘the elements of the proposed Draft Treaty on ‘the Prohibition of
Radiological Weapons,

" CD/RI/WP,16/Revel == Report to the Committee on Disarmament.

CD/RW/WP,17 — The Cheiman's brief delivered at the First Meeting of
the Ad Hoc Working Group on Radiological Weapons held on 20 Februaxry 1981.

CD/RV/WP,18 =~ The Chaiman's Vorking Paper containing alterndtive texts
of Articles on definition and scope of prohibition of a future treaty,

CD/RWW?.IB/Add.l =~ The Cheiman's Working i’aper containing a?.tei‘native
texts of Articles on activities and obligations and peaceful uses, =

CD/RV/WP.18/1dds2 — The Chaimman's Vorking Paper containing alternative
texts of Articles on relationship with other disammament measures and
agreements and compliance and verification. -

OD/F/WP,18/43d.2/Supps1-— The Chaimanis Working Paper conbaining
altermative text for fnnexe . ' -
CD/FW/WP.18/13d.3 = The Chaimen's Working Paper containing altemative

. Yexts of Article§ on Amendments, Duration and Withdrawal, Review Conferences,
Adherence Entry into Force, Decpositary. _ . :

CD/RW/WP,19 = Swedén: Memorendum on certain aspects of'al.'conven‘bion
‘prohibiting radiological warfare. : :

CD/RW/WP420 vem The Cheimean's Vorking raper containing consolidated text
based cn proposals submitted by the Choirman, _ .

+ CD/RW/WP.20/Adds1 = Swoden: Proposal.for Article VI of the consolidated
‘text by the Chairman, ’ ’

CD/RW/WP,20/Adds1/Supp.l ~ Morocco: Proposal for Article VI of the
consolidated text by the Chaimman, .
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- cn/m/w.eo/.-md,'e — Japan: Troposcd amendment to Article V of CD/RI/WP,20,

- CD/RW/WP,20/idd,3 — Federsl Republic of Germany: Proposal for irticle VII
and Anriex of the consoclidated toxt by the Chaiman,

- CD/RV/WP.20/:dde4 — Sueden: Proposal for irticle VIII of: the consolidated
- text by the Chaiman.

~ CD/RI/WP.20/148¢5 —~ Veno"llel'\" Proposcd aficndment to Article IX of
document” CD/RW/WE4 20, ~

- CD/RiI/WP.20/Adde6 — Morocco:, Proposed amendment to Article VII of
document. CD/RW/WP 20.

- CD/RW/WP 20/1dd.7 = The Chaimon's Vorking Paper on definition and scope
of prohibition.

- CD/EJ/WP.2Q/Add.8 — The Chairmaon's Veorking Paper on peaceful uscs.

~ CD/RW/iP,21 — The Chaiman's Vorking Paper containing time~table for the
work of the Working Group during the Second part of .the CD 1981 secssion. -

~ CD/RifWP.22 — fustralia: Yorking Paper on Scope and -Definition of*the
Pature Treaty on Radiological Veapons.

~ CD/R¥/MP.23 — Vorking Paper of the-Croup of 21 on certain. elements of the
Convention on the Prohibition of Radiological Weapons.

- CD/Rif\P.24 — Draft Report of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Radiological
Weapons..

- CD/RI/WP.24/Rev,l — Draft Neport of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Rediological
Weapons.

"In addition to thesec documents, the Working Group took into consideration
the views expressed by delegations on the question of the prohibition of
radioclogical weapons in the Committec on Dlsa.mament as well as during the
thirty-fourth and thirty-fifth sessmns of the General lisscmbly ..

"At the request of the Group, the Secretarlat compiled in 15 conference room
papers and their addenda proposals and suggestions mede by Msgtralia,; Belgium,
Bulgaria, Canada, Egypt, Fronce, Geman Damocratic Republic, Gemmany, Federal
Republic of, Hungary, India, Italy, lexico, Morocco, Netherlands,.Pakistan, -
Romania, Sweden, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United States.of America,
Venezucla and Yugoslavia. A list of documcnts, working papers and conference
room papers was also preparcd by the Secretariat (CD/IM P 13/Rev.2)k

"At the rcquest of onc delegation the Ad Hoc Working Group agrecd that
it would benefit the woil. of the Group if, in confbmity with Lrticle 41 of-
the rules of procedure of the Cormittec an Disammement, the Director-General
of the ILEA could be invited to provide infomation on the possible
relationship between a draft convention prohibiting the development, production
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III,

stockpiling and use of radiological weepons and the Viemna Convention on the
Physical Protection of Nuclee,r Material as well as the guidelines for physical
protection of nuclear materia Conscquently the Chaiman of the Ad Hoc
Working Group wrotc a letter to the Chaimman of the Committec on Disamancnt
asking him <o initiate consultations with the Comm.ttc‘ on this :r'equest.

Seme delegations expresscd their roscrvations to this proposal, - Sohie -

delegations stated that the infommation should 'be technical and in the nature

of providing rclevant facts tc delegations who moy require them, Some
delegations stated’ that: it should heve no bearing on the process of
negotiation on the elaboration of = treaty prohibiting the devolopment,
production, stockpiling and usc of rﬂd:l.ologz.c"l weapons within the

Ad Hoc Working Group.

SUMMLRY OF THE DISCUSSION

"In fulfilling its mandate the 44 Hoc Working Group considered the main
elaments of a treaty prohibiting recu.olog.x.ce.l weapons on the basis of the
Chaimen's consolidated toxt and other documents and proposals submitted with
a view to elaborating draft provisions for the future treaty. The activitics
of the Ad Hoc Working Group showed that while further efforts were made to
narrow down the existing differences, divergences still exist, particularly
on the scope of prohl'bltlon, the definition of radiological weapons, the
procedure for veriiying compliance, pcaceful uses and the rclationship of the
proposcd treaty with other intermational cgrecmonts and other measures in the
field of disamoment including nucloa.r disamanent,:

“MIn connectlon with the scope of the treaty, several specific suggestions
were put forward. Some dclegations stated that the development of specific-
radiological weapons as defined in the Chaiman's consolidated text.ond the
joint USSR/United States proposal was a very remote. poss:L'blllty'. '.’Lhey recalled
that thesc weapons, did not coxist and in their view they could hardly becone
pra.ctlcal weapons of mass destruction. They considercd however that there
existed a very real risk of mass destruction from disscmination ‘of radiozctive
substances through attacks on nuclear facilities, a possibility which was not
adequately covered by existing international a.grecments. Thercefore these
dclogations believed that the treaty should contain a provision for an
undertaking not to attack.nuclcar facilities or to deliberately demage such
facilities and that the treaty on rediological weapons would be the appropriate
legal framework for elaboration of such an international legal nom. They .
considered that such a provision should not be scen as an obstacle to.the
conclusion of the treaty. -

"The view was also expressced that as radiological weapons did not cxist
and their existence as a specific "*ype of weapon could not be foreseen the
work cf the Committee on Disormament in this field should be oriented towards
the prohibition of radiologiccl warfare and all use of radiation produced by
radioactive materials to wege rediological warfare, v

"Other delegations consideored thet the possn,'blllty of the emergence of
radiological weapons in the future should not be excluded. These dclegations
believed that the possibility of the development of re.dlolog:l.cal weapong and
the consequent threat of their usc should be dealt with now as a matter of
foresight before such wecapons comc into existence. These delegations held
the view that the scope of the prohibition as défined in the jeint
USSR/Um.ted States proposcl and in the Chc.,lman"s consolida.ted text i‘ully
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corresponds to the purpose of the treaty to prohibit the development,
production and use of radiological weapons.  In their view an dtempt to
deal in the same negotiations with the prohibition of radiological weapons
and with the protection of nuclear facilities would lead to confusion and
make elaboration of any agreements on both matters practically impossible.
They believed that provisions concerning this matter were already covered
by the Geneva Protocol additional to' the Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949,
and relating to the protection of victims of international armed conflicts
(Protocol 1), 1977, and that any additional measures to protect nuclear
facilities should be considered within the framework of international
humanitarian law applicable in armed conflict.

"A view was expressed that there existes a Very real risk of mass
destruction from dissemination of radiocactive substances through attacks on
nuclear facilities. However, reservations were expressed as to whether
a treaty prohibiting radiological weapons would be the appropriate
instrument to deal with this problem particularly in view of the .complexities
involved.

"Some delegations also expressed the view that as a compromise the idea
of holding separate negotiations on this question should be reflected in
the text of the treaty or in a separate statement.

"Some delegations stressed that the future treaty on the prohibition
of radiological weapons should contain an explicit commitment to pursue
urgently the goal of the cessation of the nuclear arms race and the
achievement of nuclear disarmament. They stated that the treaty should be
looked upon as a positive step in the process of future negotiations aimed
&t banning all weapons of mass destruction.

"There was a general agreement that the scope of the treaty should,
inter alia, cover a prohibition on the transfer of radiological weapons.

"As regards the definition, some delegations continued to maintain
the position according to which radiological weapons could be defined
with an exclusion clause concerning nuclear weapons. On the other hand,
other delegations maintained the view that definition of radiclogical
weapons should not contain such an exclusion clause necause they thought
that it would legitimize nuclear weapons. Some delegations did not agree
with such intexrpretation of an exclusion clause. The Chairman submitted a
new proposal for the definition.

"With regard to peaceful uses, it was stated by some delegations that
the treaty on radiological weapons should recognize the inalienable rights
of all States to develop and apply their programmes for peaceful use of
radiocactive materials and sources of radiation, including nuclear energy
and right of free access and acquisition of related materials, equipment,
information and technology, The view was expressed by these delegations
that all States should undertake to contribute fully to the strengthening of
international co-operation on peaceful uses of radioactive materials and sources
of radiation including exchange and transfer of technology, equipment, )
materials, scientific information and know-how, taking into account the
particular needs of developing countries for their economic and social
development. Some delegations stated that a new provision should be
included on promotion of international co~operation for the development of
protective measures against harmful effects of radiation for the benefit of
all countries, especially in providing assistance in this field to developing
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countries.: On the other hand, the view was expressed by some delegations
that the provisions on peaceful uses in the treaty should not.-be too
comprehensive or detailed, taking into account the main purpose of the
treaty and in any event should not run counter to the goal of preventing

~ the proliferation of nuclear weapons and to the commitments of States
assumed under respective international agreements in this field. These
delegations held that, under international law the provisions of a treaty
can.only apply to States parties to the given treaty. The Chairman
submitted a new proposal on questions related to peaceful uses.

"In considering the procedures for verifying compliance it was
maintained by some delegations that the procedures provided in the
Chairman's consolidated text'to‘ solve problems which may arise with regard
to the objectives and application of the future treaty correspond to the
subject and scope of the prohibition of radiological weapons and could be
regarded as relevant to the purpose of the future treaty. Some delegations
maintained that the Security Council was the most suitable organ to take
up the question when a party to the treaty considered that there had been
a breach of obligations deriving from the provisions of the treaty,
considering that such a breach may constitute a threat to international
‘peace and security.

"Other delegations disagreed with these views and stated that the
procedure to be devised for lodging of complaints under the treaty should
not specifically refer -to the United Nations Security Council. Some
delegations believed that complaints should instead be lodged with the
General Assembly.

"The view was expressed-that the role of the Consultative Committee of
Experts should be strenghtned so as to include, - inter alia, provisions for
on-site inspections and that all States Parties should undertake to <
co-operate fully with the Consultative Committee of Experts with a view to
facilitating the execution of its task. It was also suggested that if
‘agreement cannot be reached in that Committee a report should be submitted
‘containing all different opinions and the reasons given.

"Some progress was made in the Ad Hoc Working Group in finding formulations
for the provisions relating to activities and obligations and relationship

with other disarmament agreements (Articles IV and VI of the Chairman's
consolidated text) but differences still exist regarding the reference to
'international arrangements' in Article IV and in connection with a proposal

to refer to 'existing rules of intemational law' in Article VI of the
Chairman's ¢onsolidated text. C

- "With respect to the procedure for submission of amendments to the treaty,
the view was maintained that the Committee on Disarmament should be given the - .
task of studying proposed amendments, On the other hand, Some’ delegations
believed that only the parties to the treaty- should be entitled to participate
in the procedure for amendments. An .additional provision was suggested
- according to which, if requested to do so by one-third or more of the parties
to the treaty, the depositary should convene a conference to which all the
parties would be invited to consider amendment to the treaty.-



"In connection with the clause on duration and withdrawal, while it was
generally accepted that the treaty should be of unlimited duration, some
reservations were expressed concerning the wording of the provision on
withdrawal as contained in Article IX of the Chairman's consolidated text.
In this context an alterdative form-lation was proposed.

"Some delegations suggested that review conferences should be convened
at five year intervals, while cthers preferred 10 year intervals.

"Some delegations maintained that the treaty should enter into force
upon the deposit of the instrument of ratification by 25 govermments )
(including the nuclear weapon States). Other delegations suggested that
the number of such ratifications should be reduced. Some delegations
expressed the view that the requirement of ratification by the nuclear
weapon States should be deleted.

IV. CONCLUSION

"During the current session, the Ad Hoc Working Group was able to make
some progress towards the elaboration of a treaty banning radiological
weapons., Nevertheless, considerable work remains to be done and some
important and complex issues need to be resolved. In response to the desire
that the elaboration of such g treaty be concluded before the
second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, the
Ad Hoc Working Group agreed to recommend to the Committee on Disarmament
that it consider whether the Group should resume its work on 18 January 1982,
The Ad Hoc Working Group also recommends that the Commi ttee on Disarmament
set up at the beginning of its 1982 session an Ad Hoc Working Group under
an appropriate mandate, to be determined at that time, to continue negotiations
on the elaboration of a.treaty prohibiting radiological weapons." :

118. At its 133xg plenary meeting of 30 June 1981, the Committee comsidered the
proposal presented by Hungary in document CD/174 for informal meetings with the
participation of qualified governmental exmerts, and decided to hold such meetings
under this item. Three informal meetings were held and experts from some member
States made statements concerning possible areas of new weapons development and
gave an account of their potential in certain fields. No new weapons were reported
to have made their appearance so far, and the possibility of their development is
still a matter of controversy. ’

119. The attention of the Committee was drawn toc a draft international :agreement
on the prohibition of the development and production of new types and systems of
weapons of mass destruction, submitted by the USSR in 1977 (ccn/511/Rev.1). Some
delegations felt that this issue was one of the most important and urgent, and
that it required constant attention on the part of the Committee. They stressed
the necessity to negotiate a comprehensive agreement .on the prohibition of the
development and production of new types and systems of weapons of mass destruction,
as well as separate agreements prohibiting the emergence of specific new weapons
of mass destruction., Other delegations did not fully share these views. Some
felt that it would be sufficient to give periodic attention to this question. It
was widely urged that there was a need for more in-depth information on recent
trends in these fields..
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120.. The view was also expressed that the best way to keep this question under
continuing review would be to establish a group of governmental .experts. . A
proposal to this effect did not obtain consensus. Anothet. proposal put forward
was for the establishment by the General Assembly of the United Nations of a
group of experts to review the recent trends in scientific developments, to
identify ‘any possible new ‘weapons of mass destruction and to ’ijecomménd‘ the most
appropriate means to prevent their emergence. It was also proposed instead that
annual informal meetings with experts should be held under this item in the
Committee on Disarmament. The Committee felt that this question should be kept
under continuing review.

P, Comprehensive Progamme' of Disarmament

121. The item on the agenda entitled "Comprehensive programme of disarmament" was
considered by the Committee, in accordance with its programme of work, from

5 to 13 March and from 20 to 24 July 1981. The Committee further considered this
item during the periods 13 to 17 April and 3 to T August. ‘ '

122, The following documents were presented to the .Committee in connection with
the item:

(a) Document CD/155, dated 24 February 1981, submitted by the delegation of
Italy, entitlead "Working Paper: Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament =—-
'Objectives ',

(b} Document CD/160, dated 3 March 1981, submitted by the delegation of
the Union of Soviet Socialist ‘Republics, entitled "To strengthen peace, deepen -
détente, ‘and curb the arms race",

(c) Document CD/166, dated 23 March 1981, submitted by the &legation of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Peace, disarmament and international
security guarantees". :

(a) Document CD/172, dated 2 April 1981, submitted by the delegation of China,
entitled "Working Paper on the Elements of a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament".

(e) . Dovament €D/198, dated 20 July 1981, submitted by the delegations of
Australia, Belgium, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Japan and the
United Kingdom of Great Britain ang Northern Ixeland, entitled "Working Paper:
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament", .

(£)" Document €D/205, dated 31 July 1961, submitted by the delegations of
Australia, Belgium, Germany, Federal- Republic of, Japan and the ‘United Kingdom
-of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, entitled "Draft Comprehensive Programme
of Disarmament".

(g) Document CD/208, dated 10 August 1981, submitted by the Group of 21,
entitled "Working Paper:on the chapter entitled 'Principles' of the Comprehensive
Programme of* Disarmament",

(h) Document CD/214, dated 13 August 1981, submitted by the delegation of
China, entitled "Working Paper on the Elaboration of a Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament". ’ oo



(1) Document CD/223, dated 19 August 1961, submitted by the Group of 21,
entitled "Working Paper on the chapter entitled 'Measures' of the Comprehensive '
Programme of Disarmament". . B

123. At its 105th plenary meeting on 12 February 1981, the Committee decided that
the Ad Hoc Working Group on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, established
on 17 March 1980, should resume its work forthwith, in accordance with the '
conclusion reached by the Committee at its 100th plenary meeting (paragraph 68.16
of CD/139). The Committee further decided that the Ad Hoe Working Group should
report to the Committee on the progress of its work at any appropriate time, and
in any case before the conclusion of its 1981 session (d.ocument.CD/lSl).

124. At its 107th plenary meeting on 17 February 1981, the Committee also -decided
to nominate the representative of Mexico as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group.

125. At the 127th plenary meeting on 24 April 1961, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc
Working Group made a statement reporting on the activities of the Ad Hoc
Working Group during the first part of the annual session. '

126. The Ad Hoc Working Group held 24 meetihgs between 19 February and
17 August 1981l. As a result of its deliberations, the Ad Hoc Working Group
submitted a report to the Committee (document CD/217 and Corr.1).

127, At its 148th plenary meeting on 20 August 1981, the Committee adopted the
recommendation contained in paragraph 17 of the report, to the effect that the
Ad Hoc Working Group showld resume its work an 11 January 1982, and adopted the
report of the Ad Hoe Working Group, which is an integral part of this report
and reads as follows:

I. INTRODUCTION

"At its 105th plenary meeting on 12 February 1981, the Committee on
Disarmament adopted the following decision relating to item 6 on its agenda:

'The Committee decides tha* the ad hoc working group on the
comprehensive programme of disarmament established on 17 March 1980
shall resume its work forthwith in accordance with the conclusion
reached by the Committee at its 100th plenary meeting (paragraph 68.16
of CD/139).' . .

In addition, the Committee on Disarmament decided that the Ad Hoc Working Group
would report to the Committee on the progress. of its work at any appropriate
time and in any case before the conclusion of its 1961 session (document €D/151).

II. ORGANIZATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTATION
"At its 107th plenary meeting on 17 Pebruary 1981, the Committee on
Disarmament appointed Ambassador Alfonso Garefa Robles (Mexico) as Chairman
of the Ad Hoc Working Group. Miss Aida ILuisa Levin, United Nations Centre
for Disarmament, served as Secretary of the Ad Hoc Working Group.

"The Ad Hoc Working Group held 24 meetings between 19 February and
23 April and between 18 June and 17 August 1981, ‘
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"At their request, the Committee on Disarmament, at its 104th plenary
meeting on 10 February 1961, decided to invite the representatives of the

following States not membérs of the Committee to participate in the meetings
of the¢ Ad Hoc Working Group: Finland, Denmark, Spain, Austria and Norway.

"At the 127th plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament on
24 April 1981, the Chairman submitted an oral progress report on the work
done by the Ad Hoc Working Group.

"In addition to the official documents of the Committee on Disarmament
submitted under item. 6 of its agenda and previous documents before the

Ad _Hoc Working Group, the following documents were submitted during' the
1981 session:

- Working paper on 'Stages of Implementation' s Prepared by the representative
of Nigeria, Ambassador Olu Adeniji, at the request of the Chairman,

( cD/cPD/WP.n)

- WOrking raper on the nature of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament,
prepared by the representative of Nigeria, Ambassador Olu Adeniji, at the
request of' the Chairman. (CD/CPD/WP.18)

- 'Working paper on 'Stages of Implementation' y Prepared by the representative
of the United Kingdom, Ambassador Summerhayes, at the request of the
Chairman, (CD/CPD/AWP,.19)

- Statement by the representative of the USSR on 5 March 1981, in response
to the question posed by the Chairman regarding the position of . his ,
Government with respect to the 'Treaty on General and Complete Disarmament
under Strict International Control', submitted to thé ENDC in 1962,

(co/cPpfwP.20)

- Statement by the representative of the United States of America on
5 March 1981, in response to the question posed by the Chairman regarding
the position of his Government with respect to the 'Outline of Basic. .
Provisions of a Treaty on General and Complete Disarmament in a Peaceful
World', submitted to the ENDC in 1962. (co/cPDfWp.21)

- Working paper on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmement, relating
to. the section 'Objectives', submitted by Italy. (CD/CPD/WP..22) '

- Working Paper on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, cc':ntaining
supplementary proposals on the measures. submitted by China. . {CD/CRD/WP.24)

- Working paper on the Comprehensive Programme of Disa.rmameﬁt, containing
further proposals on the measures, submitted by China. (cp/cPp/wp.25)

- Woxaing paper on the Comprehensive Programme of Disamament, submitt'ed; by
Pakistan, (CD/CPD/WP.26§



Working paper on-the Comprehensive Programme’ of Disarmament, relating
to the section 'Measures', submitted by Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia,
German Democratic Republic, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland and the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics. (CD/CPD/WP.28)

Working pa_:per containing a draft text for the section of the
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament entitled 'Principles!, submitted
by Czechoslovakia. (CD/CPD/WP.13/Add.1)

Working paper on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, submitted
by Italy. (CD/CPD/WP.30 o

Working paper on the objectives of a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament,
submi tted by China. (CD/CPD/WP.31) '

Working paper containing a draft text for the section of the Comprehensive

Programme of Disarmament entitled 'Objectives', submitted by Mexico.
(cp/cPp/we.3/Rev.1)

Working paper on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, submitted by
Australia, Belgium, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Japan and the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland. (cp/cPp/fwp.33)

Working paper containing a text for the section of the Comprehensive
of Disarmament entitled 'Objectives', submitted by Bulgaria.

Pro e
(co/cro/ie.35)

Working paper on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, submitted by
the Group of 21. (CD/CPD/WP.36 and Corr.l and Adds.1-3)

Working paper on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, containing
roposals with respect to nuclear weapons, submitted by Australia.
(co/cepfwp,37)

Working paper on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmement, containing
proposals with respect to zones of Peace, submitted by Australia.

(co/cPp/wp.38)

Working paper containing amendments to the section 'Nuclear weapons'
(Stage I) of document CD/CED/WP.27, submitted by France. (CD/CPD/WP,39)

Working paper containing amendments to the section 'Nuclear weapons'
(stage I) of document CD/CPD/WP.27, submitted by the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics. (CD/CPD/WP.40)

Working paper on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, submitted by
Poland. (CD/CPD/WP.42)

Working paper cohta.ining a draft text for the section of the Comprehensive
Programme of Disarmament entitled 'Machinery and Procedure!, submitted by
the German Democratic Republic and Venezuela. (CD/CPD/WP.43)

Working paper on the first stage of nuclear disarmament measures of the
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, submitted by China. (CD/CPD/WE.44)
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Working paper containing amendments to the section 'Nuclear weapons! - ‘
(Stage I - of ‘document CD/CPD/WP.27, submitted by Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia,
German Democratic Republic, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland and the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics. (CD/CPD/WP.45)

Working paper containing amendments to the sections 'Conventional weapons
and armed forces' and 'Measures aimed at achieving relaxation of '
international tension' (Stage I) of document CD/CPD/WP,27, submitted by

the German Democratic Republic. (cn/cPp/WP. 46)

Working paper containing amendments to the section 'Nuclear weapons'
(Stage I§ of document CD/CPD/MWP.27, submitted by the German Democratic
Republic and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. .(‘CD/CPD/WP.47)

Working aper containing amendments to the section 'Other measures'
(Stage I) of document CD/CPD/WP.27, submitted by Poland, " {CD/CPD/WP,48)

Working paper containing amendments to the section 'Other measures'
(stage I) of document CD/CPD/WP.27, submitted by Bulgaria. (cp/cPD/WP. 49)

Working paper containing amendments to the section 'Other measures! .
(Stage I) of document CD/CPDAWP.27, submitted by Mongolia. (CD/CED/WP.50)

Working paper containing amendments to the section 'Other measures!
(Stage I) of document CD/CPD/WP.27, submitted by the Union of Soviet
Socialits Republics. (CD/CPD/WP,51)

Draft Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, submitted by Australia,
Belgium, Germany, Federal Republic of, Japan and the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland. (CD/CPD/WP.52) . .

Working paper containing amendments to the section 'Other measures!
(Stage I) of document CD/CED/WP.27, submitted by Nigeria, Poland and.
Venezuela, (CD/CPD/WP.53)

Working paper on the chapter entitled ~'Pr:i.nciples' of the Compreheisive
Programme of Disarmament, submitted by the Group of 21 (CD/CPD/WP. 55) .

In addition, the Secretariat prepared the following documents: -

Tabulation of Measures that are not explicitly included in the tabulations
contained in documents CD/CPD/WP.11 and 14’ (CD/CED/WP,23)

Results of the preliminary examination of chapters V ("Measures') and
VI ('Stages of implementation') of the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmement. (CD/CPD/WP.27)

Tabulation of the Principles contained in the Final Document of the
first special session of the ‘General Assembly devoted to Aisarmament,

(cp/cpp/wp.29)

‘Tabulation-of the Objectives containéd in the Finsl Dociment of. the-
first special session of the General Assembly devoted to Disarmament.

(cp/cpp/wp.32)



- Tabulation of the provisions concerning Machinery and Procedure ccntained
in the Final Document of the first special sessicn of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament. (CD/CPD/WP.34) -

- Compilaticn of certain.proposals concerning Machinery and Procedure listed
in paragraph 125 of the Final Document of the tenth special session of the
Gencral Assembly. (GD/CPDAWP.41)

- Results of the examination of Stage-I measures contained in document
CD/CPD/WP.27 and of written and oral proposals made in ccnnection therewith,

(co/cPpfvp.54)
III., SUBSTANTIVE WORK DURING THE 1981 SESSION

"The Ad_Hoc Working Group continued the consideration of the Comprehensive
Programme of Disarmament on the basis of the cutline adopted in 1980, which
centains the following chapters: Introduction or Preamble; Objectivess
Principles; Priorities; Measures; Stages of Implementation; and Machinery and
‘Procedures,

7"

-The Ad Hoc Working Group decided to defer the consideration of the
Introduction or Preamble pending the examination of the substantive chapters
of the Comprehensive Prograrme of Disarmament in view of the fact that the
form and substance of the latter would detcrmine its character and content.

"The Ad Hee Werking Group ccmpleted a preliminary examination ot all the
substantive chapters of the Prograwrics In the case of the chapters concerning
measures and stages of implementation, which were considered in conjunction
with each other, the Working Greup was also able to have a seecond round of
more detailed discussions cn measures for a first stage. It was understood
that in this preliminary phase of the Greup's work no definite conclusions
would be reached on the matters under discussion.

"The Ad Hoc Working Group began the consideration or each chapter with
an examination of the relevant provisions of the Final Document on the. basis
of'tabulationsaprepafed by the Secretariat, which, in the casc of the measures,
also included the measures provided for in the elements of the comprehensive
programme of, disarmament elaborated by the Disarmament Commission in 1979 and
in the Declaration of the 1980s as the Second Disarmament Decade. The
Working.Group then examined the available working papers which in whole: or
in part related to each chapter. Doubts were expressed in several cases
about the appropriateness of including particular proposals in a.particular
chapter. It was agreed that. the Working Group would be in a better position
te settle such problems at a later stagec.

"With respect tc the objectives of the Programme, the inclusion of the
relevant provisions of the Final Document as contained in document CD/CPDfWP.32
was approved. At the same time, it was suggested that in the context of the
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament thcse provisions required further
elaboration, In addition, consideration was given to the following working
papers: CD/CPD/WP.3/Rev.1, CD/CPD/WP.4, CD/CPD/WP.5, CD/CPD/WP.22, CD/CPDAWP.31,
CD/ﬁPD/WP.BB and CD/CPD/WP.BS. Some of the proposals crntained in these
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working papers were' also approved on a vreliminary basis, although in some
cases questions were raiséd as to whether a particular text defined an
objective, Other Proposals gave rise to wvarious objections, some having
to do with drafting and others with matters of substance.

"Similarly, the Ad Hoc Working Group approved the inclusion of the
principles for disarmament negotiations contained in paragraphs 26 to 42
of the Final Document as well as other provisions of that document that
could be considered principles, as presented in the relevant tabulation
. (CD/CPD/WP.29).‘ It was suggested that the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament should stress, above all, the principles contained in the
Final Document. The Working Group also examined the following working
papers: CD/CPD/WP.6, CD/CPD/WP.8, CD/CPDMWP.10 ang CD/CPDAWP.13/ida.1. 4s
in the case of the objectives, preliminary agreement was reached on some
pProposals, while on others differing views were expressed. The Working Group
also had an exchange of views on’ the question of what should be considered
a 'principle'. It was observed that various texts under consideration,
including paragraphs of the Final Document, did not strictly speaking
constitute 'principles'. It was Suggested that this question could be
decided- later and that consideration coyld be given to the possibility of
using a broader heading for the chapter:in Question, such as 'Principles
and Guidelines!'

"With respect to Priorities, the inclusion of paragraphs 45 and 46 of
the Final Document .was approved.

. "With respect o machinery and Procedures, the Ad Hoc Working Group
approved the inclusion of the Provisions of the Final Document, as
contained in document CD/CPD/WP.34. The view was expressed that in
elaborating this chapter of the Programme the Working Group would have to
take account of developments that had taken Place since the first Speciil
session within the framework of the United Nations system related to
machinery and procedures., In this respect, the establishment of the
United Nations Imstitute for Disarmament Research was mentioned by some
delegations. The view was also expressed that consideration should be
given to the need for the development of internationa; institutions, as
contémplated in the 1962 draft treaties for general and complete disarmament
(cD/CPD/WP.T and Add.1) and in various proposals submitted to the tenth
special session of the General Assembly, listed in Parzgraph 125 of the
Final Document (CD/CPD/MWP.41), It was suggested that the structure of the
section on machinery and Procedure of the elements of the comprehensive
programme of disarmament worked out by the Disarmament Cormission should
serve as a medel. It .was noted that the two approaches were nét incompatible
and that within the framework of the elements prepared by the -
Disarmament Commission it would be appropriate to consider new ideas such as
those contained in the Proposals presented at. the special session. The view
was expressed that the Working Group should not prejudge the conclusions of
the study of institutional arrangements to be submitted to the General Assembly
at its thirty-sixth session. */

*/ During the consideration of the report leading to its adoption, some

delegations guggested that the questiocn of machinery and procedures hagd been
adequately elaborated in the Final Document of the special session. In this
cormection, reference to the relevant provisions of the Final Document in the

draft Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament would be_sufficient. Several

other ‘delegations maintained that the content of the present paragraph was adequate.
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In the first round of discussicns, the Ad Hoc Werking Group identified
measures using a four-stage programmé as a.working hypcthesis for the stages
of implementation. It was understcod that this' did not imply any -commitment
on the part of any declegation. 4Apart from the measurcs previded for in the
Final Documcat, in the-elements of the comprehensive progromme of disarmament
elaborated by the Disarmament Cormission and in the Declaration of , the 1980s
as the Second: Disarmament Decade, the Working Group examined additional ..
measures proposed in the following documentss Cp/128, CD/166, CD/CPDAWE.4, 9,
24, 25 and 26. With. respect tc the draft treatics for general and complete
disarmament .that the Sovict Union and the United Stotes submitted to the:
Eighteen-Nation Disarmament Committee in 1962, whigh had been circulated as
documents of the Working Group (CD/CPD/WP.7 ang 4dd.1), the representatives
of thase States made statements in respehse tn the.question posed by the
Chairman regarding the position of their respective Governments in relation
thereto (CD/CPD/WP.20 and 21). The rosults of the ipreliminary examination of
Deasures according to sitages of implementation are reflected in document
CD/CPD/WP.27.' That document constituted the framework for a further and
mere detailed examination of the measures tc be ingluded in the Comprehensive
Programme of Disarmament. In that context, consideration was given to
additional proposals contained in the following documents: CD%PD/WP.QB,
CD/CPD/WP. 30, CD/GPD/WP.33, CD/CPD/WP.36 and Add.1l, CD/CPD/WP.37, CD/CPD/WP.38,
CD/CPD/WP.39, CD/CPB/WP.40, CI CED/WP.42, CD/GPD WP.44, CD/CPD/WP.45,

CDAED AWP. 46, CD/CPD /WP, 47, cu/cm}m.t;e, CD/opp /WP.49, CDAPD/MP.50,
CD/CPDAVR,51, CD/CPD/WP.52 and CD/CPDAP.53. 4s noted earlier, the second
round of discussions ccvered measurecs for a first stage. Different views were
expressed on the specific neasures under consideration and on questions of a
general nature, such as, the way in which thé measures should be defined and
the relationship Between the determination of the measures to be included

in the Programme, on the one hand, and, tHe clarification of the concept of
stages, on the cther hand. The rosults of the deliberations are reflected

in documen’g'CD/CPD/WP.Szl which is annexed to this repcrt.

"At the beginning of its wérk during the 1981 session, the Ad Hoc
Working Grou» devoted its first two neetings to a general discussion of- the
questions of time frames and the nature of the Programme, tw: matters that
had given rise-to differing views in the course of the 1980 session, as
indicated in the Working Group's report to the Committee (document CD/139,
paragraphs 68,13 and 15§. 4t the request of the Chajrman, working papers
were submitted presenting the different positions on those matters |
(cD/cPn/We.17, 18 and 19), which provided a basis for a useful exchange of
views., However, there was general agreement that the search for common
grounds would be morec productive at a later stage when delegations would
have a clearer picture of the content of the Programme. Other werking papers
which were subsequently submitted to the Working Group by delégations also
addressed these matters, but no further discussion took place on the basis
of thes¢ later papers. :

IV, CONCLUSION

"During the current session, the Ad Hoc Working Group was able to make
grod progress towards the elaboration of the Comprehensive Programme of =
Disarmament. Nevertheless, considerable work remains to be done in resolving
several important and complex issues involved in the elaboration of the
Programme, in particular, issues relating to measures, stages and nature of
the Programme. Consequently, and bearing in mind that the Committee on
Disarmament hzs been called upon to conclude neégotiations on the Programme in
time for its submission to the second special sessicn of the General Assembly
devoted tu disarmament, the Working Group agreced to recormend to the Committee
that the Group should resume its work on 11 January 1982," '
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ANNEX
Results .of the examination of Stage-l measures contained in
~ documenit CD; WP,27 end of written and oral proposals ¥/
‘ made in connhection therewith

Stage I

I, Disarmanent Measures

A, Muclear weapons

1. Muclear test ban **/
~ {The"immediate conclusion of a nuclear test ban treaty would meke a
significarit contribution to the aim of ending the qualitative improvement- of
nuclear weapons and the development of new types of ‘such weapons and of
preventing the proliferation of nuclear weapons,

(a) The Committee on Disarmament should undertake without further delay
mltilateral negotiations on a nuclear test ban treaty. Such a treaty should
aim at the genersl and complete cessation of ‘the testing of nuclear weapons by
all’ States in all environments for all time to come, -It should be equitable
and- non~-discriminatory and thus be able to attract universal adherence. The
treaty should include a verification system also negotiated in the Committee
on Disarmament and to which all States will: have access,

(b)  The parties who havé been engaged in trilateral negotiations on a
"treaty prohibiting nuclear weapon tests and a protocol covering peaceful
huclear explosions which would be an integral part of the treaty" should
immediately resume and intensify their negotiations.and submit full information
on the progress of their talks to the Committee on Disarmament, so as to
contribute to and assist multilateral negotiations on the treaty,]

[In view of the fact that ‘the prohibition of nuclear weapon testing,
being one of the measures to halt the nuclear arms race, constitutes an
‘integral ‘patrt of the entire nuclear disarmament brocess, and that the CTB should
be implemented on an eguitable and verifiable basis; the two States with the

s

*/ . The written proposals are contained in- documents CD/CPD/WP,28,
CD/CED/WP.30, CD/CPD/WP.33, -CD/CED/WP.36 -and Add.1, CD/CPD/WP.37, €D/CFD/WP.38,
CD/CPD/WP.39, CD/CFD/WP,40, CD/CED/WP.42, CD/CFD/WP.44, CD/CED/WP.45%,
CD/CFD/WP.46, €D/CPD/WP.47, CD/CPVWP_.A,S, CD/CFD/WP.49, CD/CED/WP.50,
CD/CFD/WP,51, €D/CED/WP.52 and CD CPD/WP.53,

**%/  One delegation proposed the inclusion of the following text unmder (2)
below ("Cessation of the nuclear -arms race and nuclear disarmament):. "Nuclear

test ban; cessation of the qualitative improvement and development of nuclear
weaxron systems,"
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largest nuclear arsenals should undertake the obligation of immediate and
permanent cessation of nuclear-weapon tests, and take effective steps to
reduce the enormoug._gap between their nuclear armaments and those of the other
nuclear-weapon Statés, thereby.creating necessary conditions for the other
nuclear-wezpon States to accedde to permanent cessati:n of nuclear-weapon
testing. ]

[All efforts should be exerted during this phase in the appropriate fcra,
to negotiate with a view to reaching agreement on a treaty prohibiting nuclear
weapon tests, and a protocol concerning nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes,
which would be an integral part of the treaty,]

[In the first phase, the following steps should be pursued, including the
universal adherence to, full implementation of and assurance of strict
compliance with the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in
Outer Space and Under Water, ]

2. Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament:

[The cessation of the nuclear arms race in all its aspects and substantial
progress towards the achievement of nuclear disarmament would constitute
important measures during the first stage of the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament. In the task of achieving the goals of nuclear disarmament, all
the. nuclear-weapon States, in particular those among them which possess the
most important nuclear arsenals, bear a special responsibility. The process of
nuclear disarmament should be carried out in such a way, and requires measures
to ensure, that the security of all States is guaranteed at progressively lower
levels of nuclear armaments, taking into account the relative qualitative and
quantitative importance of the existing arsenals of the nuclear-weapon States and
other States concerned., The prevention of the outbreak of a nuclear war shoyld
also be considered as a matter of urgent priority in the first stage. |

[While the achievement of general and complete disarmament under the
Programme is the responsibility of all States, the nuclear-weapon States have
the primary responsibility for nucirear disarmament and, together with other
militarily significant States, for halting and reversing the world-wide arms
build=up. A balance should be ensured between the measures to be taken in
different disarmament fields, taking into account the situatiorn of nuclear and
conventional armaments, in order to avoid destabilizing effects, Negotiations
on disarmament and arms control agreements should be conducted on a bilateral
or regional, multilateral or global level, depending on how in each case effective
disarmament agreements can most readily be achieved., The international
disarmament machinery should ensure that all disarmement issues are being dealt
with in an appropriate context., The objective of the first phase would be the
successful conclusion of the negotiations currently in progress, ]

(a), [Pursuit of measures aimed at the] cessation of the qualitative
improvement and development of nuclear weapon systems,

[Negotiations, during the first stage of the Comprehensive Programme of -
Disarmament, to achieve an agreement or agreements, for the prohibition of:

(i) the development, production, deployment and stockpiling of'multiplg
. independently retargetable vehicles and on the complete destruction
of their stockpiles;

(i1) +the résearch, development and testing of new nuclear weapon systems,
covering all categories of nuclear warheads and their delivery systems:
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- (1ii) the redlacement of nuclear weapons systems currently deployed, by now
and nodemized versions of such systems;

(iv) the development, testing and deployment of anti-satellite weapons
systiens;

(v) the development, testing and deployment of anti-ballistic missile
systems., ] _

(b) [Pursuit of measurcs aimed at the] cessation of the production of a1l
types of nuclear weapons and their means of delivery, and of the production of
fissionable material for Weapons purposes.

[Along. with measures to halt the technological amis race in nuclear weapons,
steps should be taken to halt the production of such weapons and their wesns of
delivery olong with a cessation of production of fissionabls material for
Weapons nurposes.

Commencenent of negotiations on an agreement to bring about a cessation of
the production of nuclear weapons and their means of delivery along with an
agreement to halt the production of fissionable material for weapons purposes.
Such an agreement could be negotiated in the following step-by-step manner:

(i) Declarctions, by all nuclear-weapon States, at a mutually agreed dete,

of their existing stockpiles of nuclear weapons and their means of
delivery and of their existing and proposed facilities for the production
of nuclear weapons, delivery systems of such weapons - and for fissionable
naterial for weapons purposes to be submitted to the United Natious
Secretary~General.

(i) Hegotiations on wmeasures of verification, both by national technical
meens and international measures, including on-site inspection to
ectablish the base on which the treaty prohibiting the production of
nuclear weapons,. their means of delivery and the production of
fissionable material for weapons purposes. would be ‘implenented.

(iii) Hegotiations on the general and complete prohibition of the production
of fissionable material for weapons purposes, slong with a cessation of
production of nuclear weopons involving the application of
international safeguards to all mnuclear facilities in all States to
prevent the diversion of fissionable material for weapons purposes.
Such international safeguards would be applied on a universal and
non-discriminatory basis to all States.]

[Cessation of the production of all types -of nuclear weapons, and gradual
reduction of stockpiles of such weapons up %o and including their complete
elimination; +to this end, appronriate negotiations should immediately be
initizted with the participation of 211 nuclear-weapon States and of a certain
number of non-nuclear-weapon States., At the ‘same time, measures should be taken
to streng‘tt]len the political and intermational legal guarantees of the security
of States,

[Bea:cing in mind paragraph 48 of the Final Document of the first special
session of the United Nations Ceneral Assembly devoted to disammament: "In the
task of achieving the goals of nuclear disarmament, all the nuclear-weapon States, in



rarticular those among them which rossess the most important nuclear arseuals,
bear a special responsibility", and in order to achieve the ultimate goal of
nuclear disarmament, namely, the complete prohibition and total destruction of
nuclear weapons, the following measures should first be taken:

. The two States with the largest nuclear arsenals should immediately halt
the nuclear arms race, cease all activities aimed at improving the quality and
increasing the quantity of their nuclear weapons and take the lead in reducing
their nuclear weapons and means of delivery, Thereafter, the other nuclear~
weapon States should join them in reducing their nuclear weapons according to
reasonable ratios,]

(c) [Pursuit of measures aimed at the] commencement of the reduction of
stockpiles of nuclear weapons and their means of delivery [, leading to their
ultimate and complete elimination at the earliest possible time. ]

() [Determination of the content of specific measures for the cessation
of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament decided by agreements among
the participants in the future negotiaticns. ]

(e) EDetermination of the degree of participation of individual nuclear-
weapon States in measures of nuclear disarmament, taking into account the
quantitative and qualitative importance of the existing arsenals of the
_ nuclear-weapon States and of other States concerned, |

{f) [Maintaining undisturbed, both at this stage and at the following
stage, the existing balance in the sphere of nuclear strength, with a constant
lowering of nuclear strength 1evels.ﬁ

(g) [The conclusion of a world treaty on the non-use of forece in
- international relations, ]

3.. Avoidance of the use of nuclear weapons and prevention of nuclear war:

~_Pending the achievement of nuclear disarmament for which negotiations
should be vigorously pursued and bearing in mind the devastating results which
a nuclear war would have on belligerents and non-belligerents alike, urgent
‘measures should be negotiated to prevent the outbreazk of a nuclear war and
avoidance of the use of ruclear weapons. In this context, in Stage I,
‘negotiations on the following measures should be concluded without delay:

(a) [Effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear—weapon-
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, taking into account
all proposals and suggestions that have been made in this regard.%

‘ [A binding international instrument to assure non-nuclear-weapon States,
- without any conditions, qualifications or restrictions, against the use or
“threat of use of nuclear weapons, }

[The conclusion 'of a convention on strengthening guarantees of the security
of non-nuclear-weapon States, ]

[In view of the pressing need for the elimination of nuclear threats against
'nonpnucleérfweapon States, all nuclear-weapon States should unconditionally
undertake the obligation not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against

non-nuclear-weapon States., ]
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. (b) [Measures to secure the avoidance of the use of nuclear weapons, the
Prevention of nuclear war and related objectives, where possible through
international agreement, bearing in mind various proposals .designed to secure
‘these objectives and in accordance with paragraphs 57 and 58 of the Final
Document, and thereby to ensure that the survival of mankind is not endangered. ]

[An international agreement prohibiting the use or the threat of use of
nuclear weapons. )]

[A permanent ban on the use of nuclear weapons and renunciation by all
States of‘the use of force in their relations with one another, |

(c) [Measures to improve communications between Governments, particularly
in areas and periods of tension, by the establishment of hot lines and other
methods of reducing the risk of conflict, especially a nuclear conflict. Such
measures should clarify the role of nuclear-weapon States and non-nuclear-weapon
States in the prevention of the outbi eak of a nuclear war, especially through
accident, miscalculation or failure of communication, ]

[The elaboration of measures to prevent the unauthorized or accidental use
of nuclear weapons, ]

4. [Continuation of negotiations on nuclear disarmament between the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States:

(a) Immediate ratification by the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and
the United States of the SALT-II Agreement,

(b) The initiation, without delay, of further negotiations on the
limitation and reduction’of strategic armaments between the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics and the United States leading to agreed significant
reductions of, and qualitative limitations on, strategic arms, These negotiations
should culminate, as soon as possible, in Stage I, in a treaty which should -
achieve: ‘

(i) a reduction of at least 20 per cent in the numbers of nuclear warheads
and strategic delivery vehicles in the arsenals of the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics and the United States,

(ii) comprehensive limitations on the qualitative improvement of strategic
armaments, including restrictions on the development, testing and
deployment of new types of strategic armaments. ]

) [Negotiations on the limitation and reduction of strategic arms between the
Union of Soviet Socialist Revublics and the United States of America. ]

[The urgent ratification by the United States of America and the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics of the SALT-II Treaty. The continuation of
negotiations on the further limitation of strategic arms between the United States
of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics., The inclusion in these
negotiations, at an appropriate time, of all nuclear-weapon Powers, )

[A continﬁation of the process aimed at agreed significant reductions-eof,
and qualitative limitations on, strategic nuclear arms.] j/ ~

:/ The introductory language contained in the text pertaining to a tfeaty
prohibiting nuclear weapon tests and a protocol concerning nuclear explosions for
peaceful purposes, appearing on Page 85, paragraph 1, also applies to this
measure. . '
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[The early conclusion of an agreement negotiated between the States
participating in the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe to
achieve on the basis of the principle-of undiminished security, a substantial
reduction of medium range and other nuclear-weapon delivery systems and warheads
deployed with respect to the European theatre.]

[Further limitation and reduction of strategic armaments and their further
limitation in a qualitative sense, taking into account all the factors affecting
the strategic situation throughout the world, including Europe, The question
of medium-range missiles in Europe should be discussed without delay,
simul taneously and in organic combination with the question of United States
forward-based nuclear weapons., This discussion should lead to appropriate
agreements which could be implemented after ratification of the SALT-II Treaty.
The decision to produce and deploy new types of medium-range missiles in
Western Burope should also be revoked on this basis., ]

[Pursuit of negotiations on the limitation and reduction of theatre nuclear
forces based on the principle of equality within the SALT framework.] :/

5. Further steps to prevent the spread of nuclear weapons, in accordance with
the provisions of paragraphs 65 to 71 of the Final Document:

[The nuclear-weapon States and the non-nuclear-weapon States should jointly
take further steps to develop an international consensus of ways and means, on a
universal and non-discriminatory basis, to prevent the proliferation of nuclear
weapons as an integral part of the efforts to halt and reverse the arms race,
The goal of nuclear non-proliferation is on the one hand to prevent the
emergence of any additional nuclear-weapon States besides the existing five
nuclear~weapon States-—-(horizontal-proliferation)-— and on the other,
progressively to reduce and eventually eliminate nuclear weapons altogether —-
(vertical proliferation), The international consensus on nuclear
non-proliferation should include the following:

(2) measures for the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmament mentioned above;

(b) the full exercise of the inalienable rights of all States to apply and
develop their programmes for the peaceful uses of niclear energy for economic
and social development in conformity with their priorities, interests and needs;

(c) unhindered access for all States to nuclear technology, including its
latest achievements, equipment and materials for peaceful uses of nuclear
energy, taking into account the particular needs of the developing countries;

(@) respect for each country's choices and decisions in the field of the
peaceful uses of nuclear energy without jeopardizing their respective fuel cycle
policies or international co<operation, agreements or contracts for the peaceful
uses of nuclear energy;

(e) agreed measures of verification-épplied on a universal and
non-discriminatory basis, ]

j/ The introductory language contained in the text pertaining to a treaty
prohibiting nuclear weapon tests and a protocol concerning nuclear explosions
for peaceful purposes, appearing on page 85, paragraph 1, also applies to this

‘measure, - :
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[Effective measures at the national level ‘and through ‘international
agreements to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons without Jjeopardizing
energy supplies or the development of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes,
Such measures should include:

(a) universal adherence to and full implementation of all the provisions
of existing instruments on non=proliferation, in particular the Treaty on the
Non~Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons; '

(b) the full implementation and strengthening of agreed and appropriate
international safeguards applied through the International Atomic Energy Agency
on a non-discriminatory basis;

(c) the development of further ways and means, on a universal and
non-discriminatory basis, to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons, ]

[Adoption of further measures to strengthen the régime of non-proliferation
of nuclear weapons and, to that end, the achievement of universal application
of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. ]

[The Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons; additional
measures to strengthen the non-proliferation régime should be undertaken,
ihcluding further measures for the full implementation and strengthening of
agreed and appropriate international safeguards applied through the TAEA.on a
non-discriminatory basis., ] j/

6. ~ Establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones:

The establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones on the basis of agreements
freely arrived at among the States of the region concerned constitute an
important disarmament measure and should be encouraged with the ultimate
objective of achieving a world entirely free of nuclear weapons, taking into,
account the characteristics of each region, While the States participating in
such" zones should underteke to comply fully with all the objectives, purposes and
principles of the agreements or arrangements establishing the zones, thus
ensuring that they are genuinely free from nuclear weapons, the nuclear-weapon

~States are called upon to give undertakings, in particular: (i) to respect
strictly the status of the nuclear-weapon-free zone; (ii) to refrain from the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons against. the States of the zone.

[In view of the need %o safeguard regional and world peace and security, all
nuclear-weapon States should actively support the initiatives taken by the
States of the areas concerned for the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones
in the various regions, strictly respect the status of the nuclear~weapon-free
zones, and unconditionally undertake the obligation not to use or threaten to
use nuclear weapons against such zones, All States belonging to a nuclear-
weapon-free zone should undertake to abide by the agreement on the zone.} jf/

(2) Adoption by the States concerned of all relevant measures to ensure the
full application of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in
Latin America (Treaty of Tlatelolco), taking into account the views expressed on
the adherence to it at the tenth special session of the General Assembly, the
General Conferences of OPANAL and other relevant fora.

j/ The introductory language contained in the text concerning the Treaty
Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Ltmosphere, in Cuter Space and Under Water,
appearing on page 85, paragraph 1, also applies to these measures.

j:/ This text is included in brackets with the understanding that it should
be taken into account in the drafting stage.
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(v)  Ratification of Additional Protocol I of ‘the Treaty of Tlatelolco by
all States concerned.

(c) In Africa the Organization of African Unity has affimed the
denuclearization of the continent. The United Nations General Assembly in
successive resolutions has supported the African initiative for the )
denuclearization of the continent -and at.its terth special session the
General Assembly, by consensus, called upon the Secubity Council “to take
appropriate effective steps to prevent the frustration of this objective. The
main threat to nucleaxr proliferation in Africa and to the peace and security of
the continent arises from the nuclear capability of South Africa., To 'assist
the implementation of the Declaration on the demuclearization of Africa,
therefore, all States should:

{i) keep a constant watch on South Africa's muclear capability;

(ii) -refrain from any co-operation with South Africa in the nuclear field
which would assist the apartheid régime in manufacturing ruclear
weapons. ¥/ °

(d) The establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free: zone in the Middle East in
compliance with General Assenbly resolution 35/147 would greatly enhance
international peace and security. Pending the establishment of such a zone in
the region, States of the region should solemnly declare that they will refrain
on a reciprocal basis from Producing, acquiring or in any other way possessing
nuclear weapons and nuclear explosive devices and from pemitting the stationing
of nuclear weapons on their territory by any third party, and agree to place all
their nuclear activities under Internmational Atomic Energy Agency safeguards.
Consideration should be given to a Security Council role in advancing the
establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle Basgt. '

(e_) All States in the region of South Asia have expressed their determination
to keep their countries free of muclear weapons, No action should be taken by
them which night deviate from that objective. Tn this context, the question of
establishing a2 nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asia has been dealt with in
several resolutions of the General Assembly, which is keeping theé subject under
consideration, ‘ '

(£)  Efforts to create nuclear-weapon-free zones in other regions of the
world should be promoted [at the initiative of States which intend to become
part of. the zome.] - :

. (g) Ensuring that the zones ape genuinely.free;f:pom miclear weapons and
respect for such zones by nuclear-weapon States constitute an important
disamanent measure, ¥/ '

Te -[anclusion of a treaty onthe non-stationing of nuclear weapons on the
territory of States where there are no such weapons at present.

y " Some delegafions reserved their position on this text.

¥/ This text is included with the understanding that its content and
placement require further consideration. _
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8. [In order to ensure reliable guarantees for the implementation of nuclear
disarmament measures, it is necessary to have adequate and strict verification
of all aspents of thé process of nuclear disammament. This calls for
supervision %y national technical menns of verification as well as effective
means of intermational verification,

When the first stage of nuclear disarmament neasures have been implemented,
and adequately verified, such measures of the second stage could be started. |*/

B, Other weapons of mass destmction

1. [ﬁhe Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use in War of Asphyxiating,
Poisonous or Other Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods of VWarfare, signed in
Geneva on 17 June 1925.] ¥/ : '

2. [Universal -adherence to the Convention on the Prohibition of the Development
Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Veapons
and on their Destruction?i

3. [Conclusion of a convention on the prohibition of the develo;pment ’
production and stockpiling» of all chemical weapons and on their destmction.]

[Conclusion of an international convention on the prohibition of chemical
weapons and on their destruction. ]

[Conclusion of an intermational convention on the complete prohibition of
the development, production, stockpiling and use of all chemical -weapons and the
destruction of these weapons.] -

4. [Cori‘clusion of a treaty on the prohibition of the development, production
and use of radiological weapons, ] s

{Conclusion of a treaty on the .prohi‘bition of mdiologiéal weapons.] *

5. Prevention of ‘the emergence of new types of weapons of mass destruction and
new systems of such wegpons:

(a) [Efforts should be appropriately pursued aiming at the prohibition of
such new types and new systems of weapons of mass destruction. Specific
agreenent could be concluded on particular types of new weapons of mass
destruction which may be identified. This question should be kept under
continmuing review, ' .

[Commencemenjb of negotiations with a view to concluding an agreement or
agreenents on the prevention of the emergence of new types of weapons of mass
destruction and new systems of such weapons taking into account recent
developments in science and technology. ] ‘

. et gt e, “irae

#/ This text is included with the understanding that its content and

placement require further consideration.

-ﬁ/ - The introductoxry language contained in the text concerning the Treaty

Bamning Nuclear Wezpon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and Under Water,
appearing on page 85, paragraph 1, also applies to this measure, ' ‘

~91-



[The conclusion of a comprehensive agreenent prohibiting the development
and production of new types of weapons of mass destruction’ and new systems of
such wedpons and the conclusion of specific agreements on particular new
types and new systems of weapons of mass destruction, ]

6. [Conclusioh of a convention Prohibiting the production, stockpiling,
deployment and use of nuclear neutron weapons.]

C. Conventional weapons and amed forces

1. Cessation of the conventional arms race:

(2) The limitation and graduel reduction of aimed forces and conventional
weapons should be resolutely pursued within the framevork of progress towards
general and complete disarmament,

2. Agreements and measures s multilateral, regional and bilateral » on the
limitation and reduction of conventional weapons and armed forces:

(a) In particular the achievement of a nore stable situation in ‘Burope at
& lower level of military Potential on the basis of approximate equality and ,
parity, as well as on the basis of undiminished security of all States with full
respect for security interests and independence of States outside nilitary
alliances, by agreement on appropriate mutual reductions and limitations would
contribute to the strengthening of security in Burope and congtitute g
significant step towards enhancing international Peace and security. - Current
efforts to this end should be continued most energetically.

(v) Bilateral, regional and multilateral consultations and conferences
‘should ve held where appropriate conditions exist with the varticipation of all
the countries concerned for the consideration of different aspects of
conventional disarmament, such as the initiative envisaged in the Declaration of
Ayacucho subscribed to by eight Latin American countries on 9 December 1974.

(¢) The achievement of an agreement on mutual reduction of ammed forces and
armaments -and associated measures in central Europe.

(d) Measures, multilateral, regional and bilateral on the limitation and
reduction of conventional weapons and armmed forces, in accordahce with the
relevant provisions of the Final Document,

3. Consultations among major arms suppliers and recipients on the international
transfer of conventional weapons:

(a). Consul tations should bve carried out among major arms suppliers and
recipient countries on the limitation of all types of international transfer of
conventional weapons, based in particular on the principle of undiminished
security of the varties with a view to promoting or enhancing stability at a
lower militaxy. level, taking into account the need of all States to protect their
security as well as the inalienable right to self-determination and independence
of peoples under colonial or foreign domination and the ‘obligations of States to
respect that right, in accordance with the Charter of the United Nat’ ms and the
Declaration on Principles of International law concerning Friendly Relations
and Co-operation among States. .
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4. . Prohibitions or restrictions of use of certain conventional weapons,’
including those which may cause umnecessary suffering or which may have
indiscriminate effects:

(a) Signature and ratificatior of the agrecment negotiated by the
United Nations Conference on Prohibitions or Restrictions of Use of Certain
Conventional Weapons which may be-Deemed to be Excessively Injurious or to have
Indiscriminate Iffccts.

' (b) Broadening of the prohibitions or restrictions of use of certain
conventional weapons which may be deemed to be excessively injurious or to have
indiscriminate effects, either through amendments to the existing Protocols or
through the conclusion of additional Protocols, in accordance with Article 8 of
the Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions of Use of Certain Conventional
Vleapons which may be Decmed to be Excessively Injurious or. to have Indiscriminate
Effects.

(c) The result of the Conference should be considered by all States,
especially producer States, in regard to the question .of the transfer of such
weapons to other States.

[The United Nations Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions. of -Use of
Certain Conventional Weapons which may be Deemed to be Excessively Injurious
or to have Indiscriminate Effects; establishment of appropriate methods and
procedures facilitating full and effective implementation of and ensuring
compliance with the Convention, o as to guarantee the fulfilment of its
humanitarian obligations, thus improving the security of the varties to the
Convention, 1/

[Agreements and other measures relating to the limitation and reduction of
armed forces and conventional weapons should be achieved taking into account the
right of all States to protect their security, bearing in mind the inherent
right of gelf-defence embodied in the Charter of the United Nations and without
prejudice tc the principle of equa: rights and self~lcterminatidn of peoples in
accordance with the Charter and he necod to ensure balance at cach stage and
undiminished security of all States. :

1. The States with the largest military arsenals have a special responsibility
in pursuing the process of conventional disarmament. Therefore, by the end of
Stage I, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States should
each reduce their conventional armaments and armed. forces by at least 25 per cent.

2, Other militarily significant States .shall undertake an . agreed smaller
proportion of reduction in the levels of their armed forces,

3. A nore stable situation in Burope at a lower level of nilitary potential on
the basis of approximate equality and parity should be acliieved by end of -
Stage I. This will involve, besides the above-mentioned reductions by the

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States, reductions in the
conventional ammaments and armed forces of other members of the NATO and

Viarsaw Treaties leading to agreed lower levels of forces and amanents, Thig

¥/ ‘The introductory language contained in the text conceming the Treaty
Banning MNuclear Veapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and Under Vater,
appearing on page 85, paragraph 1, also applies to thesc measures.,
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would be achieved through the ongoing negntia.tiohs in Viema or at a broader
BEuropean Conference on Security, Disammament and Confidence Building Measures.
The above-mentioned measures of conventional weapons disarmament will involve:

(a) the demobilization of persomel and withdrawel oif forces from fcreign
territories and the dismantling of foréisn military bases;

(v) the destruction of agreed categories of conventional amaments and
other military equipment especially weapons of great destructive capacity;

(c) rmeasures for confidence building and security including restrictions
on nmobility of forces.

4. The above-mentioned measures should also include agreements for a
reduction in the production of conventional weapons proportionate to the
reduction in armed forces and conventional weapons agreed upon.

5. During Stage I, consultations and conferences should also be held at the
bilateral, regional and multilateral level, among States for the consideration
‘of various initiatives and broposals for confidence building and for the control,
restraint or reduction of conventional amaments particularly in regions of amms
concentration, areas of tension, etec.

In this context, consultations could also be held between arms suppliers
and recipient countrles on the limitation of all tyves of intermational transfer
- of conventional weapons on the besis in particular of the principle of
undiminished security of the parties with 2 view to promoting or enhancing

‘ . stability at a lower military level, taking into account the need of all States

to protect their security as well as the inalienable right to self-determination
and independence of peoples under colonial or foreign domiration and the
obligations of States to respect that right, in accordance with the Charter of the
United Nations and the Declaration on Pr:.nc:.ples of International Law concerning
Friendly Relations and Co-operation among States.

6. - An agreement for the cessation oi the develorment, production and deployment
of new types of highly destructive conventional veanons.] 3‘/

[Cessation of the conventional arms race:

(2) Upon the cormencement of Stage I, the nuclear-weapon States and the
countries associated with them by military agreements should freeZe their armed
forces and conventional armaments. During Stage I, these States should reduce
their armed forces and conventional ammements by an agreed percentage,

('b) Other nilitarily significant States shall u.ndertal:e similar steps
until the finishing of Stage I.]

[’l‘he two States with the largest conventional arsenals shall immediately
gtop their conventional amms:race, As a first step, they.shall undertake not
to carry out ammed aggression against and militaxy occupation of other countries
and take the lead in drastically reducing their heavy -end new-type conventional
amaments, particularly offensive weapons and armsments.

jf/ The text concern:.ng certain conventional- weapons which may be deemed to
be excessively injurious or to have indiscriminate effects contained in this
- proposal has been omitted since it is identical to that appearing on page 95,
paragraph 4.
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[a matual and balanced reduction of amed forces and armaments, and
associated measures in central Europe and in other regions of the world,
vherever feasible.] *

[Cessé.tion of the development of new types of highly destructive
conventional weavons, |

[Conmzlta'bions.among major arms suppliers and recipients on the -
international transfer of conventiopal weapons:?

Preliminary consultations, within the framework of existing disarmament
bodies, as a first step towards the conclusion of genuine and reliable
arrangenents, also at a regional level, devised to nonitor, -control and limit
international ams trade.] '

D. Militery expenditures

1. Reduction of military expenditures:

(2) Gradual reduction of military budgets on a mutually agreed basis, for
example, in absolute figures or in terms of percentage points, rarticularly by
nuclear-weapon States. and other nilitarily significant States, would be a measure
that would contribute to the curbing of the ams race and wculd increase the
possibilities of reallocation of resources now being used for military puIpCses
to economic and social development, particularly for *he benefit of the.
developing countries. The basis for implementing this measure will have t0 be
agreed by all participating States and will require ways and means of its
implementation acceptable to all of them, taking account of the ‘problens
involved in assessing the relative significance of reductions as among different
States and with due regard to the Proposals of States on all the agpects of
reduction of military budgets.

[1. Upon the commencement of this Programme, the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics and the United States should agree to an immediate freeze in the
current levels of their.defence budgets., - All othexr nuclear-weapon States are
invited to follow thig example, . :

2. During Stage I, the nuclear-weapon States and other militarily significant
States will make reductions in their military expenditures in picportion to
their reductions of nuclear, conventionsal and other weapons, reductions in the
production of such weapons, reductions in their ammed forces and dismantling of
military facilities, bases, etc. o

3.  Other States may also make reductions in their military expenditures in the
context of bilateral, regional or multilateral disammiament agreements; or reach
agreement to freeze the levels of ‘their nilitary spending at certain levels.

4. The above-mentioned States should submit detailed reports to the appropriate
international authority regarding the reductions made in their military
expenditures including an itemization of the various categorieg of ‘expenditures

that have been reduced.

: 1"/ .The introductory language contained in the text pertaining to a treaty
prohibiting nuclear weapon tests and a protocol concerning nuclear explosions for
peaceful purposes, appearing in page 85, paragraph 1, also applies to these
measures.
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5« Agroaments on reduction of military expenditures should be elaborated

on the basis of agreed methods of couparing military expenditures beiween
different periods of time and between different countries. All membr .
States, particularly the wmost heavily aymed States, should endeavour,
wherever feasible, to make use of the reporting instrument, contained .in
document A/%5 /479, in reporting their military expenditures. This reporting
instrument should be further refined.]

[Upon the coumencement of Stage I, the nuclear-weapon States and other
militarily simnificent States should agree to an immediate freeze in the
current levels of their defence budgets with the aim of facilitating
subseq:ent reductions in their nilitary expenditures, ]

[The two Superpowers shall make available a substantial part of the
resources released by reduction of ammaments and military exvenditures to
aid the developing countries. ]

E. ~Verii_‘ication

l, Verification methods and procedures in relation to specific disarmament
measures, to facilitate the conclusion and effective implenentation of
disarmament agreements and to create confidence among States:

(2) In order to facilitate the conclusion and effective implenentation
of diszmmazent agreements and toc create confidence, States should accept
appropriate provisions for verification in such agreenents,

_ (b) I the context of intemational disarmament negotiatione, the
probleu of verification should be further examined and adequate methods and
procedures in this field be considered.

[Verifica‘i;ion is one cornerstone for progress in disarmament and arus
control. . Because arms control and disarmament measures concern the vital
security interest of the States involved, such measures must be verifiable.
They should also make the remaining armaments situation more tr-asparent
and contribute to the strengthening of confidence between the States concerned.
Without sirict international and national verification means, as appropriate,
a sufficient degrce of confidence of States into the observance of agreenents
can harcly develop. Negotiations on specific disarmament measures should
therefore aim at the inclusion of appropriate verification arrangements in
the respeciive agreements, and States should accept appropriate provisions
for adequate verification. '

Effective verification is of paramount importance for the maintenance
of the undiminished security of States during the disarmament process.
-States should therefore take a positive approach to the devciopment of the
necessaery and appropriate measures of verification, including on-site
inspections, for each arms control and disarmament agreement and show a
willingness to accept such measures without exaggerating the difficulties in
involved in their implementation. The valuable eontribution which ’
verification can make to the prowotion of intermational co-operation should
be recognized.

The form and modalities of the verificavion to: be provided for ia swecific

agreements depend upon and should be determined by the purposes, scope and
nature of the agreement.,] - .
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F. Related measures

l. Purther steps to prohibit military or any other 'hostile use of
environiiental modification techniques:

(a) Review of the need for a further prohibition of military or any
other hostile use of environmental modification techniques with a view to
the adoption of further measures to eliminate the dangers to mankind from
such use,

[(b) Te Convention on the Prohibition of Miliary or Any Other
Hostile Use of Environmental Modification Techniques, ] f‘/ .

2. Further stevns to prevent an arms race on the sea-bed and the ocean
floor and the subsoil thereof: '

(a.) Elaboration and adoption of further measures in the field of
disarmament for the prevention of an arms race on the seca-bed and the
ocean floor snd in the subsoil thereof in ocrder to promote the peaceful use
of, and to avoid an arms race in that environment [, taking into account
the emerging régime under the Third United Nations Law of the Sea
Conference.ﬁ

[(b) The Treaty on the Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclear Weapons _
and Other Weapons of Mass Destruction on the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor
and in the Subsoil thereof.] %/

3. . Further steps to prevent sn amms race in outer space:

(2) In oxder to prevent =n arms race in outer space, further measures
should be taken and appropriate intemational negotiations held in )
accordance with the spirit of the Treaty on Principles Govérning the
Activities of States in the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including
the Moon and other Celestial Bodies. [During Stage I, an intermational
agrecnient should be negotiated prohibiting States from placing weapons -of

mass destruction inte outer space, ]

(b) Conclusion of an Additional Protocol to the 1967 Treaty on
Principles Governing the Activities of States in the Exploration and’
Use of OQuter Space, -including the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies, with
a view to preventing, by verifiable Means, an arms. race in outer space,

[(c) the Treaty on Principles Governing the Activities of Stafes
in the Exploration. and Use of Outer Spacé including the Moon and Outer
Celestinl Bodies.] 3/

3/ The introductory language contained in the text conéeming the
Treaty Benning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Spsce and
Under Vatler, appearing on page 85, paragraph 1, 2ls0 applies to this mezsure.




4. DBstablishuent of zones of peace, in accordance wi - the relevant
provisions of the Final Document:

(22) The cstablishment of zones of peace in various regions of the
world under appropriate conditions, to be clearly defined and.determined
freely by the Stales concerned in the zone, taking into account the
characteristics of the zone [, the security situation in the region, ]
and the principles of the Charter of the United Nations, and in conforui by
with intemational law, can contribute to strengthening the security of
States within such zones and to intemational peace and security as a whole.
[A11 States, the two Superpowers in particular, shall not be allowed %o
seek any form of hegemony in zones of peace, freedom and neutrality, and
any form of foreign military presence shall be elininated from these zones, ]
In this regard, the Genersl Asseibly notes the pronosals for the egtablishuent
of Zones of veace, inter alia, in: '

(i) [South-Bast Asia where States in the region have expressed
interest in the establishment of such a zone, in conformity
with their views, ]

[Steps should be taken by interested States in the region of South-East
Asia to further elaborate the concept of a "Zone of Peace, Freedom znd
Neutrality" with a view to concluding an agreement on its establishment, ]

(i) [The Indian Ocean, taking into account the deliberations of the
Ceneral Assembly and its relevant resolutions and the need %o
-ensure the maintenance of peace and security in the region.] .

[Concrete action should urgently be taken to. ensure conditions of
peace and security within the. region of the Indian Ocean, in particulor
with a view to . the elimination of foreign military bases and foreign
military presence in the region and to early achievement.of the objectives
of the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace, taking into
accomnt the relevant decisions and resolutions of the United Nations
General Assembly. ]

[The Indion Ocean, taking into account the decisions of the Ad Hoc
Committee on the Indian Ocean and the relevant resolutions' of the
General Assciably, and the need to ensure the maintenance of peace and
security in the region.] ’
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II, QOther measures

1. Confidence-building measures, taking into account the characteristics
of each region:

(a). In oxrder to facilitate the process of disarmament, it is necessary
to take measures and pursue policies to strengthen international peace and
security and to build confidence among States. Commitment to confidence-
building measures could significantly contribute to Preparing for further
brogress in disarmament, For this purpose, measures such as the following,
and other measures yet to be agreed upon, should be undertaken:

[All States, especially the militarily significant States, shall
undertake confidence-building and security measures such as the ‘following
and other measures yet to be agrced upon, as a contribution %o Preparing
for further progress in disarmaments

(i) The prevention of attacks which take place by accident,
miscalculation or comrmnications failure by taking steps to
improve communications between Governments, particularly in
areas of tension, by the establishment of "hot lines" and
other methods of reducing the risk of conflict;

[The elaboration of measures to prevent the possibility of a
i - surprise attack. ]
(ii) States should assess the prossible implications of their military
. research and development for existing agreements as well as for
further efforts in the field of disarmament;

(iii) The Secretary-General shall periodically suimit reports to the”
General Assembly on the economic and social consequences of the
armaments race and its extremely harmful effects on world
peace and security. '

(v) Confidence-building measures, taking into account the particular
conditions and requircments of different regions, with a view %o strengthening
the security of States:

[(i) The convening of a conference on military détente and disarmament
in Burope;

(ii) The further extension of confidence—building measures in Europe;
the conclusion of an agreement to give notice of cXercises by
naval and air forces and of large-~scale troop movements;

(iii) The.extension of the. zone of application of confidence-building
measures in Europe on a basis of reoiproqity.]~

[Negotiations on effective confidence-building measures and disarmament
measures in Europe among the States participating in the Conference on
- Security and Co-operation in Burope, taking into account initiatives and
proposals to this effect. ]



[Conclusion among all States participating in the European Confercnce
on Security and Co-operation of a treaty whereby .each pariy would undertake
not to be the first to use cither muclear or conventional weapons against
any other. ] .

[The conclusion of an agrecment that, with effect from an agrgea date, no
State or grouping of States in Turcpe would increase the number of its armed
forces in the area specified by the Final Act of the Confercnce on Security
and Co-operation in Europe. ‘

[The extension to_the Mediterrancan Sea arca of confidence-building
measures; vhe reduction of armed forces. in that area; the withdrawal from
the Mediterrancan Sea of warships carrying nuclear weapons; the renunciation
of the deployment of nuclear weapons on the territories of Buropean and
nbnéEuropean‘non—nuclear—weapon countries in the Mediterranean Sea.arga.

[Initiation of negotiations on confidence-building measures in the
Far Bast among all countries concerncd.

[Steps should be taken by interested States to strengthen peace and
security in Asia and the Pacific by concluding agreements on non-aggression
and non-use of force [which can bte made posgsible by the immediate, complete
and unconditional withdrawal of all foreign occupation forces in the
territories of certain States in the region, the early scttlement of conflicts
and disputes and strict respect for the principles of State sovercignty,
territorial integrity and non-intervention in the internal affairs-of-states].]

[In various regions of the world, States shall seek to rcach agreement
on varicus confidence-building measures, taking into account the particular
conditions and requirements of the regions concerned.

In adopting such confidence-building measures, States will give full
consideration to the study on the subject to be prepared by the United Nations
Group of Intergovernmental Experts.

Such nmeasures should include agreements providing for the advance
notification of major military movements and manoeuvres, »

[During the first phase of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament,
those collateral and other measures should be negotiated on, initiated or
pursued which are currently under consideration., All offorts should be
exerted, during this phase, to negotiate with a view to reaching agreement on:

~ Effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon
States against the usc or threat of use of nuclear weapons;

- Effective confidence-building measures at a global and regionai level,?

taking into account the specific needs and the situation of the
region,. c.g.t
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= publication and cxchange of informationﬁon securityhrelated measures
"~ including matters of arms control and disarmament:

= regular bilateral and/or regional consultations of governmental
representatives on such security-related matteors;

- Pprovisions ot scholarships in military schools for the nilitary
Personnel of other States; -

= cxchange ot military delegations and nilitary attachés;

-~ indication of normal military conduct and information on scope
and oxtent of specific military activities like manocuvres,
specified movenments, etc, according to pre-established pProcedures;

- limitations of certain military acuivities and movements;

~ establishment of procedures for the containment of conflicts,
including the establishment of hot lines;

- agrecement on steps conducive to the relaxation of tensions and

the settlement of conflictsy

= Achievenent of greater transparency of nilitary postures,-i.e, the
- establishrent of a standardized and verifiable reporting system foxr
military expenditures enabling their comparison as a step to their
balanced reduction on ‘a' mltilateral level: '

-~ Establishment of registers within the framework of the United Nations
for the recording of data necessarv for transparency and comparability
of military postures. ] : -

2.  Measurcs aimed at achieving relaxation of internaiional tensions

(a) Agrecments or other measures should be resolutely pursued on a
bilateral, regional and miltilateral basis with the aim of strengthcning peace
and security at a lower level of ‘forces, by the limitation and reduction of
arrod forces and of conventional weapons, :

'(b)" Achicvement of a moro stable situation in Burope at a lower lével of
military potential on the basis of appropriate cquality and parity by agreement
on appropriate mutual reduction ang limitation of armaments and armed forces in
accordance with paragraph 82 of the Final Document, which would contribute to
the strengthening of sccurity in Europe and constitute a significant step
towards cnhancing international peace and security., - :

(c) [Withdrawal of all foreign occupation foreces from the territories
of other States in accordance with the relevant United Nations resolutions and
observance of the principles of non-interference and non-intervention in the
internal affairs of States.
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(@) ([The. dismantling of foreign military bases and the withdrawal and
elimination of the military presence and rivalry of foreign powers from
" various regions of the world, :

(e) [Uvon commencement of Stage I, the nembers of cxisting military
alliances should agree not to' enlarge these alliances, not to extend their
activities to new regions and to reduce their military activities. All
States should refrain from the creation of now nilitary alliances. ]

(£) [By the ond of Stage I, the nilitary organizations of NATO and
the Warsaw Treaty Organization should be abolished, ]

(8) [In the interests of peace and the stabilization of the international
situation, as well as in the intcrests of ensuring” the safe and unimpeded use
of major international maritime communications, measurcs should be taken to
restrict and lower the level of military presence and military activity in
appropriate regions, whether in the Atlantic, the Indian or the Pacific Ocecan,
in the Mediterranean or in ‘the Persian Gulf.j

3« Measures aimed at preventing the use of force in international relations,
subject to the provisions of the Charter of the Unitcd Nations:

(a) [Measuros to secure the avoidance of the use of' nuclear weapons,
the prevention of nuclear war and related objectives, where possible through
international agrcement, bearing in mind various proposals desighed to securc
these objectives and in accordance with Paragraphs 57 and 58 of the
Final Document, and thereby to cnsure that the survival of mankind is not
cndangercd, ] */ ’

[An international agreement or solemn understanding by all States,
particularly the militarily significant States, to strictly observe the
principles of the United Nations Charter and international law regarding
respect for the sovereignty, territorial integrity and political independence
of States, non-interference in their internal affairs, to conduct inter-State
relations on the basis of sovéreign equality and to refrain from the threat
or use of force in international relations.%

, [The renunciation of the use of force in international relations,
inseparably linked with a permancnt ban on the‘use of nuclear weapons.]

, A,f/ This text,aépears in bracitets duelfo differing vicwé'boncerning the
- stage in which the measures should be included. :
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4. Implementation of fhe‘provisions contained in the Final Docurent intended
%o mobilize world public-opinion-in favour ‘of ‘disarmaments %/ ,

(a) Ir order to mobilize world public opinion on wehalf of disarmament, the
specific measures sot forth helow, designed %o increase the dissemination of
information about the armamnents race. and the efforts to halt and reverse it,
should be adopted.

(b) In the course of the Decade of the 1980s, therefore, governmental and

non-governmental information organs of Member States and those of the
United Nations and its specialized agoncies as well as non-governnental
‘organizations should, as appropriate, undertake further rrogrammes.of .
information relating to the danger of the armaments race as well as to
disarmament cfforts and negotiations and their results, particularly by means of
anmual activities conducted in connection with Disarmament Weck. These actions
should constitute a large-scale Programme to further alert world opinion to the
danger of war in general and nuclear war in ‘particular. '

. (e) With a view to promoting a climate of understanding and confidence
among nations, an claboration is ocnvisaged of a broad Programme of action aimed
at making‘international‘public opinion profoundly aware of the Problems created
by the arms race including specific activities by governments, international
organizations within the United Nations systen and non-governmental organizations,
in accordance with the Principles and spirit of the United Nations Declaration
“on 'the Preparation.of Socictics for Life in Peace, ’

(b) As part of the process of facilitating the consideration of issues in
the field of disarmament, studics on specific questions should be undertaken on
the decision of the Gencral Assémbly, when necessary for preparing the ground for
negotiations or reaching agreement.  Also, studies pursucd under the, .auspices of
the United Nations, in particular by the United Nations Ingtitute for Disarmamont
Research established by Assembly resolution 34/83 1i of 11 Deceuber 1979 within the
framework of the United Nations Institute for Training and Research, could bring
a‘useful coniribution 'to the knowledge and exploration of disarmament Problenms,

[(i) Carrying out of a study on all aspects of the conventional
arms race and on disarmanment relating to conventional weapons
and armed forces;

(ii)  Other studies, as agreca by the Goneral Asscmbly of the United Nations.]

(e) n appeal should be launched calling on parliaments, as the clectad
representatives of peoples, and on governments to intensify their activities to
expose the dangerous” conscquences of the arms race and to propagate the ideals
of peace and disarmament.

leaders, different religious_and other non-governnental organizations. to continue
t6 lend their full support to the causc of Peace and disarmament,

[(g) 411 States whion have not yet done so should accede to the ‘existing
agreements on the limitation of the arms race and disarmament.

f/ The measures appearing in this section are included on a provisional
basis with the understanding that, in the drafting of the relevant texts, the
conclusions and recommendations of the United Nations study on a world
disarmament campaign will be taken into account,
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I1I. Disarmament and Development

1. [Bearing in mind the close relationship betveen disarmament and development
and taking into account the United Nations studies carried out in this field,

* the comprehensive programme of disarmament should include measures aimed at
ensuring that disarmament makes an effective contribution to economic and
social development and, in particular, to the full realization of the new
international economic order through: x/

(a) Reallocation of resources from military purposes to economic and
"social development, especially for the benefit of the developing countries.

(v) Savings from the reduction of military expenditures particularly by
nuclear-weapon States and other militarily significant States should increase
the flow of resources to economic and social development, especially for the
benefit of the developing countries,)

[Peace and development arve indivisible. In order to ensure that the
process of disarmament envisaged in the comprehensive programme makes an
. effective contribution to economic and social development, especially of the
developing countries, and to the full realization of the New International
Economic Order: i/

(2) The militarily significant States shall undertake concrete measures
at the national level to reallocate resources from military purposes to economic
and social development, especially for the benefit of the developing countries,
and report to the United Nations and/or the international disarmament authority
on the measures contemplated or undertaken,

(b) A significant part of the savings from the reduction of military
expenditures ﬁarticularly by the nuclear-weapon States and other militarily
significant States shall be provided as an additional flow of resources for
the economic and social development of the deve loping countries. Immediately
after the adoption of the comprehensive programme, a separate account for the
transfer of savings resulting from disarmament should be set up under the aegis

of the United Nations Development Programme . ]

2. Concrete measures shall be undertaken by all States to strengthen
international co-opération for the promotion of the transfer and utilization of
nuclear technology for economic and social development, especially in the
developing countries, taking into account the provisions of all relevant
Paragraphs of the Final Document, in particular to ensure the success of the
United Nations Conference for the Promotion of International Co~operation in
the Peaceful Uses of Nuclear Energy to be convened in principle by 1983, as

_ f/ The measures appearing in this paragraph are included on a provisional
basis with the understanding that, in the drafting of the relevant texts, the
conclusions and recommendations of th: United Nations study on disarmament and
development will be taken into sccount. o
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decided upon in General Assembly resolution 34/63 of 29 November 1979, as well
as other promotidnalnactivi$ies-in;this"field‘in the "United Nations system
including those within the' framework of “the - Internatioral Atomic Energy Agency.

IV. 'Disarmament and International Securit */
“-w.

[1. Sfrengthening of international"procedufes and institutions for:

(2). Maintenance of peace and security in accordance with the .Charter of
the United Nations.

(b) Peaceful settlement of disputes.

(c) Bffectiveness of the security system of the Charter of the
United Nations,

(a) United-Nations peace-keeping in conformity with the Charter of the
United Nations, ]

(1. an1 States shall undertake a solemn commitmentntojqupport all measures
for strengthening the structure, authority and operation of the United Nations
80 as to improve its capability to maintain international,peace and.security.

2+ - All States shall undertake to utilize all appropriate processes for the
peaceful ‘settlement of disputes,] ‘

[Strengthening of international procedures and institutions for peéce-
keeping and peaceful settlement of disputes, for conflict containment and
effective crisis management, ]

[Convening of a world disarmament conference.]"

G. Consideration of other areas deali Awith the cessatidn of

the arms race and ‘disarmament and other relevant measures
M

128, During its 1981 session, the Committee had before it other documents which dealt

with the cessation of the arms rade and disarmament and other relevant measures in
other areas: ' ‘

(a) Document CD/183, dated 12 Juné 1981, submitted by the delegation of Canada,
entitled "A conceptual working paper on arms control verifigationﬂ,

() Document CD/209, dated 11 August 1981, submitted by. the delegation*of.lndia,
entitled "Working Paper on the question of verification in the field of disarmament",

%/ The measures appearing in this section are included on a provisional
.basis with the understanding that, in the drafting of the'relevant texts, -the

conclusions and recommendations pf the United Nations study on the relationship
between disarmament and international security will be taken into account.
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H. JIsraeli air attack of 7 June 1981 on the Tammuz

nuclear research centre near Baghdad

129. During its consideration of this question, the Committee had before it
document CD/187, dated 17 June. 1981, entitled "Statement by the Group of 21 on the
Israeli air attack against a nuclear facility on 7 June 1981,

130. The Committee heard statements on behalf of various groups of members as wéll
~as from ‘individual members condemning the Israeli air attack of 7 Jume 1981 on the
Tammuz nuclear research centre near Baghdad.

131. The Group of 21, while condemning this blatant act of aggression, reaffirmed
its strong opposition to all such acts and violations of the principles .of the |
United Nations Charter. It considered that the Israecli action contravened the }
provisions of the Final Document relating to nuclear non-proliferation and the )
development of nuclear technology for peaceful purposes and challenged the sovereign |
and inalienable right of every State to acquire and develop nuclear technology- for

| such purposes. The Group of 21 rejected the assertion portraying development of the
peaceful nuclear energy programmes in developing countries as an inevitable threat of
horizontal nuclear weapons proliferation. and expressed its conviction that all
necessary measures should be taken to ensure against the repetition of such an
aggression by Israel or any other State. It also urged the Committee on Disarmament
to "reaffirm the international principle prohibiting attacks against the peaceful
nuclear facilities of a State under any circumstances" and recommended that the
Committee take appropriate steps to reverse the adverse implications of this

action (CD/187). Some other members supported these views,

g 3
132, One member of the Group, while as a matter of principle condemning the Israeli
~attack on the Tammuz nuclear centre, condemned vehemently the blatant and cruel

~ aggression of the Iragi régime against Iran resulting in thousands of casualties and
 leaving two and a half million innocent refugees, The delegation stated that the
Iranian nation was the victim of an international conspiracy of silence and was

~ fighting in the exercise of its- legitimate right of self-defénce against the
outrageous aggression of the brutal régime of Iraq for its political independence and
territorial integrity. The member roted that the international community should
condemn- the use of force and acts of aggression wherever and in whatever form they
may occur and that such condemnation would discourage irresponsible and adventurous
régimes from trying to achieve their illegitimate objectives by .resorting to inhuman
and unjust wars such as fhe one the Iraqi régime has imposed on Iran.

133. It was stated that military operations, such as the Israeli action, were
detrimental to international peace and security. Several members underlined the
gravity of the Israeli attack and of its consequences ‘for international
non-proliferation efforts and peaceful nuclear co=operation., Some referred to its
impact on the integrity of the IAEA safeguards régime, specially in view of the
fact that Iraq was a non-nuclear weapon State party to the non-proliferation treaty
(NPT), and it had accepted IAEA safeguards and even stricter controls. The need
was stressed by some members for a further strengthening of the international
non-proliferation régime. Greater efforts towards nuclear disarmament were widely
considered essential to prevent further proliferation of nuclear weapons.
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134. Some members expressed the view.that the Israeli atlack had demonstreted that
adherence tq;tne”NP?}uas;obviousiy~not43ufficien%“@g;ppsvent”an.adversary from making
subjective and unilateral. judgements about another country's muclear programme. They
‘held that the unacceptable grounds advanced to justify the aggression emanated
partially from a campaign of propaganda launched and sustained in those very
counmtries which are the most ardent advocates of the.NPT, about the purported danger
of nuclear proliferation from the peaceful nuclear facilities of varicus developing
countries. In their view, the Israeli military raid could be seen as the ultimate
step in an escalating process of unacceptable pressures and punitive actions that
they alleged have been employed by certain supplier States to impede the normal
development of the peaceful nuclear programmes of a number of developing countries.

135. A group of socialist countries decisively condemned as barbaric the Israeli
attack on thé nuclear research centre near Baghdad. They qualified it as an
unprovoked act of armed aggression by Israel against a sovereign State and full and
equal member of the intévnational community. They also considered the attack as yet
another example of the policy of State terrorism pursued by Israel. Moreover, the
act of international terrorism in their view had been directed againgt a State party
to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, whereas the terrorist
State flatly refused to accede to that instrument.

136. I that connection, that group of socialist countries called for thé halting

of every kind of aid to, and co-operation with, Israel in the field of nuclear energy
until such time as it adopted appropriate international safeguards against the spread
of nuclear weapons. They also commended the advisability of examining, through the
medium of special talks, the question of the strengthening of the existing
international provisions for the protection of civilian nuclear installations against
military attacks.

137, There was unanimous recognition of the necessity to ensure against the repetition
of such an sttack on nuclear facilities by Israel or any other State. The call for
the ‘prohibition of attacks against nuclear facilities was widely supported. In this
conmnection, the Committee considered the proposal to inclucz such a prohibition in a
convention on radiological weapons. At the same time, the view was also expressed
that further strengthening of the existing international provisions regarding
protection of civilian nuclear facilities against military attacks might be solved
through an appropriate international instrument. )

I. Other business

138, At the 110th plenary meeting on 27 February 1981, and following an invitation of
the Committee, the Director of the United Nations Ingtitute for Disarmament Research,
set up within the framework of UNITAR, mede a statement on the activities of the
Institute. .

139, At its 127th plenary meeting on 24 April 1981, in accordance with rule 16 of its
Rules of Procedure, the Committee requested its Secretary and Personal Represenrtative
of the Secrétary-General to attend the first meeting of the Advisory Council of’ the .
United Nations Institute for Disarmament Research.
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J. Coneidergtion and adoptio the annual report and any other report

a9 appropriate to the Gencral Assembly of the United Nations

140. The item on the agends entitled "Consideration and Adoption of the Annual Report
and Any Other Report as Appropriate to the General Assembly of the United Nations"
was considered by the Committee, in accordance with its programme of work, from

10 to 21 August 1981.

141. During the consiceration and adoption of thie report to the General Assembly of
the United Nations, the following documents were tabled for inclusion in the records:

(s) Dooument CD/221, dated 18 August 1981, entitled "Some observations of the
Chinese delegation on the work of the Committee on Disarmament in 1981",

(b) Document CD/222, dated 19 August 1981, entitled "Statement of the Group of 21
on the conclusions of the annual session of the Committee on Disarmament in 1981",

(¢) Document CD/224, dated 20 August 1981, entitled "Results of the 1981 session
of the Committee on Disarmament: Statement by a group of Socialist States".,

142, The present.report is transmitted by the Chairman on behalf of the Committee on
Disarmament.

(signed) Anwar SANI
Indonesia
Chairman of the Committee
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APPERDIX I

CONSOLIDATED LIST OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK OF THE COMMITTEE
(1981 Session)

Chairman of the Committee for February: Ambassador Frangois de la Gorce (France)

Cheirman of the Committee for March: Ambassador Gerhard Herder (German
Democratic Republic)

Cheirman of the Committee for April Ambassador Gerhard Pfeiffer (Pederal

and the in-session recess: Republic of Germany)

Chaiyman of the Committee for June: Ambassador Imre Kémives (Hungarian
People's Republic)

Chairman of the Committee for July: Ambassador A. P. Venkateswaran (Indis)

Chairman of the Committee for August Arbessador Ch. Anwar Sani (Indonesia)

and the intersessional recess:

Secretary of the Committee and Mr. Rikhi Jaipal
Personal Representative of the
Secretary-General:

Deputy Secretary of the Committee: Mr. Vicente Berasategui

Delegation of Algeria
Address: 308 Route de Lausanne, 1293 Bellevue, Geneva. Tel. No.: Th.19.86

Mr. Anisse Salah-Bey Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Algeris to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Mr. Messaoud Mati Attaché, Permanent Mission of Algeria
to the United Netions Office at Geneva

Mr. Ahmed B nysmina

Mr. Amar Abbad ' Secretary, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. Smail Bendjaballah
Mr. Merzelkad Djaballsh Adviser

Mr. Mohamed Medkour
Mr. Bouslem Lahouel
Mr. Mohamed Merzelkad
Mr. Ahmed Hellal
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Delegation of Argentina
Address: 110 avenve Louis-Casai, 1216 Geneva. - Pel. Fo.: 98.19.52

Nr. Enrique Ros Ambassador
Vice-Minister of Foreign Affairs
Chief of Delegation during his stey in
Geneva

Mr. Julio C. Carasales Ambassador
Special Representative for Disarmament
Affeirs
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Mr. Fernando Jimenez Davila Ambassador
Alternate Permanent Representative, Geneva

Miss Nelly M. Freyre Penabad Minister Plenipotentiary
. Permanent Mission of Argentine to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Mr. Atilio N. Molteni Mipister Plenipotentiary
Permanent Mission of Argentina to the
United Rations Office at Geneave

Mr. Vicente Espeche Gil Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Argentina to the
United Nations in New York

Mr. José& M. Otegui First Secretary
Alternate Representative for Disarmament
Affairs
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Mr. Juan F. Gomensoro First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Argentina to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Miss Norma Nascimbene Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Argentina to the
United Kations Office at Geneva

Mr. RsGi Carlos Fernéndez - Adviser, Chemical Weapons
Delegation of Australia ‘
Address: 56-58 rue de Moillebeau, Petit-Saconnex, Geneva. Tel. Fo.: 34.62.00
Mr. Roni.ld A. Walker Ambsssador to Denmark

‘ Representetive, Head of Delegation
Mr. Rory Steele Counsellor

Permanent Mission of Austrelia to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Dr. Shirley Freeman Expert - (Chemical Weapons)
Department of Defence
Mr. Trevor Findlay Sccond Secretary

Permenent Mission of Australis to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative
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Delegation of Belgium )
Address: 658 rue de Mpoillebeau, 1211 Geneva. Tel. No.: 33.81.50

Mr. Andre Onkelinx

Mr. Alain Rens

Mr. Jean-Marie Noirfalisse

Miss Godelie_ve Van Den Bergh

Mr. Jean-Marie Van Gils

Captain de Bisschop

Delegation of Brazil

Ambassador

Permanent Representative of Belgium
to the United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Minister Plenipotentiary
Delegate to the questions of Disarmament
Ministry for Foreign Affairs, Brussels

First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Belgium to the
United Nations

Atteché
Permanent Mission of Belgium to the
United Nations Office at Geneve

Chief, Seismological Service of the
Royal Observatory of Belgium

Expert (Chemical Weapons)
Technical Services of the Army
Ministry of National Defence, Brussels

Address: 17 rue Alfred Vincent, 1201 Geneva. Tel. Fo.: 32.25.56/7

Mr. C. A. de Souzs e Silva

Mr. Sergio de Queiroz Duarte

Amdasseador

Representative to the Committee on
Digarmamer.t

Head of Delegation

Minister
Deputy Representative

Delegation of the People's Republic of Buigaria

Address: 15 chemin des Crets-de-Pregny, 1218 Grand Saconnex, Geneva.

Tel. No.: 98.03.00

Dr. Peter Voutov

Mr. Ivan Sotirov

Ambassador

Permanent Representative of the Pasple's
Republic of Bulgaria to the United Nations
Office at Geneva

Head of Delegation

First Secretary at the -
Permeanent Mission of Bulgsaris in Geneva
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Delegation of Bulgaris scontd‘)

Mr. Kliment Pramov Third Secretary at the

Permanent Mission of Bulgaria in Ganeva
Mr. Radoslav Deyanov Third Secretary at the

Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Sofia
Mr. Petar Popchev Third Secretary at the

Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Sofia

Delegation of the Socialist Republic of the Union of Burma
Addresa: L7 avenue Blenc, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No.: 31.75. 40
U Saw Hlaing Ambassgdor, Parmanent Representative of

Burms to the United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

U Ngwe Win Deputy Permanent Representative
Permanent Mission of Burna to the
United Nationas Office at Ceneva

U Aung Than Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Burma to the
United Nations Office at Genevu

U Zaw Min Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Burma to the
United Nations Office at Ceneva

U Than Htun . Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Burma to the

United Nations Office at Geneva

Delegation of Canada
Address: 10A avenue de Budé, 1202 Geneva. Tel., No.: 34.19.50

. D. S. McPhail » Ambassador and Permanent Representative
of Canade to the Committee on Disarmament
M. 5. Skinner Counsellor

Permanent Mission of Canada to the
United Rations Office at Geneva
Deputy Representative

e Hon. Charles Caccis, M.P. Pu‘lhmento.ry Advisor
Mr. Bisine Thacker, M.P, Perliamentary Advisor
. C. Sirois First Secretary

Permanent Missior of Canada to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

+ Spouse present.
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CTRE TR e

Dalegation of Canade (cantd.)

¥r. J. Gaudreaun

Mr. D. Dhevernss

Delegation of the Pecple's R

First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Canada to the
United Nations Office st Geneva

First Secretary, Permanent Missior of Canada
t0 the United Nations Office at Ceneva

ublic of China

Address: 11 chemin de Surville, 1213 Petit-Lency. Tel. No.: 92.25.48

Mr. Yu Peiwen

Mr. Lisng Yufan

Mr. Yu Mengjia

Mr. Li Changhe

Mr. Yang Ningliang

Mr. Sa Banwang

Mrs. Wang Zhiyun

Mrs. Ge Yiyun

Mr. Pan Jusheng

Mr. Li Weimin

Ambassador, Permanent Representative to
the United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Minister, Deputy Permanent Representstive
to the United Nations Office at Geneva
Deputy Head of Delegstion

Counsellor, Permenent Mission of the
People's Republic of China at Geneva
Representative

Deputy Division Chief, Department, of
Internationsl Organizations and Conferences,
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Representative

Officer, Ministry of National Defence
Representative

Officer, Ministry of National Defence
Representative

Second Secretary, Fermenent Mission of the
Peopie's Republic of Chine at Geneva
Representative

Second Secretary, Permanent Mission of the
Pecple's Republic of Chirna at Geneva
Representative

Official, Department of International
Organizetion and Conferences, Ministry
of Foreign Affairs

Representative

Lecturer, Zhc a Polytechnic Institute
Representative

Officer, Ministry of National Defence
Expert
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le,

Address:

Dr.

Mr. Frank Ortiz Rodriguez

Mrs. Vera Borowdosky Jackiewich

Nr. Pedro Nufiez Moscuera

Colonel Carlos Pazos
‘Captain Francisco Cuspinera

Luis Sold Vila

ublic of Cuba

Delegation of the R '
B : 1518 Geneva. Tel. No.: 98.03.33

140h Route de Ferney,

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Cuba to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Cuba to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Specialist in Disarmement
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Second Secretery
Permanent Mission of Cube to the
United Nations Office at Genevs

Expert
Expert

Delegation of the Czechoslovak Sccialist Regublic :
Address: 9 chemin de 1'Ancienne Route, 1218 Grand-Seconnex, Geneva.

Tel. No.: 98.91.82

Dr.

Dr.

Dr.

Mr.

Mr.

Miloslav RBfex

Pavel Lukes

Ji¥i Fran¥k

Evien Zépotock§

Andrej Cime
Jan Jirfifek

Iudék Stavincha

Ambassador

Permanent Representative of the
Czechoslovak Socidlist Republic to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Head of Delegation

Ambassador
Federal Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Alternste Representative

Counsellor
Federal Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Counsellor

Deputy Permanent Representative of the
Czechoslovak Socialist Republic to the
United Rations Office at Geneve

Federal Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Third Secretary ‘

Permanent Mission of the Czechoslovak
Socislist Republic to the United Ratioms
Office at Geneva

Federal Ministry of Foreign Affairs




Delegation of Bgypt :
Address: 72 1ue (e Lausamne, 1202 Geneva.

#MMr. E1 Sayed Abdel Raouf El Reedy

*Mr. Ibrahim Ali Hassan
Mohamed Nabil Fahmy
#Mr. Waguih Hanafi

Miss Wafaa Bassim

Delegation of Bthiopia
Address:?

*Mr. Tadesse Terrefe
Miss Kongit Sinegiorgis

#Mr. Fesseha Yohamnes

Delegation of France
Address: 36 Route de Pregny, 1292 Geneva.

*Mr. Frangois de La Gorce

#Mr., Jacques de Beausse

Mr, Benoit d'Aboville

Colonel Gesbert
Miss Lydie Ghazerian

WMr. Michel Couthures

*
Spouse present

56 rue de Moillebeau, 1209 Geneva 19.

Tel. No.: 31.65.30

Ambassador

Permanent Representative of Egypt to
the United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Egypt to the
United Nations Office at Geuneva

Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Egypt to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Egypt to the
TUnited Nations Office at Geneva

Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of Egypt to the
Ur.ited Nations Office at Gemeva

Tel. No.: .33.07.50

Ambassador Extraordinary an’ Plenipotentiary
Permanent Representative of Ethiopia to the
United Nations Office at Geneva ’

Head of Delegation

Counsellor, Deputy Permanent Representative

““Permanent Mission of Ethiopia to the
United Nations Office at Geneva, Represen-
tative '

Pirst Secretary .

Permanent Mission of Ethiopia to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

Tel, No.: 8.15.12

Ambassador
Representative of France to the
Commi:tee on Diszarmament

First Counsellor
Deputy Representative

Under-Director of Disarmament, Ministry
of Foreign Affairs, Paris

Ministry of Defence

Under-Directorate of Disarmament, Ministry
of Pcreign Affairs, Paris

First Secretary
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Delegation of the German Democratic Rembiic

Address: 49 rue de Moillebeam, 1209 Genevea.

*Dr., Gerhard Hexrder

Mr. Hubert Thielicke

Lieutenant-Colonel Manfred Kaulfuss
Mr. Manfred Wotzel
Mrs. Hannelors Hoppe

r. Peter Bintig

Tel. No.t 33.67:50

Ambassador, Permanent Repregentative of
the German Democratic Republic to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Head of Delegation

First Secretary

Permanent Mission of the German Democratic
Republic to the United Nations Office at’
Geneva

Deputy Head of Delegation

Ministry of National Defence
Pirst Secretary, Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Adviser _
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Adviser
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Delegation of the Pederal Republic of Cexmany

ddress: 26c chemin du Petit Saconnex,

#Dr. Gerhard. Pfeiffer

#Dp. Norbert Klingler

My, Helmut Miiller

Dr. Wolfgang Rohr

Prof. Dr. Hellmut Hoffman.
Prof. Dr. Johannes Pfirschke

*
Spouse present

1209 Geneva.

Tel. No.: 31.97.70
Ambassador .

Head of Delegatiom of the Federal
Republic of Germany to the Committee on
Disarmament ’

Counsellor

Alternate Representative - Delegation of
the Federal Republic of Germany %o the
Committee on Disarmament

(Navy) - Military ddvires -
the Federal Republic of
Committee on Disarmament

Captain
Delegation of
Germany to the

Second Secretary - Delegation of the
Federal Republic of Germany to the
Comnittee on- Disarmement -

Adviser, Universities of Maing and Wuppertal

Adviser, Federal Ministry of Defense
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Delegation of the Hungarian People’s Republic o
iddress: 81 avenue de Champel, 1206 Geneva. Tel. No.: 46.03.23

*Dr. Imre Kémives Ambassador
Permencent fepresentative of the Hungarian
People’s Republic to the United Nations
Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Mr. Ferenc Gajda Counsellor
Hinistry of Poreign Affairs

#Mr. Csaba Gyérffy Second Secretaxry
Permanent Mission of the Hungarian
People's Republic to the United Nations
Office at Geneva

Mr. Andrds Lakatos Second Secretary -
Permanent Mission of the Hungarian
People’s Republic to the United Nations
Office at Geneva

Dr. Elek Sebdk, Colonel Expert, Budapest
Dr. Gyorgy Szentesi, Colonel Expert, Budapoest

Delegation of India
Address: 9 rue de Valais, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No.: 32.08.59

Mr. AP, Venkateswaran Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipoten-
tiaxry
Permanent Representative of India to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

*Mr. Shyam Saran First Secrctary
Permanent Mission of India to the Unlted
Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

Delegation of the Republic of Indonesia
Address: 16 rue de Saint-Jean, 1203 Geneva. Tel. No.: 45.33.50

Mr. Ch. Jnwar Sani Ambassador, Special Advisor to the Minister
for FPoreign Affairs, Jakarta: Head of
Delegation

Mr. Suryonc Darusman Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipoten-

tiary of Indonesia to Switzerland, Bern
Representative; Alternate Head of Delecra-
tion

Mr. Mohamad Sidik Minister Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Indonesia to the

United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative .

*
Spouse present
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Déle@tion of the Republic of Indonésia Qcontd.z

" Mr. Zmmy Soeprapto

Mr. Indrs Bamanik

Mr. Samsul Hadi

Brigadier General Haryomataram
Colonel Fauzy Qasim
Lieutenant Colonel Achdiat W.

Licutenant Colonel Karyono

. Head of Sub-Directorate

Directorate for Intermational Organizations
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Jakarta
Alternate Representative

Second Secretary

Permanent Mission of Indonesia to the
United Nations, New York

Alternate Representative

Head of Section .
Directorate for International Organisations
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Jakarta
Alternate Representative

Ministry of ‘Defence and Security, Jakarta
Advisor

Ministry of Defence and Security, Jakarta
hAdvisor

Ministry of Defence and Security, Jakarta
Advisor

Ministry of Defence and Security, Jakarta
Advisor

Delegation of the Islamic Republic of Iran i ) .
“ddress: 28 chemin du Petit-Saconnex, 1209 Geneva. Tel. No.: 33.30.04

' Mz, Ahmad Jalali

Mr. Mostafe Dabiri

Mr. Djahangir jmeri

Colonel Hossein Sharifi

Mr. Touradj Afsar

{r. Jalil Zahirnia

Ambassador,

Permanent Representative of the Islamic
Republic of Iran to the United Nations
Office at Geneva

Counsellor,

Permanent Mission of the Islamic Republic
of Iran to the United Nations Office at
Geneve

Pirgt Secretary,

Permanent Mission of the Islamic Repu'bllc
of Iran o the United Nations Office at
Geneva

Joint Chiefs of Stai‘f of the irmed Forces
of the Islamic Republic of Iran, Teheran

Second Secretary,

Permanent Mission of the Islamic Republic
of Iran to the United Natiens Office at
Geneva

Third Secretary,

Permanent Mission of the Islamic Republic
of Iran to the United Nations Office at’
Geneva
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Delegation of Ttaly ;
Tddress: 10 chemin de 1:Impératrice, 1292 Pregny, Geneva. Tel. No.: 33.47.50

Mr. Edoardo Speranza Under Scoretary for State
Ministry for Foreign Affairs
Head of Dalegetion (ex-officio)

#fr. Vittorio Cordero di llontezemolo Ambassadoxr
Permanent Represcntative to the
International Organisations in Geneva
Head of Delegation

®ir. intonio Ciarrapico Minister Plenipotentiary
Deputy Permanent Representative

*Mr. Bruno Cabras , Counselloxr
Permavent Mission of Italy to the
International Organisations in Geneva

Mr. Mario Barenghi First Scecretary
Permanent Mission of Italy to the Inter-
national Organisations in Geneva

Mr. Bttore di Giovanni Captain (Navy), Expert
Major Imigi Salazar Expert (Chemical Weapons)

Delegation of Japan ,
Rddress: 35 avenue de Budé, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No.: 33.04.03

¥}Mr., Yoshio Okawa Ambagsador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary
Leader of the Delegation '

Mr. Magaji Takahashi Counsellor
Permanent Delegation to the Committee on |
Disarmament
Deputy Leader of the Delegation

*Mr. Masaki Konishi Director of the Disarmament Division
Ministry of Foreign .iffairs

Mr. Kenji Tanaka 4 First Secrctary
Pernanent Delugation to the Committee on
Disarmament

*¥r, Ryuichi Ishii First Secretary
Permanent Delegation to the Committee on
Disarmament

Mr. Masaji Ichikawa ’ Research Offiocial
Seismological Division
Japan Meteorological Agency, Tokyo

*Mr, Takao Oshikawa Joint Staff
Defence Agency, Tokyo
*Mr. Kanio Oda Official

Disarmament Division
United Nations Bureau
Ministry of Foreign iffairs

*
Spouse present
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Delegation of Japan ‘contd.!

¥Mr. Kango Shimada

Wr. Tsutomu .Jrai

Dolegation of Kenya

" Pirst Secretary

Permancnt Delegation to the Committee on -
Disarmament

attaché
Permanent Delegation to the Committee on
Disarmament

Tddress: Residence Ramada (Room 72), 34 rue de Berne, 1200 Geneva.

Tel, No.: 31.02.41

Mr. Simeon Shitemi

Mr. George Njoroge Muniu

Delegation of Mexico
Address: 13 avenue de Budé, 1202 Geneva.

Mr. Alfonso Garcfa Robles

Mrs. Zadalinda Gonz£lez y Reymero
#MMr, Claude Hellexr

WMr. Miguel ingel Caceres

Miss Maria de los ingeles Romero
Miss Luz Marfa Garcia

T ———————

ES
Spouse present

Counsellor

Kenya Mission to the United Nations,
Now York .

Leader of the Delegation

First Secretary
Kenya Embassy, Bonn
Delegate

Tel. No.: 34.57.40

JAmbassador

Pormanent Representative of Mexico to
the Committee on Disarmament

Head of Delegation

Counsellor, Alternate Representative

First Secretary, Alternate Representative
(from 1 April 1981)

First Secretary, Alternate Representative
(up to 31 March 19681)

Second Secretary, Advisor
Secrctary to the Delegation
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Delegation of the Mongolian People's Republic . .
.ddress: 4 chemin des Mollies, 1295 Bcllevue, Geneva. Tel. No.: 7T4.19.74

#¥Dr. Dugersurengiin Erdembileg Ambassadox
Permanent Representative of the
Mongolian People’s Republic to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Mr. Iuvsandorjiin Bayart Ministry of Foreign Affairs,
Ulan Baatar

Mr. Sukh-Ochiryn Bold Permancnt Mission of the Mongolian People's
Republic to the United Nations Office at
Geneva

Mr. Sh.Ixhashid Second Szcretary

Permanent Mission of the Mongolian
People's. Bopublic to the United Nations
Office at Geheva

Delegation of the Kingdom of Morocco
Address: 22 chemin Frangois-Lehmann, 1218 Geneva. Tel. No.: 98.15.35

*¥Mr. Ali Skalli Ambassador
Permanent Répresentative of Morocco to
the United Nations Office at Geneva

Mr. Mohamed Chraibi First Secretary to the Permanent Mission
of the Kingdom of Morocco to the United
Nations Office at Geneva

Commander Mohamed .ixrassen Gencral Secretary of the Government in
Rabat

Mr, .bdelhamid Lakhouit Secretary of Foreign Affairs

Delegation of the Kingdom of the Nethcrlands
Address: 56 rue de Moillebcau, 1209 Gencva. Tel. No.: 33.73.50

Mr. Richard H. Fein imbassador Extraordinary and Plenipoten-
tiary
Permanent Representative of the Kingdom
of the Netherlands to the United Nations
Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

*
Spouse present
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. Delogation of the Kingdom of the Netherlands (contd. )

Mr. Hendrik Wagenmakers Counselloxr
Permanent Mission of the Kingdom of the
Nethorlands to the United Nations Office
at Geneva
“eputy Head of Delegation

Dr. A.J.J. Ooms Expert (Chemical W-apons)

Delegation of Nigeria
Addresst 32 chemin des Collombettes, 1211 Geneva 20. Tel. No.: 34.21.40/49

¥y, Olu Adeniji Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Nigeria to
the United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

MMy, M.B. Brimah Deputy Permanent Representative
Permanent Mission of Nigeria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Representative

My, J.0. Coker Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Nigeria to -the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Representative

WMy, W.0. Akinsanya Counsellor .
Permanent Mission of Nigeria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Representative

Mr. T. \guiyi-Ironsi Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Nigeria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Reprecsentative

Delegation of Pakistan . .
3ddress: 56 rue de Moillebeau, 1209 Geneve. Tel. No.: 34.77 .60

¥y, Mansur Jhmad imbagsador :
 Permanent Representative of Pakistan
#r. Monir Jkram ' Counsellor

Permanent Mission of Pakistan to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

My, Tariq altaf First Secretary
Permanent. Mission of Pakistan to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Wy, Salman Bashir Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Pakistan to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

*
Spouse present
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Delegation of Peru .
Address: 63 rue de Lausanne, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No.: 31.11.30_/31.11.39

Mr. Felipe Valdivieso Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Peru
to the United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Mr. Alvaro de Soto ' Minister Counscllor
Permanent Mission of Pemy to the
United Nations Office at Geneva-

Mr. Juan Aurich First Secretary
Permancent Mission of Peru to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Mr. Jorge Benavides First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Peru to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Mr. Augusto Thornberry Third Sccretary
Permenent Mission of Peru to the
United NMations Office at Geneva

Delegation of the Polish People's Republic
sddress: 15 cheémin de .1'incienne Route, 1218 Grand-Saconnex, Geneva.
Tel. No.: 98.11.61

¥Dr. Bogumi) Suika Ambassador,
Pormanent Representative of Poland to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of the Delegation

Mr. Bogdan Russin Counsellor,
| : Permanent Representvation of Poland to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Mr. Stanisfaw Konik Adviser to the Minister for Foreign Aiffairs,
Warsaw

Col. Jamusz Ciafowicz Ministry of Defemce; Varsaw

WMr. Tadeusz Strojwas ' First Secretary,

Permanent Representation of Poland to. the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Mr. Kazimierz Tomaszewski Adviser, Ministry for Foreign Affairs,
VWarsaw

Delegation of the Socialist Republic of Romania
Address: 6 chemin de 1a Perridre, 1223 Cologny, Geneva. Tel. No.: 52.10.90

Mr, Mircea Malita . lmbassador, Permancnt Representative. of
the Socialist Republic of Romania to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delcgation

Mr. Ovidiu Ionescu Counsellor .
Permenent Mission of the Socialist Republic
of Romania to the United Nations Office at
Geneva

*
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Delegation of the Socialist Republic of Romania foontd. }

Mr Teodor Melescanu

MMr, Leon Toader

Mr. Mihai Bichir

Colonel Arcedie Sasu

Delegation of the Democratic Socialist Re

First Secretary

Permanent Mission of the Socialist Republic
of Romenia to the United Nations Office at.
Geneva ‘

Pirst Secretary

Permanent Mission of the Socialist
Republic of Romania to the United Nations
Officc at Geneva

Second Secretary

Permenent Mission of the Socialist Republic
of Romenia to the United Nations Office at
Geneva,

Military Expert, Ministry of National Defence

blic of Sri Lanka

Address: 56 rue de Moillebeau, 1211 Geneva. Tel. No.: 34.93.40

Mr. Tissa Jayakodd&
Mr. HM.G.S. Palihakkara

Delegatbion of Sweden
Address: _32, ‘rue de Vermont, 1202 Geneva.

Mrs. Inga Thorssoh

*r. Curt Lidgard

Ambassador and Permaneht Representative,
Permancnt Mission of Sri Lanka to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Third Secretary,

Permanent Mission of Sri Lanka to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Tel. No.: 34.36.00

Under-Secretary of State
Ministry for Foreign iffairs
Head of Delegation

Ambassador

. Deputy Head of Delegation

¥y, Lars Norberg
#Mr. Carl-Mognus Hylteniu-
Mr. Hans Berglund

Mr. Georg .ndersson
Hr. Sture Ericson
Mrs. Gunnel Joning
Mrs. Ingrid Sundberg
Mr. Rune ?mgstriim_
Mr. Gustav Ekholm

t—

*
Spouse present

Counsellor
Counsellor

Colonel
Militaxy Adviser

Member of Parliament
Member of Parliament
Member of Parliament
Member of Parliament
Member of Parliament

Minister
Ministry for Foreign iffairs
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Delegation of Sweden {contd.)

Mr. U1f Ericsson

Dr.

Dr.

Dr.

Johan Imndin

Jan Prawitz

0la Dahlman

Lars Erik De Geer

Ministex
Swedish Embassy Vienna
Scientific Jddviscr

- National Defence Rescarch Institute
Scientific Adviser
Ministry of Defence
Scientific Adviser

National Defence Research Institute
Scientific Adviser

National Defence Research Institute
Scientific Adviser

Delegation of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics =
Address: ‘4 chemin du Champ de Bl&, 1292 Chambésy, Geneva.

Tel. No.: 58.10.03

Hir.

V.L.

B.P.

V.A.
L.i,
T.F,
V.P.
L.S.
V.M.
ALF,
V.V,

A.G.
Y.V.
I.8.
B.T.
G.A.
V.F.

Issraeclyan

Prokofiev

Semionov
Naumov
Dmitrichev
Perfiliev
Moshkov
Ganja
Kouzhetsob

Loshchinine

Doulyan
Kostenlko
Shcherbakov
Sourikov
Sokolsky
Kouleshov

x.
Spouse present

Heoad of Delegation, Ambassador,
Member of Collegium of the Ministry
of Foreign Affairs, Representative
of the USSR to the Committee on
Disarmament

Deputy Head of Delegation, Envoy,
Deputy Director, Department of
International Organisations, Ministry
of Foreign Affairs

Adviser, Ministry of Foreign Affa.i._r.s )
Adviser, Ministry of Foreign Affairs *
sdviser, Ministry of Foreign /iffairs
sdviser, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
sdviser, Ministry of Foreign iffairs
Adviser, Colonel, Ministry of Defence
Adviser, Ministry of Defence

Coungellor, Permanent Representation
of the USSR to the Office of the
United Nations and other Internaticnal
Organisations in Geneva

Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Expert ,' Ministry of Foreign ixffa'irs.
Expert '
Expert

Expert

Expert, Academy of Science A
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Delegation of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (contd.)

Mr. M.M. Ippolitov ‘ Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Mr. V.BE. Belashov Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mp. V.F. Pryakhin Expert, Ministzy of Fareign Affairs
Mr. S.B. Batsanov- Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. N.I. Chougounov Expert

Mr. A.P. Koutepov ] Expert

Mrs. L.V. Grachikova Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. S.N. Riukhine Expert, Ministry of Foreign .iffairs

Delegation of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland
address: 37-39 ruc de Vermont, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No.: 34.38.00

Mr. ‘David Summerhayes Ambagsador
' Head of Delegation
Mr. N.H, Marshall Counsellor

United Kingdom Delegation to the Committee
on Disarmament

Mr, B. Hoble - Counsellor o
Permanent Mission of the United Kingdom
to0 the United Nations Office at Geneva

Dr. i. Bebbington Chemical Defence Es*‘ba.blishment
Ministry of Defence, Porton Down
Dr. T.D. Inch Chemical Defence Establishment,

British Ministry of Defence

Mrs. J.I. Link Sccond Secretary 4
United Kingdom Delegation to the Committee
on Disarmament

Mrs. C.A. Boots . Arms Control and Disarmament Department,
Foreign and Commonwealth Office

Delegation of the United States of America )
Tddress: Botanic Building, 1-3 Avenue de la Paixy 1202 Geneva.
Tel. No.: 32.63.16

#Mr. Charles C. Flowerree imbassador, Head of Delegation,

United States Repregentative to the
Committeé on Disarmement .
Arms Control and Disarmament igency

#Mr, Frank P. DeSimone Altemnate Head of Delegation
‘ ‘ Arms Centrol and Disarmament .gency

¥r. Lowell R. Fleischer - Alternate Head of Delegation
' : Lrms Control and Disarmament Agency
Miss Katharine Critt-—“erger ' Adviser

Ayms Control and Disarmament iLgency

*
Spouse present _
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= Delegation of the United States of .america \conta.)

Dr. Robert Mikulak
¥Dr. John Miskel
‘Mr., Warren Heckrotte

¥Mr. Charles G. Pesarcy

Mr. Manuel Sanches-

Mr. Roger F. Scott

Miss Laura M. Shea

Mr. Jefferson E. Tréhton
Mr. F. Prescott Ward

Mr. Harry Wilson .

Iemﬁers of the.Delegation to the
identify Seismic events:
Mr. Ralph silewine
Missvhnn Kerr:

Mr. Richard Morrow

Mr. Donald Springer'

Mr. Iawrence Turnbull

Delegation of the Republic of Vanezuela

Adviscér

Arms Control and Disarmament dAgency
Adviser

Department of Energy

Adviser

Department of Energy

Adviser, Lt. Cclonel, US:, Organization
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, Department
of Defensc

adviser, Colonel, USA, Joint Chiefs or

‘Staff, Department of Defense

Ldviser, Colounel USMC, Joint Chiefs of
Staff, Department of Defense

Adviser
Ayms Control. and Disarmament igency

Adviser, Major, USAF, Office of the Secre-
tary of Defense, Department of Defense

Adviser, aberdeen Proving Ground,
Department cf Defense

adviser, Lt. Colonel, US4, Organization
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, Department
of Defense

,d Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to detect and

Defense -\dvanced Research Prcjects Lgency
Adviser

Defense idvanced Research Projects fhgency
adviser

irms Control.and Disarmement igency
Adviser

Department of Energy
Adviser

Départment of State
adviser

~ddress: 22 chemin Frangois-Lehmann, 1218 Grand-Saconnex, Geneva

Tel. No.: 98.26.21

Mr. idolfc R. Taylhardat

Mr. Reinaldo Rodriguez Navarro

*
Spouse present

". Permanent Representaﬁgve of Venezuela
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ambassador

to the Buropean Community, Brussels
Head of Delegation

ambassador

Permancnt Representative of Venezuela
to the United Nations Office af Geneva
Head of Delegation




Delegation of the Republic of Venezuela
Mr. Horacio .rteaga

Mrs. Romelia Majice de sdames

Miss Guillermina Da Silva.

Mr. Oscar .ndrés iguiler

r

contd.

Counsellor
Ministry of Foreign affairs

First Secrectary
Permanent Mission of Venezuela to the
Unitea Wations Officc at Geneva

First Secretary

Ministry of Foreign affairs

Second -Secretary
Permancnt Mission of Venezuela to the
Tnited Nations Office at Gencva

Delegation of the S;ocialist Federal Rembiic of Yugoslavia
Tel. No.: 46.44.33

Address: 5 chemin Thury, 1206 Geneva.

Dr. Marko Vrhunec ‘

Mr. Miodrzg Mihajlovié

Mr. Dragomir Djokid

> Brankovid

Mr, Vliade Veojvedid

Professcr Milorad Radotid

Deleogation of the Republi of Zel
£2. 1

2 by
Lddress: 32 rue de l'athdendd, 12

¥r, Bagbeni ..deito Nzengeya

N'Xongo Donton" Bwe.nd.a

i

{I-..

Mr. Longe B. Néaga

Mr.. Citcyen Osil Gnok

s . .
06 Geneva.

_ Parmansnt Missicn of-the B

JAmbasgsador

Permenent Representative fo the
United Nations Office in Gencva
Eezd of Delegation .
Specizl Adviser in tl‘a
for Foreign .ffairs, Be
Menoer of Delegation

]

Tad r::l Secretariat
1en

A3

Chizf of Section for Disarmament in the
Departnent for Intematicnal Orgenisations,
Fedoral Secretariat for Foreign .ffairs,

"Belgrads, Momber of Delegation

Counisellor

Pernmansnt Mission in Yugoslavia ¢ the
Tnited Netions Officze in Geneva

of Delegaticn

Mamber
Expert (Chemical Weapons)

(Radiclegical “eapons )

-nbzssador '
Perranent Repr\,senta ve of the Republic
of "“11‘* to the Tnited Fations Cffice in

manent. Representative of the
Zaire tf: thn United Nations
First Counsellor

epublic of Zalre
to thé
Member

United Wasions Office in Geneva,

cnd S\,crctar'\
Pﬂ*"nnﬂt Mission cf the Republ:.c of Zaire
to <he United Natioms Office a2t Geneva, .

tlemue
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HOW TO OBTAIN UNITED NATIONS PUBLICATIONS

United Nations publications may be obtained from bookstores and distributors
throughout the world. Consult your bookstore or write to: United Nations, Sales
Section, New York or Geneva.

COMMENT SE PROCURER LES PUBLICATIONS DES NATIONS UNIES

Les publications des Nations Unies sont en vente dans les librairies et les agences
dépositaires du monde entier. Informez-vous auprés de votre libraire ou adressez-vous
a : Nations Unies, Section des ventes, New York ou Gendve.

KAK IIOJIYYHTH H3IZAHHA OPFAHH 3AIHH OB BEAHHEHHBIX HAIHHA

Hananas Oprasnsaunn O6benunenHsIX Hanuil MOXHO XyDATL B KHHXHBLIX MAra-
SHHAX M ATeHTCTBAX BCO BCeX pafioHax Mupa. HapoAHTe CHPABKH 06 H3&RHAX B
BALIeM XHRAKXHOM MATA3HHE HIH NHIORTe RO aapecy: Opraumdanus O0befHEEHHLIX
Hann#t, Cexnun no npoaaxe n3gaunf, Huto-Flopk uinu Jenena. .

COMO CONSEGUIR PUBLICACIONES DE LAS NACIONES UNIDAS

Las pubheucmnu de las Naciones Unidas estdn en venta en librerias y casas distri-
buidorss en todas pertes del mundo. Consulte a su librero o dirfjase a: Naciones
Unidas, Seccién de Veatas, Nueva York o Ginebra.
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