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I. INTRODUCTIOH
1. The Committee on Disarmament submits to the thirty-seventh séssion of the
United Nations General Assembly its annual report on its 1982 sission, together with
the pertinent documents and records. This report also includes an account of the
organization of the Committee (Part II) and of the Committee's work based on the
agenda i;dopted for 1982 (Part III).
II. ORGANIZATION OF WORK OF THE COMMITTEE
A. 1482 Session of the Committee

2. The Committee was in session from 2 February to 2% April and from 3 August to
17 September 1902. During this period, the Committee held 39 formal plenary
meetings at which member States as well as non-member States invited to participate in
the discussions set forth their views and recommendations on the various questions
before the Committee.
b The Committee also held 35 informal meetings on its agenda, programme of work,
organization and procedures, as well as on items of its agenda and other matters.
4. In accordance with rule 9 of the Rules of Procedure, the following member States
assumed the Chairmanship of the Committee: Iran for February, Italy for Mareh,
Japan for April and tie recess between the first and second pairts of the 1982 session
of the Conmittee, Kenya for August and texico foi September and the recess until the
1933 session of the Committee.

B. Participants in the Work of the Committse

5. Representatives of the following member States particinated in the work of the
Committee: Algeria, Argentina, Australia, Belgium, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burwa, Canada,
China, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Egypt, Ethiopia, France, German Democratic Republic,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Hungary, india, Indonesia, Iran, Italy, Japan, Kenya,
Mexico, Mongolia, iorocco, Wetherlands, Wigeria, Pakistan, Peru, Poland, Romania,
Sri Lanka, Sweden, Union of 3oviet Socialist Republics, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, United States of America, Venezuela, Yugoslavia and Zaire. The
consolidated list of participants in the first and second parts of the session is

included as Appendix I to the report.
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C. Agenda for the 1982 session and Programme of Work for the
First and Secong Parts of the Session

6. At the 156th Plenary meeting on 18 February 1982, the Chairman submitted a
proposal on the Comr:ittee's provisional ager da for the 1962 session and the programme
of work for the first part of the session, in conformity with rule 29 of the rules of
procedure. In submitting that proposal, the Chairman made the following statement
(CD/PV.156):
"In connection with the adoption of the agenda for 1932 and the

prograsme of work for the first part of the session, it is understood

that the question of the non-stationing of nuclear wWeapons on the territories

of States where there are no such weapons' at present can be considered under

item 2 of the agenda, as was done last year,

Taking into account the views expressed, the Committee will decide
to hold informal meetings at an appropriate time to consider item | of the
agenda during the first part of the S8ession. The further treatment of this
item during the second part of the session will be decidec¢ in the light of
the situation then prevailing. 1In corsidering this ftem the recommendations
contained in General Assembly resolutions 36/97 -C and 36799 will be duly
taken into account."

1. At the safie plenary meeiins, the Committee adopted its agenda and programme of
work. Some delegations made statements in that connection. The text of the agenda
and programme of work for the fiprst part of the session {document CD/242) reads as
follows:

"The Committee on Disarmament, as tne mbltilateral hegotiating forum,
shall promote the attainment of general and complete disarmament under
effective international control.

“The Conmittee, taking into account inter alia the relevant provisions
of the Final Document of the first special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament, wili deal with the cessation of the arms race and
disarmament and other relevant Weasures in the following areas:

.



I.
II.
III.
Iv.
V.
VI.
VII.
VIII.
IX.

X.

Nuclear weapons in all aspects;

Chemical weapons;

Other weapons of mass destruction;

Convei.tional weapons;

Reduction of military budzets;

Reduction of armed forces;

Disarmament and develovment;

Disarmament and international security;

Collateral measures; confidence~building neasures; effective
verification methods in relation to appropriate disarmament
lieasures, acceptable to all parties concerned;

Comprehensive programne of disarmament leading to general and

complete disarmament under effective international control.

"Within the above framework, the Committee on Disarmaument adopts the

following agenda for 1932 uvhich includes items that, in conformity with the

provisions of section VIII of its rules of procedure, would be considered by

the Committee:

1.
2.
5.

1 9]
.
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tuclear test ban.

Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament.
Effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapons
States amainst the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.,
Chemical weapons.

New tynes of weapons of mass destructior and new systems of such weapons;
radiclogical weanons.

Comprehensive programme of disarmament.

Prevention of an arms race in outer space.

Consideration and adoption of:

(a) the special report to the second special gession of the
General Assembly of the Uniied Nations devoted to disarmament; and
(b) the annual report to the thirty~seventh session of the

General Assembly.

"The Committee will conduct its work bearings in wind the contribution

that it should make to the success of the second special session of the

General Assembly devoted to disarmament.



PROGRAMME OF WORK
"In complisnce with rule 28 of its rules of procedure, the Comnittee slso adopts
the following progremme of work for the first part of its 1982 sessions
2 «~ 16 ¥ebruary Statements in the plenary.
‘ Considerstion of the sgenda and progrsmme of work
as well as of the esteblishment of subsidisry

bodies on items of the agenda.2

17 = 235 February Nuclear test ban.

24 Pebraery - 5 March Cessetion of the nuclear arms race and nuclesr
disarmenent.

8 - 12 Maxrch Effective international arrangements to sasure

non=nuclear-weapon States against the use or

threat of use of nuclear weapons.

15 = 19 March New types of weapons of mess destruction end new
systems of such weaponsj radiological weepnns.

22 = 26 March Chemical weapons.

29 Msxrch - 6 April Comprehensive programme of disarmament.

7 = 23 April Congideration of the reports of the subsidiery

bodies; congideration and adoption of the
speciel report to the second special session of
the General Assembly of the United Nations
devoted to disarmanent.,
"Informal meetings of the Committee will be held st an appropriate time during the
first part of the session to consider item 7 of the agenda.
"Informel meetings of the Committee will also be held early during the session
to continue consideration of the modalities of the review of its membership, including
proposals submitted by members for the improved and effective functioning of the

Committee,"

g/ These questions will continue to be considered subsequently, if necessary, at
informal meetings of the Committee.

1/ Reports of subsidiary bodies that sre ready may be considered earlier,

5/ In accordance with rule 44 of the rules of procedure the draft report shall
be made evaileble to all member States of the Committee for considerstion ai least
two weeks before the scheduled date for its adoption.

b



8, At its 174th plenary nmeeting, .the Committee decided to close the first part of the

1982 session on 23 April and to begin the second part of the session on 3 August 1982.

9. During the second part of the 1982 session of the Committee, the Chairmen

submitted, at the 176th plenary meeting on 5 Lugust 1982, a proposal on the programme

of work for the second part of the session. At the same meeting, the Committee

adopted *the programme of ‘work proposed by the Chairmen (cp/304). It resds 28 followss
"In complisnce with rule 28 of its rules of procedure, the Committee on

Disarmement adopts the following programmeé of work for the second part of its 1982

session

3 - 6 August Statements in plenary meetings. Consideration of
the prograrme of work for the second part of *the
1982 sesgsinn, as well a8 of the establishment «f
additionel subsidisry bodies.

9 .13 August Chemical weaponse.

16 - 20 August Cessation of the nuclear arms rsce and nuclear
disarmanent.

23 . 27 August Nuclear test ban.

30 August - 1 September Prevention of an arms race in outer space.

2 -~ 3 September Effective international arrangements to assuse
non-nuclear-weapon States againet the use oTr
threst.of use of nuclear Weaponds.

6 - T September New types of weapons of mass destruction and
new systems of such weaponsj radiological
weapons.

8 - 9 September Comprehensive programme of disermament.

10 = 14 September Consideration of tae peports of gubsidiary bodies.

Consideration and sdoption of the annual report
to the General Assembly of the United Nations.

ﬁ/ The Ad Hoc Working Group on Chenicsl Weapons begen its work on 20 July.

6/ Informsl meetings of the Committee shall be held duriag this week under

item 5 of the agenda "New Types of Weapons.of Msss Destruction snd New Systens of

Such Weapons", with a view to examining proposals and suggestions pertaining to this
issue., Participstion of experts will be welcome in these proceedings. The informsl
meetings will be epen to States not members of the Comnittee and to their respective
experts.



"Plenary neetings shall be scheduled on a weekly basis, keeping in mind the
workload of the Committee and its subsidiary bodies.

"Tn accordance with previous decisions of the Cormittee (CD/292, para. 17) informai
meetings shall be held during the second part of the session on weys and means of
enhancing the effectiveness of the Cormittee's operations.

"Meetings of the ad hoc working groups will be convened after consultations
between the Chairman of the Cormitiece and the Chairmen of the ad hoc working groups
according to the circumstances and needs of the various groups.

"Ag decided by the Committee at its 167th plenary neeting, the Ad Hoc Group of
Scientific Experts to Consider Internationel Co-operative Measures to Detect and
Identify Seismic Lvents shall meet from 9 to 20 Lugust,

"Mhe Chairmen of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons will hold
consultetions with delegations on technical questions fron 2 to 6 fAugust,

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

10, At its 187th plenary meeting, on 16 September 1982, the Committee decided to close
its 1982 session on 17 Septenber,

D. Participation by Stotes not Members of the Comnittee
11. In-conformity with rule 32 of the Rules of Procedure, the fnllowing States not

members of the Committee attended plensry meetings of the Cornittee: Austria, Demmerk,
Finland, Greece, Holy See, Irelsnd, Msdagascar, Norway, Portugal, Senegal, Spain,
Switzerland, Tunisia, Turkey and Viet Nen.

12, The Committee received and considered requests to participate in its work from‘
Stetes not members of the Committee. In accordance with the Rules of Procedure, the
Comnittee invited:

(a) the representatives of ustria, Denmark, Finland, Greece, Ireland, Norway,
+Senegal and Spain to participate during 1982 in the discussions on the substantive
items on the sgenda at plenery and informsl meetings of the Cormittee, as well as in
the ‘meetings of Ad Hoc Working Groups established for the 1982 gession;

(b) the representative of Turkey t6 participete during 1982 in the discussions on
the substentive items on the agende at plensry and informal neetings of the Comnittee,
as well as in the meetings of the Ad Hoc Working Group on the Comprehensive Programne
of Dissrmenment; .

(¢) the representetive of Tunisis to participste during 1982 in the meetings of
the Ad Hoc Workinz Group on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament and the
Ad Hoc Working Group on Effective International Arrangements to Assure Hon-Nuclear
Weepon States Against the Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons; and
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(@) the representative of Switzerlend to participate during 1982 in the disoussions
on chemical weapons at plenary and informal meetings of the Cormittee, 3s well as in the
meetings’ of the Ad Hoc Working Group established on thet iter.

E. Proposal for an Addition to Rule 23 Of the Rules of Procedure
1%, On 13 September 1982, the Group of 21 v subnitted 2 working paper entitled
"Egtablishment of subsidiary organs" (CD/330), for pnssible consideration at the
1983 session of the Committee.

F. Consideration of the Modalities nf the Review nf the
Membership of the Committee and Relsted Matters

14. In accordance with the programme of work adopted for the first part of the

1982 session, the Committee held e number of informal meetings for the consideration of
that question, including proposals for the improved and effective functioning of the
Committee.

15, The Substentive asccount of the discussions on the subject since 1980, including the
first pert of the 1982 session, is contained in paragrephs 14-22 of the Special Report
of the Cormittee on Disarmament to the second, special session of the General fLssembly
devoted to disarmement (cD/292 snd Corr.l-}).gf

16, This subject was also dealt with in peregrephs 55, 56 end 62 of the Concluding
Document of the second speocial gession of the General Assembly devoted to

digsermement,< - 'hich are of direct relevance to the subject under consideration by the
Comnittee.

17. Af the second part of its 1982 session, the Comnittee held a number of informal
meetings and consultatioas for the consideration of the modalities of the review of its
membership including as requested by the General Assembly the guestion of an expsnsion,
consistent witn the need to enhance its effectiveness.. A&t those meetings the
Committee 2lso considered the question of its improved and effective functioning.

18, The Committee took into account the views expressed in the Final Document of the
first specisl session of the General Assembly devoted to Disarmement to the effect that
"for meximum effectiveness ses the negotiating body for the sake of convenience should

have a relatively small membership", and that there is a "continuing requirement for 8

1/ Algeria, Argentina, Brazil, Burma, Cuba, Bgypt, Ethiopia, India, Indonesia,

Iran, Kenys, Mexico, Morocco, Nigerio, Pskistan, Peru, Sri Lenka, Sweden, Verezuela,
Yugoslavia, Zaire.

8/ Also issued as Official Records of the General Assembly, Twelfth Sﬁecial Segsion,
Supplement No. 2 (4/8-12/2).

9/ A/s-12/32.




single multilateral disarmament negotiating forum of limited size taking decisinns cn
the basis of consensus". At the sane tine the interest shown by a number of States
seeking to become full members »f the C~anittee, in particuler iustrio, Bangladesh,
Finland, Ireland, Necrway, Senegal, Spain, Tunisis, Turkey and Viet Nam who addressed
formal emplications to the Canmittee on Disermeuent on this issue, was welconed. The
Committee recognizes the lagitimste concern of non-member Stotes in the success »f
disermement negotiations and their right t»~ participste in multileterel negoliations,
19. HNn objection in principle was raised to a limited .expansion of. the membershir,
but there are differentes nf Apinion over how best to deal with it in practice and in
conformity with the views cxpressed in the Finsl Document of the firet special sessinn
of the General Assenmbly devoted to dissrmament nentioned in the preceding paragreph.
Paragraph 20 of the Committee's special report to the second speciel sessinn of the
Genersl Asgembly devnted to disarnement indicates the different views held on this
matter.
20, The Committee is conscinus of the fact that requests for membership will be made
from time to time. It is exanining ways and mesns of dealing with tho present as well
as future requestss In this connection propossls were mede nn the question of
criteris and procedures for linited expsnsion, as well as on a possible revision of
the organizetional structure of the negeotieting forun, etc. The Commitiee intends to
cnntinue its exsmination of these matters during the 1983 sessinn and vuill report on
the results to the thirty-eighth regular sessinn of the United Natinns General Assembly.
2l. The Cornmittee also has hefore it seversl propnsals concerning its inproved and
effective funetioning (CD/200, €D/204, €D/330, CD/PV.150, €D/TV,185 and
Working Peper No. 45)s They embrace a variety of matters including procedure,
nrganization, duration of sessions, representetion, ratisnalization of werk programmes,
fuller particinpstion of non-member States, strengthening of the secretariat, etc. The
Committee intends to continue to give active consideration during its 1983 session t6
these proposals as well a@s nthers ithst may be made, snd will proceed to iimplement
those that obtsin consensus. It is fully aware of the need t» examine periodically
its work procedures and orgonization with a view to improving its performence as the
sole nultilatersl negntieting body for dissrmement nmeasures,
22, Meanwhile, the Crmmittee appreciates the participation of irnterested non-nembers
and will do everything possible under its rules of procedure io’ facilitate their
fuller participation in its work and that of its subsidiary bodies.

Ga Comnunications from Nen-Governmentel Organizetiong
23. In accordance with rule 42 of the Rules of Procedure, lists of all communications
from non-governmental organizations and persons were circulated te the Committee
(documents CD/NGC. 5 and 6).
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TII. SUBSTANTIVE WORK OF THE COMMTTTEE DURING ITS 1982 SESSION
24. The substantive work of the Committee during its 1982 session was baﬁed on its
agenda and programme of work adopted for the year. The list of documents issued
by the Committes, as well as the texts of those documents, are included as
Appendix IT to the report. 4n index of the verbatim reccrds by country and subject,
listing the statements made by delegations during 1982, and the verbatim records of
the meetings of the Committees are attached as Appendix IIT to the report.
25, The Committee bad before it a letter Aated 1 February 193¢ from the
Secretary-General of the United Nations (CD/231) trensmitting all the resclutions
on disarmament adopted by the General Assembly at its thirty-sixth session in 1981,

in particular those entrusting specific responsibilities to the Committee on

Disarmament:
36/84 nOessation of all test explosions of nuclear weapons'
36/85 "Implementation of General Assembly resolution 35/145 B"
36/89 wPrchibition of the development and manufacture of new types of

weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons"

36/92 E  '"Nuclear weapons in all aspects"

36/92 F  '"Report of the Committee on Disarmament"

36/92 X  "Prohibition of the nuclear neutron weapon'

36/92 M "Implementation of the recommendaticns and decigions of the
tenth special session"

36/94 "Conclusion of an international convention on the strengthening
of the security of non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons

36/95 "Conclusion of effective international arrangements tc assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of
nuclear weapons"

36/96 & "Chemical and bacteriological (biologieal) weapons

36/96 B "Chemical and bacteriological (biological) waapons”

36/97 B #Conclusion of an international convention prohibiting the
development, producticn, stockpiling and use of radiological
weapons"

36/97 C  "Prevention of an arms race in outer space"



36/97 E "Non-stationing of nuclear weapons on the territories of States
wvhere there are no such weapons at present”
36/97 G  "Prohibition of the production of fissionable material for weapons

purposes"
36/97 J '"Report of the Committee on Disarmement"
36/99 "Conclusion of a treaty on the vrohibiticn of the stationing of

weapons of any kind in outer space"
26, In the same letter, the Sccretary-General drew attention, in particular, to the
following provisions of those resolutions:
(1) In resolution 36/34, operative paragraph 4 urges all States members of
the Committeoc on Disarmement: (a) to bear in mind that the consensus rule
should not be used in such a manner as to prevent the establishment of subsidiary
bodies for the effective discharge of the functions of the ‘Sormittes;
(b) to support the creation by the Committee, as from the beginning of its
session in 1982, of an ad hoc working group which should begin the multilateral
negotiation of a treaty for ‘the prohibition of all nuclear-weapon tests;
(c) to exert their best endeavours in order that the Committee may transmit

to the Genaral Assembly at its second special session devoted to disarmament
the multilaterally negotiated text of such a treaty.

(2) In resolution 36/85, operative paragraph 5 reiterates the conviction of
the General Assembly that the Committee on Disarmament has an indispensable
role in the negotiation of a treaty prohibiting nuclear testing; operative
paragraph 6 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 boi treaty as a matter of the highest
priority at the beginning of its session to be held in 1982; operative
paragraph 7 alsc requests the Committee on Disarmament tc determine, in the
contaxt of its negotiations on such a treaty, the institutional and administrative
arrangements necessary for establishing, testing and operating an international
seismic monitering network and an effective verification system; operative
paragraph 8 further requests the Committee on Disarmament to exert 21l efforis
in order that the draft of such a treaty may be submitted +c the General Assembly
at the earliest possible date; operative paragraph 9 urges all members of the

=10=



Committee on Disarmament, in particular the nuclear-weapon States, to co-operate
with the Committee in fulfilling its mandate; and operative paragraph 10 calls
upon the Committee on Disarmament to repcrt on progress to the General Assembly
at its second special session devoted to disarmament and at its
thirty-seventh session.

(3) In resolution 36/89, operative paragraph 1 requests the Committee on
Disarmement, in the light of its existing priorities, to intensify 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 weaponsj
and operative paragraph 5 requests the Committee on Disarmament to submit a
report on the results achieved to the General Assembly for consideration at its
thirty-seventh scession.

(4) In resolution 36/92 E, operative paragraph 2 notes the decision of the
Committee on Disarmament to resume intensive consideration, at its gession to
e held in 1982, of the item on the cessation of the nuclear-arms race and
nuclear disarmament; operative paragraph 3 calls upon the Committee on
Disarmament, as a matter of priority and for the purpose of an early commencement
of the negotiations on the substance of the problem; to continue consultations
in which to consider, inter =zlia, the establishment of an ad hoe working group
on the cessation of the nuclear-arms race and on nuclear disarmament with a
clearly defined mendate; operative paragraph 4 deems it appropriate, as
envisaged in paragraph 50 of the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session,
that the Committee on Disarmament should proceed, as the first step, to the
consideration of stages of nuclear disarmement and their tentative content,
inter alia, the content of the first stage; operative paragraph 5 also deems
it appropriate to consider, within the framework of the discussion on the content
of measures to be carried out during the first stage, the question of the
cessation of the development and deployment of new types and systems of nuclear
weapons; and operative paragraph requests the Comnittee on Disarmament to
report on the results of those negotiations to the General Assembly at its

thirty-seventh session.
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(5) In resolution 36/92 F, operative paragraph 1 urges the Committee on
Disarmement io continue or undertake, during luw secgion i be held in
1982, substantive negotiaticny on thae nrizrity quettions of disermcment on
its agenda, in acrordance with the tpovicimmi . *te L.nal Document o. the
Tenth. Special Session of the Genexe! [asemhly end the other relevant
vesolutions of the L-_embly on icse guesticns anv, in order to reach that
goal, to provide the existing au ho. working grounmt uith appropriate negotiating
mandates and to establish, as a matter cf urgendy, an hoc vorking groups on the
cessation of the micleer-crms ra~e and nuclear discsmament end on the prohibition
of all nuclesr-weapons iests; operavive parsgraph 2 renuests the Committee on
Disarmament to complete, during ihe first part of its session in 1982, the
elaboration of a comprehensive programme of disarmament and to sabmit the
prograrme in time for consideration and adoption by the General Assembly at its
second special session devoted to disarmament, to be held from 7 June to
9 July 1982; operative paragraph 3 alco requests the Committee on Disarmament
to intensify its negotiations on priority questions of diarmament, sc that it may
be in a position to contribute, through concrete accomplishments, to the success
of the second special session devoted to dizarmsment; and operative paragraph 5
further requests the Committee on Disarmament to submit to the General Assembly
at its second special session devo’ed to disarmament a gpecial report on the
state of negotiations on the various cuestions under consideratisn by the
Committee and also to submit a report on its work to the Acsembly at its
thirty~-seventh session.

(6) In-rresolution 56/92 K, operative paragraph 1 requests the Committee on
Disarmament to siart without delay negotiations in an apprepriete organizational
framevork with a view to concluding a convention on the prohibition of the
production, stockpiling, deployment and use of nuclear neutron weapons; and
operative paragraph 3 recuesis the (onmittee on Disarmament tc submit a report
on this question to the General Assembly at its thirty-seventh session.

(7) 1In resolution 36/92 M, operative paragraph 4 reccmmends that the
Committee on Disarmament should concentrate iis work on the substantive and

priority items on its agenda with a view to achieving tangible results in order

-]



to contribute to the success of the second vpeciel gsession of the
Ceneral Assembly devoted i disarmament and to the accomplishment of the
taske set forth in the Declaration of the 2980s as the Second Disarmament Decade.

(8) In resolution 36/94, operative paragraph £ notes-with satisfaction that
in the Committee on Dicarmament there is once agein no objection, in principle,
to the idea of an international convention on effective international arrengements
to assure non-nuclear-weapon gtaies against the nze or threat of use of nuclear
weapons; operative paragraph 3 requeste the Committee on Disarmament to continue
the negotiations on the guestion of strengthening the security guarantees for
non-nuclear-weapon States during its cession in 15£2, and operative paragraph 4
calls upon all States participating in these negetiations to make efforts for
the elaboration and conclusion of an international convention on this matter.

(3) In resclution 36/95, vperative paragraph o notes with satisfaction that
in the Committee on Disarmament there is no objection, in principle, to the
jdea of an international conventioﬁ to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against
the use or threat of use of maclear weapons, although the difficulties as regards
evolving a common epproach acceptable to all have also been pointed outs;
operative paragraph 4 recommends thet further intensive efforis should be
devoted to the search for & weommon appreach™ or 'common formula" and that

the various alternative approaches, including in particular thoge considered
during the sescion of the Cormittee cn Disarmament held in 1981, should be
further explored in crder t¢ overcome the gifficulties; anc operative
paragraph 5 recommends that the Committee on Disarmament should actively continue
negotiations with a view to reaching eorly agreement and concluding effective
international arrangements to assure pon-nucleav-weapon States against the use
or threst of use of nuclear weapone, taking into account the widesprend~support
for the conclusion of an international convention and giving consideration to
any othexr proposals designed to secure the same objective.

(10) 1In resclutior 36,96 i, operative paragraph 3 urges the Committee on
Disarmament to ccmtinue, as fron the beginning nf its seasion to be held in
1982, negotiations on & aultilateral conveniion.on the complete and effective

prohibition of the development, predunction and stockpiling cf all chemical

13~



weapons and on their destruction as a matter of high priority, taking int
acoount all existing proposels and future initiatives, and in particular to
re-aotablish ite Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons with an appropriately
reviaq§ mandatve enabling the Committee to achleve agreement on a chemical
weapons convention at the earliest date; and operative paragraph 4 requests

the Committee on Disarmament to report on the results of its negotiations to the
General Assembly at its second speciml session devoted to disarmament, to be
held in 1982, and at its thirty-seventh session.

(11) In resolution 36/96 B, operative paragraph 3 urges the Committee on
Disarmament to continue, as from the beginning of its session to be held in
1982, negotiations on a multilateral convention on the prohibition of the
development, production and stockpiling of all chemical weepons and on their
destruction as a matter of high priority, taking into account all existing
proposals and future initistives, and in particular to re-establish its
Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons, with an appropriately revised mandate
enabling the Committee to achieve agreement on a chemical weapons convention
at the earliest date.

(12) In resolution 36/97 B, operative paragraph 1 calls upon the Committee
on Disarmament to continue negotiations with a view to an early conclusion
of the elaboration of a treaty prohibiting the development, production,
stockpiling and use of radiological weapcns, in order that it may be submitted
if possible to the General Assembly at its second special session devoted to
disarmament, to be held in 1982; and operative paragraph 2 takes note, in this
connexion, of the recommendation of the Ad Hoc Working Group, in the report
adopted by the Committee on Disarmament, to set up at the beginning of its
session to be held in 1982 a further 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.

{13) In resolution 56/97 C, operative paragraph 3 requests the Committee
on Disarmament to consider, as from the beginning of its session in 19682, the
question of negotiating effective and verifiable agreements aimed at preventing
an arms race in outer space, taking into account all existing and future
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Committee on Disarmament to concider as & matter of priority the question of
negotinting an effective and verifiable agreement to prohibit anti-satellite
systems, as an important step towards the fulfilment of the objectives set out
in paragraph 3 above; and operative pregraph 5 requests the Committee on
Disarmament to report on its consideration of this subject to the

General Assembly al 1tu thirty-seventh session.

(14) 1In resolution 36/97 E, operative paragraph 1 requests cace again the
Committee on Disarmament to proceed vithout delay to talks with a view %o
elaborating an international agreement cn the non-stationing of nuclear weapons
on the territories of Jtates where there are no such weapons at present; and
operative paragraph 4 requests the Committee on Disarmament to submit a report
on the question to the General Assembly at its thirty-seventh session.

(15) In resolution 36/97 G, the operative paragraph reguests the Committee
on Disarmament, at an appropriate stage of its werk on the item entitled
"Nuclear weapons in all acpects", to pursue its consideration of the question
of adequately verified cessetion and prohibition of the production of
fisgionable material for nuclear weapons and other nuclear explosive devices
and to keep the General Assembly informea of the progress of that consideration.

(16) 1In resolution 36/97 J, operative paragraph 2 recommends that the first
review of the membership of the Committee on Disarmament should be completed,
following appropriate consultatic among Member States, during the
second special nession of ihe Ger 1 Assembly devoted to disarmament; and
operative paragraph 3 reaffirms & t States not members of the Committee on
Disarmement should, upon their rejquesv, continue to be invited by it to
participate in the work of the Committee.

(17) In resolution 36/99, operative paragraph 2 requests the Committee on
Disarmament to embark on negotiations with a viev to achieving agreement
on the text of an appropriate international treaty, to prevent the spread
of the arms race to outer space.

27. By the same letter and in compliance with paragraph 7 of resolution 36/92 G
and paragraph 5 of resolution 36/97 D, the Secretary-General transmitted to the
Committee the study on the relationship between disarmament and development, as

contained in document A/36/356 and Corr.l, and the study of the institutional
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arrangements relating to the process of disarmament, as contained in

document A4/36/392. ‘' In accordance with General Assembly resolutions 36/89, 36/9¢ X,
36/97 B, 36/97 C and. 36/97 E, the Secretary-General also transmitted to the Committee
all documents. relevant to the subjects considered by those resclutions.

28. At the 150th plenary meeting of the Committee on 2 February 1982, the
Personal Representative of the Secretary-General and Secretary of the Committte
conveyed to the Committee a message from the Secretary-General at the opening-

of the 1982 session (CD/234).

29.. The Committee also had before it a letter dated 3 August 1982 from the
Secretary-General of the United Nations to the Chairman of the Committee on
Disarmament (CD/300) in connection with those paragraphs of the Concluding Document
df the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament which
areé of direct relevance to the work of the Committee,

30. In addition to the documents listed under specific agenda items, the Committee
received the following documents:

(a) Document CD/235, dated 4 February 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Romania, entitled "Messages from the President of the Socialist Republic of Romania,
Nicclae Ceausescu, addressed to Leonid Brezhnev, General Secretary of the Commnist
Party of the S:)viet Union and President of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet
of the USSR, and to Ronald Reagan, President of the United States of America, concerning
the Geneva negotiations on the halting of the deployment in Burope and the withdrawal
from that continent of medium-range missiles",

(b) Document CD/236, dated 4 February 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Romania, entitled "Appeal of the Romanian Parliament to the Parliaments, the
Governments and the peoples of the Furopean countries, the United States of America
and Canada".

(¢) Document CD/237, dated 4 February 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Romania, entitled "Appeal by the people of Romania, to the peoples and forward~
looking democratic forces of the world, for disarmament and peace, security,
independence and progress".
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(d) Document CD/240, dated 10 February 1982, submitted by che delegation of
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics entitled "Excerpts from the report on the
reception by L.I. Brezhnev, Ceneral Secretary of the Central Committee of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union and Pr:sident of the Presidium of the Supreme
Soviet of the USSR, of representatives of the Advisory Council of the Socialist
International on Disarmament®.

(e) Document CD/241, dated 17 February 1982, submitted by a group of
socialist Statesig/ entitled “Considerations relatinm to the organization of work
of the Committee on Disarmament in the course of its 1982 session".

(f) Document CD/262, dated 17 March 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Romania, entitled "Scientists and Disarmament'.

(g) Document CD/267, dated 24 March 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Yuzoslavia, entitled "A Statement 1ssued by the Presidency of the Socialist
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia'. _

(n) Document CD/297, dated 28 July 1982, submitted by the delegation of
fomania, entitled "Appeal of the Romanian peonle to the United Nations General
rasembly at its special session devoted to disarmament: for disarmament, for a
Earope without nuclear weapons, for a world of peace!l'.

(1) Document CD/315, dated 19 August 1982, submitted by the delegation of
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Averting the growing nuclear
mreat and curbing the arms race: Memorandum of the USSR",

A. Nuclear Test Ban

%23. ‘The item on the agenda entitled "Nuclear Test Ran" was considered by the
Committee, in accordance with its programme of work, during the periods from

17 to 23 February and from 23 to 27 August.

32. The Committee had before it the progress reports on the thirteenth and
feurteenth sessions of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider
International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Evyents, as
contained in documents CD/260 and CD/318. The Ad lloc Group met from 1 to 12 March
and from 9 to 20 August 1932.

3%, 1In addition, the following new documents were presented to the Committee in

connection with the item:

10/ Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Republic, Hungary, Mongeclia,
Poland, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics.
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(a) Document CD/257, dated 8 March 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Sweden, entitled "An International System for the Detection of Airborne Radio-
activity from Nuclear Explosions".

(b) Document CD/259, dated 12 March 1382, submitted by the delegation of the
German Democratic Republic, entitled "Draft mandates for ad hoc working croups on a
nuclear teat ban, and the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament".

(¢) Document CD/287, dated 20 April 1982, submitted by Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia,
Gepman Democratic Republic, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland and Union of Soviet
Socialist Republies, entitled "Proposal for the establishment of an ad hoc
working group under Item 1 of the agenda entitled 'Nuclear Test Ban'."

(d) Document CD/310, dated 11 August 1982, submitted by Norway, entitled
"Working paper on a prototype system for international exchange of seismological
data under a comprehensive test ban treaty".

(e) Document CD/312 and Corr.l, dated 11 August 1982, submitted by the
delegation of the Netherlands, entitled "Nuclear test ban".

(f) Document CD/319, dated 23 August 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Japan, entitled "WMO Co-operation in International Seismic Data Exchange".

34. The Committee also had before it the relevant parts of document CD/293 and

Corr.l of 1 June 1982, entitled "Tabulation of proposals concerning nuclear

disarmament made between the establishment of the United Nations and the convening

of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarwament"”,

which was prepared by the Secretariat at “he request of the Chairman of the

Committee (CD/PV.116).

35. At its 167th and 183rd plenary meetings on 30 March and 31 August 1982, the
Committee adopted the recommendations contained in the progress reports on the
Thirteenth and the Fourteenth Sessions of. the Ad Hoec Group of Scientific Experts

to Consider International Co-operative Measures to Depect and Identifv Seismic

Events. A numbar of delegations commented on those reports.

36. Upon the decision taken by the Committee on 31 August 1932, the Chairman

of the Committee addressed a letter to the Secretary-Genaral of the World
Meteorological Organization {WMO) requesting the latter to take steps to make

necessary arrangzments to enable the Ad Hoc Group to continue to utilize the

GTS on a regular basis for the transmission of seismic data in order to detect

and identify seismic events. 1In response to this request, the Deputy Secretary-General
of the WMO addressed a letter to the Chairman of the Committee, dated 6 September 1982,
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stating that the question would be submitted to.the Eighth Session.of the WMO
Commission for Basic Systems, meeting in Geneva in January 1983, and to the niabh
WMO Congress, to be held in Geneva in May 1983, for consideration, and that the
Chairman of the Committee would be informed of the decisions taken by the
appropriate WMO bodies.

37. in account of the consideration of ths agenda item since 1979, including

the first part of the 1982 session, was contained in paragraphs 25-40 of the
Special Report of the Committee on Disarmament to the second special session of
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. (CD/292 and Corr.1l~3)

33. In accordance with its programme of work for the period of 2-16 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 its session and subsequently, a number of informal meetings on the
establishment of an ad ' - working group on item 1, "Muclear Test Ban".

39, Various proposals for a mandate were considered, as well as suggestions
made by the Secretary of the Committee and Personal Representative of the
Secretary-General. At its 173rd plenary meeting on 21 April 1982, the Committee
decided to establish an ad hoc working group with the following mandate (CD/291):

"In the exercise of its responsibilities as the multilateral disarmament
negotiating forum in accordance with paragraph 120 of the Final Document. of - the
first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, the
Committez cn Disarmament decides to establish an ad hoc working group under
item 1 of its agenda entitled 'Nuclear Tes: Ban'.

"Consider ing that discussicn of specific issues in the first instance may
facilitate progress toward negotiation of a nuclear test ban, the Committee
requests tie ad hoc working group to discuss and define, through substantive
examination, issues relating to verification and compliance with a view to
making furthsr prograss toward a nuclear test ban.

"The ad hoc working group will take into account all existing proposals and
future initiatives, and will report to the Committee on the progress of its
work before the conclusion of the 1982 session. The Committee will thereafter
take a decision on subsequent courses of action with a view to fulfilling its
responsibilities in this regard.”
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40. At its 178th plenary meetinz on 12 Aiugust 1982, the Committee decided to
nominate the representative of Sweden as Chairman of the Workinm Grour.
41. The Ad Hoc Working Group held 10 meetings between 13 .ugust and 13 September 1982,
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 (CD/332).
42, At its 188th plenary meeting on 17 September 1982, the Committee adopted the
report of the Ad Hoc Working Group, which is an interral part of this report and
reads as follows:
""I. INTRODUCTION
"l. At its 173rd plenary meeting, on 21 .pril 1582, the Committee on Disarmament
adopted the following decision relative to item 1 of its agenda:
'In the exercise of its responsibilities as the multilateral disarmament
negotiating forum in accordance with paragraph 120 of the Final Document of
the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, the
Committee on Disarmament decides to establish an ad hoc working group under
item 1 of its agenda entitled 'iuclear Test Ban'.
Considering that discussion of specific issues in the first instance
may facilitate progress toward nesotiation of a nuclear test ban, the Committee
requests the ad hoc working zroup to discuss and define, throuth substantive
examination, issues relating to verification and compliance with a view to
making further progress toward a nuclear test ban.
The ad hoc working group will take into account all existing proposals
and future Initiatives, and will report to the Committee on the progress of its
work before the conclusion of the 1532 session. The Committee will thereafter
take a decision on subsequent courses of action with a view to fulfilling its
responsibilities in this resard.’ (CD/291)
“II. ORGANIZATION OF WORK 4ND DOCUMENT:/TION
"2, At its 178th plenary meeting, on 12 lugust 1982, the Committee on Disarmament
appointed fAmbassador Curt Lidgard (Sweden) as Chairman of the sd Hoc Working Group.
In the absence of Ambassador Lidgard, Mr. Carl-Magnus tiyltenius, Deputy Head of the
Delegation of Sweden, acted as Chairman of the Working Group. Miss Aida Luisa Levin,

United Nations Centre for Disarmament, served as Secretary of the Working Group.
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3. .t the 178th plenary meetinm of the Committee on Disarmament, on 12 august 1982,
the delerntions of two nuclear-weapon States announced their decision not to participate
in the ad Hoc Workinrm Group. & number of delegations regretted that decision and
expressed the hope that it would be reconcidered =t an early date.
“4, Lt their request, the Committee on Disarmament decided to invite the
renresentatives of the following States not members of the Committee to participate in
the meetinas of the ¢ Hoc Working Group: dustria, Denmark, Finland, Greece, Ireland,
vorway, Senesal and Spain.
"5 . The Workinz Group held 1C meetings between 135 Ausust ana 13 September 1982.
w6, In addition tn tho official documents of the Committec on Pisarmament circulated
under item 1 of its agenda, other documents were submitted to the id Hoc Working Group
during the 1982 session. These documents included the following:

Working paper entitled -Nuclear Test Fan', submittia by the Netherlands

{(CD/NTB/WP.1 and Corr.l)

Working paper on international verifitation systens for a nuclear test ban,

submitted by Sweden (CD/NTB/WP.2)
In addition, the Sucrctariat prepared a list of documents relating to the question of
a nuclear test ban, submitted to the Conference of the Eighteen-Nztion Committee on
Disarmament, the Confarence of the Committee on Disarmament and the Committee cn
Disarmament (CD/NTB/INF.1l}.
«7. On 17 August 1982, the delegation of Torway demonsitrated for members of the
ad Hoe “aricing Group a prototype system for an international seismic data exchange
under a comprchensive tost ban, using a low-cost micro-processor based system.

STIT.  SUBSTANTIVE WORK DURING THE 1932 SESSION

"8. In carryins out its mandate, the id Hoc Working Group bore in mind that, in
aecordance with the decision of the Cosmittee on Disarmament referred to in paragraph
42.1 above, the Working frour should take account of all existing proposals and
future initiztives.
"2, It was generally recopnized that in the examination of issues relating to
verification and compliance, consideration should be civen to all relevant aspects of
a nuclear test ban. In this conneetion, a number of delegations argded, on the basis
of parasraph 31 of the Final Docunent of the first special session of the
General Assemblyv devcted to disarmament, that = meaningful examination of issues

relating to verification and comjliance would only be possible after agreement had been
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reached on the scope of a nuclear test ban treaty. Othzr delegations arpgued thot it
was not necassary Lo reach agreement on sccpe; work could proceed on the basis of
cortain broad assumptions. Different viocws were expressed on various fundamental
aspects of a nuclear test ban. Some delergations were of thy view that the work of
the iAd Hoc Working Group should be based on the understandin: that issues relating to
verification and compliance should he examined as applied to a tieaty which would
proaibit all test explosions of nuclear weapons in any environncnt, would be of unlimited
duration, would provide for a solution, acceptable to all parties, of ths problem of
underground nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes and would include among its
participants all nuclear=-wveapon States. Other delegations, calling attention to the
preamble of the 1963 Partial Test Can Treaty, econsidered that a treaty on a nuclear
test ban should aim at the general and complete cessation of nuclear-weapon tests by
all States in all environments for all time. In their view, such a treaty should be
equitable and non-~discriminatory so as to attract universal adherence and should
include a verification system that guaranteed equal access to all States. Still other
delegationa held that any nuclear test ban must necessarily cover both nuclear-weapon
tests and nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes, and that issues of verification ef
and compliance with such a ban should be cxamined as applied to a future treaty which
wculd ban all such explosions. Certain delegations considered that this ban should
apply to all nuclear explosions in all environments for all time. In this
connection, the view was also expressed that the importance of peaceful nuclear
explosions should not be underestimated. Some delegations suggested that it was
necessary to give consideration to 2ll possible methods for the tescting and
qualitative improvement of nuclear weapons, such as laboraztory tests and simulation
techniques. Other delegations recalled the report of th: Secretiry-General on a
comp:rehensive nuclear test ban (CD/35) in which it was statsd that ‘it can be
contended that a comprehansive test ban could noi cover laberatory tests because they
are contained and not verifiable?. The view was however expressed that more recent
technological advances, especially in simulation techaniques, have added a new
dimension to nuclear testing and qualitative improvement of nuclear arsenals.
Laboratory tests, especially since these are not verifiable, provide an aavantageous
edge to some States. R

"10. It was not possible for the Aid Hoc Working Group to reach agreement on a work
programme. A number of delegations strongly resretted this ang pointed out that the
lack of a work programme had only permitted the Working Group to have a general and

largely unstructured exchange of views on the subject matter entrusted to it under
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its mandate. During the first part of the Working Group's proceedings, efforis were
made to reach agreement on a programme of work based on the Chairman's proposal and
those from delegations. At the same time, there wac also = general exchange of views
on basic questions relating to a nuclear test ben. In light of the =bsence of a
work programme, the Working Group followed the oral suggestion of the Chairman and
devoted its last three substantive meetings to a continuation of the exchange of views
and focused on general aspects of the gquestion of verification end compliance,
including the purposes, general requirements and effectiveness of verification, and on
various specific aspects, such as, international seismic monitcring, the question of
the need to consider atmospheric detection methods, the role of national technical
means, the role of on-site inspection, committes of experts and procedures and
mechanisms for consultation and co-operation. A number of delegations stated that
their acceptance of this method of work was only a temporary measurc to allow the
Working Group to proceed during this session. & number of other delegations were of
the view that, in spite of the absence of & formal work programme, the Working Group
had been able, under the guidance of the Chairmen, to have a fruitful and streamlined
consideration of issues of verification of and compliance with a comprehensive test
ban in the exercise of its mandate.

"J1. Tt was felt that in discharging its task, the Ad Hos Working Group should draw
on the knowledge end experience that had been accumulated over the years in the
consideration of a comprehensive test ban in the successive multilateral negotiating
bodies and in the trilateral negotiations.

"9, The examination of issues relating to verification and compliance covered
general aspects of the subject. Some delegations stated that the majority of
countries were convinced that the means of verification presently available were
sufficient to provide reasonable assurance of compliance with a nuclear test ban treaty.
In this connection, they made reference to the statement of the United Nations
Secretary-General to the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament on 29 February 1972,
relating to a comprehensive test ban, in which the Secretary~General had, inter alia,
stated the following:

'T believe that all the technical and scientific aspects of the problem
have been so fully explored that only a political decision is now necessary in
order to achieve final agreements s.ecsvesesscsosssccsscstrssnssrsscssscsovennss

When one tokes into account the existing means of verification by seismic
and other methods, and the possibilities provided by intermational procedures of
verification such as consultation, inguiry and what has come to be known as
tverification by challenge! or 'inspection by invitation', it ig-difficult to

understand further delay in achieving agreement on an underground test ban.
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In the light cf all these considerations, I share the inescapable conclusion
that the potfential risks of continuing underground nuclear weapon tests would
far outweigh any possible risks from ending such tests.! (CCD/PV,545,

29 February 1972)
Other dalegations stated that the adequacy of verification was not simply = question
of yield or detection level nor was it something that could be defined collectively.

Rather it is based on a cembination of factors and is determined by each State
individually based on its national interests.

"13. Some delegations, while recognizing that it was important to clarify technical
problems connected with verificaticn of a nuclear test ban treaty, held that at some
point a political decision should be taken, for, otherwise, there would be a danger
that, as in the past, the guestion of verification would be used as a smoke-screen to
cover up the lack of political will and delay indefinitely the conclusicn of a
comprehensive test ban treaty.

"l4. Some delegations held that those delegations which felt that there were still
obstacles to be surmounted should point out what those obstacles were. Certain
specific queries were addressed to the nuclear-weapon States that had béen engaged
in the trilateral negotiations relating to the existing means of verification and
those proposed under an international seismic data exchange system, in particular
the specific technical parameters of what, in their view, would constitute adequate
verification. The three nuclear-weapon States were also asked to specify what were
the 'important areas where substantial work [had] still to be done', as stated in
paragraph 23 of the '"Tripartite Repert to the Committee on Disarmament’ (cp/130).

“15. One of the Parties to the trilateral negetiations noted that it shared the
conviction that the existing means of verification were adequate to assure compliance
vith a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests. It
explained that, as far as verification on a multilateral basis was concerned, agreement
had been reached in the trilateral negotiations and that the outstanding questions
were those mentioned in paragraphs 12 and 22 of the Tripartite Report.

“16. The other two participants in the trilateral negctiztions reiterated the statement
contained»in paragraph 23 of the Report. They also pointed out that it could not be
presumed that all technical problems had been solved. In their view, conclusions
relating to the capabilities of the verification systc~ could only be reachéa when
the characteristics of the system were known, but, as yet, there was no agreement on

the precise parameters of such a system nor was such a system in existence. Beyond
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that, they noted that the conduct cf nuclear explosions, regardless of yield or

ostensible purpose, could provide weapons-related benefits. They, therefore, argued
that the question of adegquacy could not be locked 2t as a questicn of merely

establishing an 'adequate’ detection level in terms of yizld of nuclear explosions.

In their opinion, a determinaticn of adequacly invoclved a whole complex of issues

and was a matter for political decision by each Government in light of its naticnal

requirements and the circumstances oprevailing ~t the time the decision was called for.

17. In comnection with the above comments, some delegations mads the following

observations. First, it wes said that it could not be argued that the characteristics

of the verification system were, as yet, unknown fcr they had slready been specified
in great detail in the first tuwo reports of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Expgrts

to consider international co-operative measures to datect and identify seismic

events (CCD/553 ~nd Corr.l, CCD/558/Add.1 and Corr.l and {D/43 and Add.1). Secondly,

it was pointed out that the question of what would constitute an ‘'adequate' detection

level in terms of yield of nuclear explosions, nad been raised becausc those two
nuclear-weapon States had consistently held in the pasi fhet that guestion was crucial
io the conclusion of a nucleer %est ban treaty. Thirdly, the two nuclear-weapon

States were asked to explain what was the vhole complex of issucs involved in a

determination of adeguacy. Finally, it tas pointed out that the required political

decision had to be taken on the basis of certain objective and mutually accented
norms and it should be the task of the Working Group to develop such norms.

18, Other delcgations reiterated that the-system proposed by the Ad Foc Group of
Scientific Experts was not in operation. In response to this observation, it was
argued that since the specific characteristics of the proposed syctem werz already
¥nown it was not necessary to aﬁait its being put into cperatiocn in order to
determine its capabilities.

"19, Some delegations, referring to the purposes and general requirements of
verification, held that any verification system should provide confidence that the
Parties observed their treaty otligations, deter them from conducting clandestine
activities contrary tc the treaty and counteract unfounded sucpicion about naturally
occurring events. These delegations further considered that technical and political
requirements to satisfy those three tasks might be guite different and that although
some technical capabilities of a verification system could be agreed upon, it vas
difficult to assess the overall capabilities and the adequacy nf any verification

system vwithout knowing the political reqguirements of individual countries. These
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delegations, therefore, suggested that it was neither possitle nor necessary to make
a general asscssment of the adequacy of verification systems and that such assessment
should be mada on a national basis in light of national political requirements.

The need to demonstrate the :political will and firm commitment necessary for the
fulfilment of treaty obligations wasz, however, stressed.

"20, Some delegations peinted cut that, due te a varicty of factors, different
countries had different possibilities to monitor ccmpliance with a nuclear test ban
by national technical means alone and that an internaticnal verification systenm
should serve to even out such differences., Cther delezations deemed that a
conbination of national technical means, international exchange of seiemic data
and other measures of internaticnal co-operation, such as, procedures for ccnsultation
and co=operation and on-site inspection 'by challenge' in case of suspicious events,
viould provide adequate means of verification. As noted earlier, some delegations
felt that the verification system of a nuzlear test ban treaty should apply egqually
to all States and provide equal access to all. In that connection, it was suggested
that clarification should be provided to the points raised in document CD/181 and
in the synthesis, prepared by the Secretariat, of the discussions in the Committee on
Disarmament on agenda items 1 =nd 2 during the informal meetings devoted to those
items in March and April 1981 (CD/UN.SUMM/1).

"21. The discussion also covered specific aspects of the guesticn of verification
and compliance, as set forth below,

¥22, Reference was made to the work of the Al H~c Group of Scientific Experts to
consider international co-operative measures to detect and identify seismic events.
Mention wvas also made of the co~operative seismic monitoring weasures envisaged in
the trilateral negotiations, as outlined in the Tripartite Raport, including the
egtablishment of an international exchange of seismic data and the setting up of a
conmitiee of experts. lome delegations were of the view that the establishment of
an international system for the exchange of scismic data was 2 task of the highest
priority. In their view, such ~ system should be in place before a comprehensive
test ban treaty entered into force. Other delegations considered that the system
should be set up in connection *iith a comprehensive test ban treaty and after such
a treaty had entered into force. Some delegations felt that in the implementation
of the system account should be taken of advanced available scientific and
technological developments., They pointed out that, otherwise, those countries that
vould have to depend on the services of the international seismic data exchange

system, would not have equal access to all the available information. Cther delegations
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argued that for the system to be accessible to all parties it should be based on
widely used technology which all parties cculd afford. In addition, some delegations
paintained that there vas a slose relationship between political negotiations on a
nuclear test ban treaty and technical work on a verification system and that the
latter should not be carried out as if it were an open—ended exercise that could go
on indefinitely so as to take account of every scientific and technological advance.

Furthermore, these delegations feclt that, as noted earlier, the hasic elements of
an international systom for the exchange of seismic data vere already contained in
the first two reports of the .id Hez Group of Scientifio Experts. L number of
delegations suggested that consideration should be given to the institutional aspects
of an international scismic monitoring system and attention was drawn to the
illustrative list of subjecis contained in document CD/95. In the cpinion of various
other delegations, it would not be appropriate for the Working Group to uncdertake
the consideration of such subjects at this time.

"23. Different views were expressed concérning‘the need to examine methods for ths
detection of airberne radioactivity. Some delegations held that a nuclear test ban
should include an integrated international monitoring systen, comprising atmospheric
as well as seismic detection methods. In that connection, it was suggested that the
mandate of the Ad Hoc Group of Scicntific Experts should be broadened to include the
examination of atmospheric detection methods. Other delegations felt that there was
no need to revise the mandate of the 3d Hoc Group of Scientific Bxperts. In this
view, it was unnecessary to devote attention to verification issues relating to tests
within the scope of the prohibitions contained in the Partial Test Ban Treaty, since
compliance with that Treaty had not given rise to problams in the nearly 20 years it
had been in force.

24, A suggestion was made that under a new and broader mandate, the Ad Hoc Group of
Scientific Experts should be subordinated to the Ad Hoc Working Group cstablished
under item 1 of the agenda of the Committee on Disarmament. Scme delegations stated
that the current link betiteen the Committee on Disermamont end the Ad Hoe Group of
Scientific Experts should be waintained.

"25, With respect to naticnal technical means,, some delegations referred tc the
relevant sections of the Tripartite Report. In their opinion, national geismic
stations would actually be the basis of the whcle verificotion systen, since these
stations would provide the data on which judgments as to vhether or nct = ban vas
being observed by the parties would be made. In addition te this, an international
exchange of seismic data as well as other international co-operative measures would
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give all parties ample opportunities to take part in the verification process.

Other delegations held that national technical means alon2 were not adeguate for

the effective verification of a nuclear test ban 2nd that, as noted carlier, given
the differences in the national techni.al capabilities of States to monitor
compliance with such a ban, an international verification system that provided

aqual access to all parties wns neoded to help reduce asameir:s t or technionl
inequalitiea, thus creating the requisite confidence that the ban was being complied
with by all parties.

6. Concerning on-site inspections, some delegations were of the view that provision
for such inspections could be made on a voluntary basis clong the lines of the
procedure set forth in the Tripartite Report. Mt the same time, these Jelegations
streased that such inspections would not add much to the capability of the
verification system. Other delegations emphasized the importance of on-site
inspection to clarify the nature of ambiguous evenis and contended that provision
for on-site inspection on a voluntary basis only would be insufficient to build
confidence and tec develop an cffective verification system.

27. With respect to procedures for consultation and cc-operation, scme delegntions
pointed to the procedures envisaged in the trilateral negotintions as outlined in
the Tripartite Report. A suggestion vas wmade that, in addition to arrangements

for bilateral and multilateral consultrticons among Parties, provision should be made
in a nuclear test ban treaty for the establishment of two committees. One wculd be
a technical body entrusted with the task, inter alis, of overseeing the operation of
the international verifiocation system and of solving any technical problem that
might arise in the cperation of that system. The other iwould be a consultetive
oommittee vhich would serve a&s n forum for political discussions of issues related
to the implementation of the treaty, including its verification. Another view was
expresscd to the offect that experience regarding the inplementation of existing
multilateral treaties in the field of arms limitation and disarmament indicated

that it was not necesgary to set up two coumittees. A4ccording to this view, in the
case of a nuclear test ban treaty a committee of experis, as envisaged in the

trilateral negotiations, would suffice.
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28. Some dJdelegations expressed the visw that the possibility of bringing complaints
to the Security Council would provide an odditional guarantee of complience with a
nuclear test ban treaty. Qther delegations, referring to the experience with
certain multilaterel disarwmement agrecnents, dwelt on the shortcomingsz of a

complaints procedure thet wes limited to recourse to the Security Council.

"29, Some delegations drew attention to the possitle relevance of arrangemenis

between two or more parties to o nuclear test ban treaty and commented that such
arrangements could provide additicnal assurance of compliance and serve as a

confidence~building measure.

“20, Delegetions also expressed views on the mendate of the Ad Hoc Working Group.

Some delegations held that the mandate was inadequate in thet it did not provide
for negotiaticns leading to the conclusion of a nuclear test ban treaty. In the
view of there delagations, the Vorking Group should use the time available to it in
1982 so as to enable the Commitice on Disarmament to give it a broader mandate as
envisaged in the Committee's decision on the establishment of the Working Group.
Other delegations disagreed with this view end believed that the Working Group should
proceed with substentive discussions besed on its mandate without prejudice to any
future decision regardingthe mondate of the Werking Group. Some delegations
observed that, while the mandete was unsatisfactory, it provided an opportunity for
making a start towards the rerclution of verification problems in preparation for
future negotiations. Still other delegations expressed the view thet the mandate
did not preclude negotiations leading to the conclusion of 2 nuclear test ben
treaty especially since the mendate directed the Working Group to take inito account
all existing proposals and future initiastives. It was pointed out by one
delegation that, although it wes not prepered to negotiate a comprehensive test ban
treaty at this time, it desired to undertake substantive discussions on
verification and compliance issucs. Some delegations regretted that in the
opinion of this delegation the time was not propitious for negetiations on a
nuclear test ban and felt that the Working Group should not be used as a cover for
the unwillingness to conclude & tresiy cn the complete and general prohibition of
nuclear~weapon tests,  The attention of that varticular delegation was dravn by
other delegations to the Partial Test Ban Treaty of 1963, in whose preamble it

is stated ‘seeking to achieve the ciscontinusnce of all test explosions of nuclear
weapons for all time, determined to continue negotiations to thie end, and desiring
to put an end to the contamination of man's environment by radioactive substances',
and they expressed the view thet this constituted » legal commitment.  That
delegation was ecked how it reconciled being a psriy to thst Treaty with the

position it had now taken. Thot delegation stated that it did not accept the
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agssertion that it hod violated legel treaty commitments. It, therefore, stated
its intention to respond fully to that assertion, Some delngations held the view
that the Working Group had complcted the substantive examination of issues relating
to verificetion and oomplicnce and that, therefore, the Cormittecc should revisc
without dclay the mandate of the Working Group with a view to cnabling it to
negntiste on a treaty prohibiting sll nuclear-wezpon tests, having in nind that this
is a question of the highest priority and taking into account all cxisting proposals
and futurc initistives. In the vicw of other dclegations, a revision of the mandate
was not called for under present circunstances; considcrabie work still remained to
be done in resolving various igsues relating to verification and compliance because,
inter alia, the Working Group had not been able to work on the basis of a structured
Progranme. Several delegations pointed out that they had scceopted the terms of the
present mendate only becausc they were persuaded that the cxplicit reference to the
need to take into account existing proposals and future initiatives and to the
adoption of a decision by the Cormittee on Dissrmement on subscquent courses of
action, should necessarily be interpreted as mecaning that the Group's mendate should
be broadened, os required by those proposals ond initistives, not in the indefinite
future but 2t a very early date.”

B, Cegsation of the Nuclear Arms Race and Nuclear Disarmament

43. The item on the agenda entitled "oessation of the Nucleer Arms Rece and Nucleaxr

Disarmement" was considered by the Cormittee, in accordance with its prograrme of
work, during the periods from 24 February to 5 March end from 16 to 20 August.

44. The following documents were submitted to the Committee in connection with the
item during the 1982 sessions

(s) Document CD/238, dated 4 February 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Venezuela, entitled "Statement on the cons=quences of the use of nuclear weapons'.

(b) Document CD/256, dated 5 lMarch 1982, subnitted by the delegations of the
German Democratic Republic and Hungary, entitled '"Working Peper: Non-stationing of
nuclear weapons on the territories of States where there are no such weapons at
present",

(c) Document CD/259, dated 12 Morch 1982, submitied by the delegation of the
flerman Democratic Republic, entitled "Draft mandstes for ad hoc working groups on 8
nuclear test ben, and the cessation of the nuclear srms race and nuclear disarmsment".

(@) Document 0D/268, dated 26 March 1982, submitted by the delegation of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Pert of the gtatement by
Mr. L.I. Brezhnev, General Secretary of the Central Committce of the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union and President of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR,

to the seventeenth Congress of Trade Unions of the USSR.
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(e) Document CD/269, dated 29 March 1982, submitted by the delegation of
the Federal Republic of Germany, entitled "Text of a decision taken by the
Federal German Government on 17 March, on the present state of the INF negotiations
and General Secretary Brézhnev's proposals".

(f) Document CD/273, dated 6 April 1982, submitted by the delegation of
India, entitled "Note of the Permanent Representative of India to the United Nations
in New York to the Secretary-Gereral of the United Mations in response to
General Assembly resolutions 36/81 A and B pertaining to the second special session
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmnament'.

(g) Document CD/282, dated 19 April 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Mexico, entitled "Working paper containing the text of the opinion of the
Government of Moxico on the praventicn of nuclear war, transmitted to the
Secretary-General of the United Nations in accordance with the invitation extended
by the General Assembly in its resolution 36/81 B of 9 December 1981,

(h) Document CD/293 and Ccrr.l, dated 1 June 1962, prepared by the secretariat
at the request of the Chairman of the Committee (CD/PV.116), entitled "Tabulation
of proposals concerning nuclear disarmament made between the establishment of the
United Nations and the ccnvening of the first special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament'.

(i) Document CD/295, dated 23 July 1982, submitted by the delegation of
India, entitled "Draft Convention on the Prohibition of the Use of Nuclear Weapons".

(j) Documert CD/3C9, dated 11 August 1982, submitted by the cdelegation of
India, entitled "Draft mandate for Ad Hoc HWorking Group on Preventiocn of Muclear War,
under item 2 of th= agenda of the Coumittez on Disarmament".

(k) Document CD/314, cGated 12 August 1982, submitted by the delegation of
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitiecd "Message from L.I. Brezhnev,
General Secre=ary of %the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union and Precident of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR to
the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament™.

(1) Document CD/327, dated 8 September 1982, submitted by the delegation of
the Polish People's Republic, entitled "The Dangers of Nuclear Wer: Declarstion
of the Pugwash Mcvement and 97 Nobel Laureates, issued at the 32nd Pugwash Conference
held in Wersaw, Poland, from 26 to 31 August 1982".
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, 45. In accordance with its programme of work for the period of 2-16 February,
which included the consideration of the question of the establishment of subsidiary
bodies on agenda items, the Committee held, early in the first part of the session
and subsequently, some informal meetingms .on the establishment of an ad hoc working
group under agenda item 2, "Cessation of the Nuclear Arms Race and MNuclear
Disarmament", as well as proposals submitted under this itew.

46. An account of the Committee's consideration of the arenda ‘item since 1979,
including the first part of the 1982 session, was contained in paragraphs 41-50

of the Special Report of the Committee on Disarmament to the second special session
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. (C1/292 und Gurx.1-3)

47. In accordance with the programme of work for the second part of the 1982 session,
the Committee considered the establishment of various subsidiary bodies under item 2
of the agenda between 3 and § August, as well as subsequently. Those proposals
before the Committze for consideration were contained in documents CD/180 tabled by
the Group of 21, CD/219 submitted by a sroup of soecialist countries, CD/259 tabled
by the German Democratic Republic, and CD/309 submitted by India.

48. The Committee considered the above-mentioned proposals and reached the
conclusion tnat there was no consensus at present for the establishment of ad hoc
working groups for the purpose of undertakinm multilateral negotiations in
conformity with the specific proposals presented by their sponsors. However,
possibilities will continue to be explored for reaching agreement on a negotiating
role for the Committee, bearing in mind the high priority accorded by the Final
Document of the first special session of the General Assemb'y devoted to disarmament
to "Cessatioﬁ of the nuclear arms race and nuciear disarmament".

49. There have been continued exchanges of views on the pre-requisites and
elements for multilateral negotiations under this item as well as on related

issues and concepts concerning nuclear weapons, and it is expected that these
exchanges will be continued further. The question of prevention of nuclear war

has been the subject of earnest and intensive discussion, and its importance and
urgency are readily acknowledged. No consensus was reached on a proposal to set

up an Ad Hoc Working Group on Prevention of Huclear Var (CD/309) under item 2 of
the Committee's agenda. The Committee agreed to hold further informal

consultations on this topic.
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50, A numbar of delejatioas made proposals for the commencement of multilateral
negotiations on the cessation of nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament and
proposed the establishment of a corresponding ad_hoc working group. They proposed
te elaporate and adopt a =ztage--by-ntere rue’oaw disarranent programme. In this,
connecticn they underlined that the idea of mutual freeze on nuclear arsenals, .

as a first step towards their reduciion and, eventually, their ccmplete elimination,
was closc to their point of view. They advecated an approach according to which
efforts leadins to nuclear disarmanent should be exerted in several areas at once.
Thus they aragued in {avcur of holding multilateral negotiations in addition to the
bilateral talks such as tae negotiations now taking place between the Union of
Soviet Soccialist Republiics and the United States of America on the limitation and
reduction of strategic arma and on the limitation and reduction of nuclear arms

in Burope. They emphasized their readiness tc agree to the total elimination of
all nuclear weapons - stratesic, medium-range and tactical - provided, of course,
that all the nuclear Pcwers participate. These States, including one nuclear-
weapon State, drew the attention of the Committee to the unilateral pledge made

by that nuclear-weapon State not tc be the first to use nuclear weapons,
reiterated the high priority of measures to prevent nuclear war, and supported

a pronosal to establish an Ad Hoc YWorking Group to undertake negotiations on
apprepriate and practical measures for the prevention of nuclear war. In this
connection an appeal was addressed to those nuclear-wezpon States which have not
yet done so to seriously nonsider the possibility of pledging not to be the first
to use nuclear w apons. These States exrressed their concurn over dangerous
concepts such as first strike, limited or protracted nuclear war, etc., and
pointed out that a nuclear war could mean the destruction of human civilization
and of life on earth. In that connection they expreassed their support for
prohibition of the use of the nucleair weapon as well as for banning the nuclear
neutron weapon and for non-deployment of nuclear weapons on the territories of
States where there are no such weapons at present.

51. It was considered by a number of delegationc that the non-first-use
declaration made by one nuclear-weapon State at the second special session of

the General Assembly daveted to disarmament, torether with the similar declaration

which was made by another nuclear-~weapon State nearly two decades ago and



reiterated at the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament, offer an avenue to decrease the danger of nuclear war. They also
believed that tie goal of an agreement on the non-first-use of nuclear weapons
should actively be pursucd.

52. A number of delegations reaffirmed the position of their States that none

of their weapons, nuclear or conventional, will ever be used except in response
to armed attack. It was considered by some delegations that the goal of an
agreement on the non-first-use of nuclear weapons could only be effectively pursued
in connection with measures to eliminate the prevailing imbalance in conventional
weapons between the East and the West.

53, The Group of 21 reiterated their well-known position that nuclear weapons
should never be used nor the threat of use of nuclear weapons be held against
non-nuclear-waapon States.

54. Uhile recognizing their special responsibility for nuclear disarmament, some
nuclear-weapon States are of the opinion that suitable conditions do not exist

at present for undertaking multilateral negotiations in the Comnittee as a whole
on nuclear disarmamcnt. They shared the concerns, voiced by many delegations,
regarding the dangers of nuclear war. They drew attention to their replies to
the Secretary-Genzral in response to resolution 36/81 B of the General Assembly
and reiterated their view that the prevention of nuclear war cannot be separated
from the general question of nuclear disarmament; nor can it be separated from
conaideration of the preventicn of all wars and the requirements of security.

In their view an appropriate degree of mutual trust and confidence anong the
nuclear-weapon States is essential for the success of uegotiations on nuclear
disarmament. To that end they believe that in the first instance negotiations

on nuclear arms limitation and reduction should be undertaken by nuclear-weapon
States and they drew attention to the importance of the bilateral talks now taking
place between the United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics on intermediate range nuclear forces and strategic arms reduction.

They also consider that nuclear disarmament should be an integral part of a
general process of disarmament, including conventional weapons and armed forces.
55. One of those nuclear-weapon States added that it could only take part in the
negotiations when the reduction of arsenals of the two main powers, the qualitative
and quantitative limitation of the defensive strategic systems that could one day
neutralize nuclear deterrence, and significant progress in the reduction of
conventional imbalances in Europe have created the appropriate conditions.
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56. A number of delegations, while generally endcrsing the point of view stated in
paragraph 54, also stressed the urgency of their precccupation with the question of
appropriate and practical measures for the prevention of nuclear war. They pointed
out that the subject had to be placed in the general context of war prevention.

While they expressed their preparedness to discuss the issue further, they alsor
underlined that substantive additicnal clarification, inter alia concerning the

agenda item to which it would pertain, was necessary to define the subject matter in

a suitable manner. In response to this request for clarification it was stated that
the proposal for undertaking negotiations on appropriate and practical measures for

the prevention of nuclear-wer was not projected as a-substitute for multilateral
negotiations on nuclear disarmament, but rather as a means to adopt certain immediate
and urgent measures to reduce the risk of nuclear war which would place in jeopardy the
very survival of mankind.

57. One nuclear weapon State reaffirmed the view that the two States with the largest
nuclear arsenals should immediately halt their nuclear arms race, cease the qualitative
improvement and substantially reduce the quantity of their nuclear arsenals so as to
create appropriate conditions, in which the other nuclear weapon States could
undertake obligations for the reduction of their own nuclear weapons. It endorsed the
view that the use of nuclear weapons should be prohibited pending nuclear disarmament
and reiterated its position that it would, at no time and under no circumstances, be
the first to use nuclear weapons and that it unconditionally undertook not to use or
threaten to use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear weapon States. It supported the
proposal for the setting up of an ad hoc working group under item 2.

58. The Group of 21 is of the view that multilateral negotiations .n the Committee,

in addition to the bilateral and regional negotiating process, are essential, as
cessation of the nuclear arms race and the prevention of nuclear war are of vital
concern for the security of all States and the survival of mankind. Their position
is without prejudice to the special responsibility borne by nuclear weapon States for
bringing about nuclear disarmament. The group also considers tha® mltilateral
negotiations could make a positive contribution to the relaxation )f international
tensions. While acknowledging the usefulness of negotiations among nuclear weapon
States, in its opinion all States have the right to pa—ticipate in negotiations on
nuclear disarmament in order to reduce and remove the fanger of any war in which
nuclear weapons might be used, since its consequences would be global and irremediable.
The Group of 21 renewed its proposal on the establishment of an ad hoc working group
of the Committee to undertake multilateral negotiations on the elaboration of the
stages of nuclear disarmament envisaged in paragraph 50 of tie Final Document of the
first special session of the General hssenmbly devoted to disarmement, but its

proposal d4id not obtain the consensus of the Committee. The Group of 21
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emphasized its position that the mandate for the Working Group cn item 2 proposed by
the Group in doocument €D/180 was in no way prejudicial to the position of any of the
nuclear-weapon States and hence the opposition of certain nuclear powers to the
establishment of the Working Group was nct justified at all. It has also strongly
supported the proposal (CD/309) for a working group tc undertake negotiations on
approprizte and practical measures for the prevention of nuclear war, since its
consideration would enable the Committee to reach agreement on conorete and urgent

measures in the context of nuclear disarmament.

C. Effective International Arrangement: to Assure
Non-Nuclear-Weapon States Against the Use or

Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons
59. The item on the agenda entitled "Rffective intermaticnal 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, during the
periods from 8 to 12 March and from 2 to 3 September.

60. The Committee had before it the following new documents in connection with the
item:

(a) Document cp/278, dated 7 April 1982, submitted by the delegation of China,
entitled "Working Paper on Effective International Arrangements to Assure Non-Nuclear
Weapon States Against the Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons".

(b) Document CD/280, dated 14 April 1982, entitled "Statement of the Group of 21
on effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapen States against
the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons'.

(¢) Document CD/321, dated 27 August 1982, submitted by the delegation of
France, entitled "Working Paper on effective international arrangements to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons"
(presentation of the new position of the French Government on the question of
negative security assurances).

61. In accordance with the Committee's decision at its 156th plenary meeting on

18 February 1982, as contained in document CD/243, the Ad Hoc Working Group on
Effeotive International Arrangements to Assure Non-Nuclear-Weapon States Against the
Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons was re-established on the basis of its
former mandate, to continue to negotiate with a view to reaching agreement on

effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the
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uoe or threat of use o nucller weapens. e Committee further decided thet

the ~d Hae Working Group would remort te the Committec on the progress of its

werk bofare the conelusion of the firet part of the 1632 session, in view of the
convening f the second speci-l =nrein of the Genevnl ssembly devoted to
disarmament.

€2. 4t its 157th plecary mocting on 23 Jetruary 1932, the Committee decided to
neminate the representative :f Takistan as hairman of the ad Hec Vorking Group.
€5. 4&s a result of its deliberaticns, tae .4 Hac Werking Group submitted a special
report to the Committee (Qccument LD/?GF), vhicis contains an account of the
substantive negotiastions dQuring the 1879, 1980 and 1081 sessions, as uell as the
first part of the 1982 sessimn o~f the Comnittee. The statement made by the
Chairman of the id Hoe Vorking Group on the occasion of the zubmission of the
renort is contained in document en/290. it its 173rd plenary meeting on

21 April 1962 the Committee adcpted the specizl veport of the sd Hoc Working Group,
which is an integral part of the Special Report of the Committee cn Disarmament

t5 the second spocial session of the General .csenbly devoted to disarmament.

G4. At the commencement of the second part of the 1982 session, the representative
of Pakistan, who is Chairman of the Yorking Group, recalled in a statement before
the plenary that the Group »f 21 in decument Cp/280 had inter alia expressed the
view "that further negetiations in the Ad Hoc Working Group on this item are
urilikely to be fruitful so long as the ruclear-veapen States do not exhibit a
genuine political will t~ reach a satisfactory agreement".  ‘The Group of 21 had
"therefore, urge  the nuclear-wecanon Staes concerned tc review their policies

and to present revised positions on ibe subject to lic second Special Segsion".

He stated that "at the specizl session there was no response at all to these
nrncerns of the Group of 21 from tus of the nuclear-weapon States concerned, and
that the werk on this item liad reachied nn impasse’.

65. Having tzken note of the abave-nentioned assessment of the state of
negotiations, it vas generally understood that the Vorking Group would not hold
any meetings during tha second half of 1582,

66. One delesation disagrecd with the asceesment of the state of negotiations
expressed in ¢D/280 and with the vieus expressed by the representative of Pakistan,

and steted it had been prepared to resume work on the issue.
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D. Chemic ] Veapons

67. The item on the agenda entitled "Chemical Weapons" uas considered by thez
Committee, in accordance with its progromme of work, during the periods from

22 to 26 March and from 9 to 13 Ausust.

68. The Committee had before it the following n2u documents submitted during its
1982 session in connection with the item:

(a) Document CD/244, dated 18 February 1982, submitted by the delemntion of the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, entitled "Working Paper on
Verification and the Monitoring of Compliunce in a Chemical Veapons Convention".

(b) Document CD/253, dated 25 February 1982, submitted by the delegation of the
Union of Soviet Socinlist Republics, entitled "Tass statement of 19 February 1982".

(c) Document (D/258 and Corr.l, dated 9 March 1982, submitited by the delegations
of Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Republic, Hungory, Mongolia, Poland
and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled “Working Puper: Binary weapens
and the problem of effective prohibition of chemical weapons".

() Document CD/263, dated 22 March 1982, submitted by Finland, entitled
"Working Paper on the Relation of Verification to the Scope of a Ban on Chemical
Warfare Agents",

(e) Document GD/264, dated 23 March 1982, submitted by the delegntion of the
United States of America, entitled "The United States Programme to Deter Chemical
Warfare".,

(f) Document /265, dated 24 March 1982, submitted by the delegation of the
Federal Republic of Germany, entitled "Working Paper on Principles ond Rules for
Verifying Compliance with a Chemical Yeapons Convention'.

(g) Document Cu/266, dated 24 March 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Yugoslavia, entitled "Working Paper: Binary weapons and the rroblem of their
definition and verification".

(h) Document (D/270, dated 31 March 1982, submitted by the delegrtions of
Indonesia and the Netherlands, entitled "dostructicn of about 45 tonse
of mustard agent at Batujajar, West-Java, Indonesia®.

(1) Document CD/271 dated 1 April 1982, submitted by the delogaiions of the
United States of America, -the United Kingdom and Australia, entitled "Technlcal

evaluntion of 'recover' techniques for O verification".

-38-



(i) YPeocement /777, dated 7 Anril 1982, submitted by the delegation of Sweden,
antitled "Working Paner: The concept"precursor' and a suggestion for definition
for the purpose of o Cherical Venpons Convantien".

(k) Documen. C5/279; dated 14 April 1982, submitted by the delegation of Sweden,
antitled "Working FPaper: Suggestions for measures to enhance confidence between the
Parties negotiatinmg a comprehensive ban o chemical weapons's

(1) Document (0/294, dutad 21 July 1982, entitled "Basic provisions of a
convention on the pronibition of the development, producticn and stockpiling of
chemical ueapeons and on their destruction - nroposal of the USSR".

() Document CD/298, dated 26 July 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Yugoslavia, entitled "Working Paper: ‘ome aspects of verificaticn in a chemical
weapons convention".

(n) Document Cu/299, dnted 29 July 1982, submitted by Finland, entitled
"Systematic Identification of Chemical Warfare Agenis Identification of Xen-
Phosphorus Warfare Agents'.

(2) Document CD/301, dated 4 August 1982, submitted by the delegation of Belgium,
entitlod "Memorandum on monitoring of the prohibition of the use in combat of chemical
and hacteriological (biclogical)'or toxin weapons',

(p) Document C0/306, dated 10 August 1982, cubmitted by the delegation of the
Hotherlands, entitled "Working poper concerning the verification ¢f the presence of
nerve agents, *heir decomposition products or starting materials aownstream of
chiemical production plants".

(¢) Document €2/307, dat2d 1C August 1982, submitted bty the delegation of the
Netherlands, entitled "Working papex concorning the verification of the presence
of nerve agents, their decorposition products or starting materials downstream of
chenzical production plants".

{r) Document C./308, idated 10 August 1982, submittod by the delegations of the
Federal Republic of Germi-ny ~nd the Netherlands, entitled "Preliminary cuesticns
coucerning CD/?94 submitted by thz Soviet Union 'Basic Provisions of a Conveniion
on the Prohibition of the vevelnpment, Froduction and Stockpiling of Chemical Weapons
»nd on their Dectruction'".

(s) Document C/31, dated 11 August 1982, submitted by Norway, entitled
"lorking paper on verification of a chemical weapons convention - sampling and
analysis of chemical warfure agents under vinter conditions".

(t+) Document Cu/313, dated 16 August 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Canada, entitled "A proposad verification organization for a chemical weapons

convention".



{u) Document /316, dated 19 August 1982, submitted by the delegation of France,
entitled "Working Paper: Monitoring of the destruction of stocks of chemical weapons'.

(v) Document Cb/324, dated 6September 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Sweden, entitled "Working paper on toxicity criteria for 'Key CW precursors''.

(v) Document CD/325, dated 6 September 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Sweden, entitled "Working paper on monitoring destruction of stockpiles of chemical
weapons and chemical warfare agents".

(x) Document CD/326, dated 6 Septemver 1982, submitted by the delegation of the
Federal Republic of Germany, entitled "Working Paper: Proposals on 'Jeclaration',
'"Verification' and the 'Consultative Committee'",

(y) Document (D/333, dated 14 September 1982, entitled "Views of the Chairman
of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons on possible compromise wordings of the
elements of a future convention".

69, In accordance with the Committee's dscision concerning subsidiary bodies at its
156th plenary meeting on 18 February 1982, as contained in document CD/243, an Ad Hoc
Working Group on Chemical Weapons was established to elaborate a convention on the

complete and effective prohibition of the development, production and swckpiling of
chemical weapons and on their destruction, taking into account all existing proposals
and future initiatives, with the view to encbling the Committee to achieve agreement
at the earliest date. The Committee further decided that the Ad Hoc Working Group
would report to the Cormittee on the progress of its work before the conclusion of
the first part of its 1982 session, in view of the convening of the second special
gesgion of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

70. At its 157th plenary meeting on 25 February 1982, the Committee decided to
nominate the representative of Poland as the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group.
7l. At its 163rd plerary meeting on 16 March 1982, tne Committee decided, in
response to a request of the Chairman‘of the Ad Hoc Working Group, to invite the
Director-General ol the World Health drganization and the Director of the Regional
Office for Burope of the United Nations Environment Programme, to nominate
representatives to attend certain meetings of the Ad Hoc VWorking Group on Chemical
Weapons, for the purpose of providing technical information, when it was deemed
necessary, in respéct of establishing toxicities of chemicals and the international
register of potentially toxic chemicals.

72. As a result of its deliberations during the first part of the 1982 session the
Ad_Hoc Working Group submitted a speciél report to the Committee (document CD/281/Rev.l)

which centains an acccunt of its consideration of the item during the 1980 and 1981
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sessions as well as the first part of the 1982 session. The ststement made by the
Chairmen of the Ad Hoc Working Group on the occasion of the submission of the report
is contained in doocument CD/288. At its 173rd plenary meeting on 21 April 1982,

the Committee adopted the special report of the Ad Hoc Working Group, which is an
integral part of the Speciél Report of the Committee on Disermement to the second
gpecisl session of the Genersl Assembly devoted to disarmement. (cp/292 end Corr.1-3)
73. In sccordence with the decision of the Committee at its 174th plenary meeting on
23 April 1982, the Ad_Hoc Working Group resumed its work on 20 July 1982. During the
period 2-6 August, the Cheirmen of the Ld Hoc Working Group held comsuliatiisns with
delegations on technicsl questions. A nunber of experts from delegstions
participeted in those consultations,

74. Duting the 1982 session, the A3 Hog Working Group held 42 meetings between

24 February and .15 September 1982 snd: the Chairmer aiszo genducted informel
consultations during that period. As a result of its deliberations, the Ad Hoc
Working Group subnmitted a report to the Committee, os contained in document CD/334.
75. At' ite'188th plensry meeting on 17 September 1582, the Committee edopted the
report of the Ad Hog Working Group, -which is an in%egral pert of this report and

reads as followst

)



L. INTRODUCYIOw

“1. A reviei of the wor.: cf the Coamilitise on Disa-sament on the quostion of chamical
weapons during the first part cf ils 1672 zo3sion is contained in the special report
presented to the Second Special Session of the Ceneral Asscmbly devoted tc
disarmament (document CD/2352), vhich also cowers the vork of the Committoe on
Disarmament on this subjuct sines 1579,

"YI. ORGANIZATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTATION

42, In accordance with the ducision taken by the Committ.e on Disarmament at its
174th plecnary mecting hald on 235 April 1962, the Ad e Herking Croup on Chemical
Weapons resumed its work on 20 July 1982 under the Chairmanship of

Ambassador Bogumil Sujka of Poland. Mr. A, Bonsmail, Senior Political Affairs
Officer, United Mations Centre for Disarmament, served as Seerctary of the Ad lloc
Working Giroup.

<3, It should be recalled that the Ad Hoc working Group on Chemical Weapons was

re-~cstablished for 1932 at the 156th plenary meeting of the Ceumittee on Disarmament
held on 18 February 1982, with the following mandatec:

‘... In discharging its responsibility for the negotiation and c¢laboration as

a matter of high priority, of a nultilateral conventicn on the complute and
effective ..ohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of chemical
weapoms and on thoir destruction, thu Committuc on Disarmamant decides to
ustablish, for the duration of its 1582 session, an gg_gpg.working group of tho
Committec to iaborate such a convention, taking into account all oxistirg
proposals and future initiatives with a view to enabling th. Committue o
achiuve agrecment at the earlicst date. ...7.

*4. The Ad Hoc Working Group hcld 26 meitings from 20 July to 15 Septomber 1982,
In addition, the Chairman hcld a numbur of informal consultations with delegations.

"%, At thc 177th plunary mueting of the Committoe on Disarmament, the Chairman
roportud on the progress cf vork of the Ad Hoc ¥Working Group.

1§, The representatives of the foilowinz States not membery of the Committce on

Disarmament participated in the woilk of the Ad Hoc Working Giroup on Chemical Vicapons:
Austria, Denmark, Finland, Grecc., Ireland, Norway, Spain and Switzerland.
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%7, During the second part of its 1982 session the following official documents
dealing with Chemical Weapons were presented to the Committee on Disarmament:

- Document CD/294, dated 21 July 1932, submitted by the delegation of the Union of
Soviet Sccialist Republics, cntitled 'Basic provisions of a convention on the
prohibition of the development, production and stockniling of chemical weapons and
on their destruction'

- Document CD/?98, dated 2G July 1962, submitted by Yugoslavia, entitled 'Vorking
paper on scme aspects of verification in a chemical weapons convention'

- Document CD/299, dated 29 July 1982, submitted by Finland, entitled "Lettexr
dated 27 July 1982, addressed to the Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament from
the Chargd 4'iffaires a.i. of the Permanent liissiom of Finland, transmitting a
document entitled "Systematic identificaticn of chemical warfare agents; identification
of non-phosphorus warfare agents™!

- Document CD/301, dated 4 August 1932, submitted by Belgium, entitled 'Memorandum
on monitoring of the prohibition of the use in combat of chemical and bacteriological
{viological) or toxin weapons'

- Decument CD/306, dated 10 August 1982, submitted by the Netherlands, entitled
'Working paper concerning the verification of the presence of nerve agents, their
decomposition products or starting materials downstream of chemical production
plants'

- Document CD/307, dated 10 August 1982, submitted by the Netherlands, entitled
'Working paper concerning the verification of the presence of nerve agents, their
decomposition products or starting materials dounstream of chemical production
plants'

- Document UD/308, dated 10 August 1982, submitted by the Federal Republic of
Germany and the Kingdom of the Netherlands, entitled "Letter dated § August 1982
from the Heads of the Delegations of the Federal Republic of Germany and of the
Kingdom of the Netherlands to the Chairman of the Cormittee on Disarmament
transmitting a document containing preliminary questions concerning CD/294 "

- Document CD/311, dated 11 August 1982, submitted by Norway, entitled, "Working
paper on verification of a chemical weapous convention - sampling and znalysis of
chemical warfure agents under winter conditions'

- Document CD/31%, dated 16 August 1982, submitted by Canada, entitled ‘A proposed
verification organization fnr a chemical weapons cenvention'

- Doecument CD/316, dated 19 fugust 1982, submitted by France, entitled 'VWorking
paper on the monitoring of the destruction of stocks of chemical weapons"

- Document CD/2%24, dated € September 1932, submitted by Sweden, entitled 'Working
paper on toxicity criteria fcr "key CW pracursors'!

- Document CD/325, dated £ September 1962, submitted by Sweden, entitled 'Working
paper on monitoring destruction cf stockpiles of chemical vweapons and c. emical
warfare agents'
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- Document CD/326, dated & September 1982, submitted by the Federal Republic
of Germany, entitlzd 'Chemical VWeapons - Vlorking paper: Proposals on ."Declaration",
"yerification®, and the "Consultative Committee®!

- Document CD/333, dated 14 Septeomber 1982, submitted by Poland, entitled
"WViews of the Chairmen of the ad Hoc ‘forking Group cn Cheémical Yeapons on possible
compromise wordings of the olcments of a future convention'

"8, TDuring the second part of its 1982 sossion, the following working papers were
circulated tc the Vorkin. Group:

- CD/CN/WP.BS submitted by the Union of Soviet Jocialist Republics, entitled
tBagic provisions of a convention on the orohibition of the development, production
and stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their destruction' (alsc issued as CD/294)

- GD/CW/WP.BG entitled 'Consultations with delegations, assisted by experts, by
the Chairmen of the Working Group on Chemical Veapons'

-~ CD/CWAP.33/Corr.l entitled 'Corrigendum to the Compilation of revised
Elements and Comments thereto (CD/220), proposed nev texts and siternative wordings
as well as comments on new texts'

- CD/GMAMP.37 submitted by Yugoslavia, entitled 'Vorking paper on some aspects
of verification in a chemical weapons convention' (also issued as CD/298)

- GD/CW/WP.BB submitted by Yugoslavia, entitled 'Suggested alternative
definition of Chemical ¥eapons'

- CD/CWAIP.39 submitted by Belgium, entitled ‘Memorandum on monitoring of the
prohibition of the ugse in combat of chemical and bacteriological (biological) or
toxin weapons ' (also issued as CD/301)

- CD/CWAM.40 submitted by the Pederal Republic of Germany and the
Kingdom of the Netherlands, entitled "Letter dated 9 August from the Heads of +he ,
Dalegations of thc Federal Republic of Germany and of the Kingdom of the Netherlands
addressed to the Chairman of the Commitiee on Disarmament transmitting a document

containing preliminery questions concerning CD/294' (also issued as CD/BOS)

- (D/OY/WP.41 and Corr.l satitled 'Report of the Chairman to the Working Group
on Chemical Veapons on the consultations held with experts on technical issues'

- CD/CWAMP.42 submitted by France, entitled 'Working paper on the Monitoring of
the destruction of stocks of chemical weavons' (also issued as CD/316)

- CD/CV/MF .43 entitled 'Draft Report of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical
Weapons to the Committee on Disarmament'

- CD/CWAP.44 submitted by Poland, entitled "Views of the Chairman of the
Ad Hoc Working Group on possible compromise wordings of the elements:of a future
corvention' (also issued ca CD/333)
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w9, The following Conference Room Papers were also submitted to the Working Group
during the second part of its 1982 session:

- CD/CW/CRP.60 entitled 'Summary by the Chairman of initial comments made with
respect to the s:igested wording for Annex IV: recommendations and guidelines
concerning the functions and organizction of the national verification system
CD/CW/CRP.42)"

- CD/CV/CRP,61 entitled 'Opening statement by the Chairman of the Working Group
on Chemical Veapong on 20 July 1982

- CD/CV/CRP.62 submitted by China, entitled 'Suggested alternetive wording
for Blement II and Annex 1

- CD/CW/CRP.63 submitted by the Federal Republic of Germany, entitled 'iist of
questions addressed to the dclegation of the USSR on 22 July 1982 by the delegation
of the Federal Republic of Germany with respect to document CD/294 (CD/GLNEHBB)"

- CD/CW/CRP.64 entitled 'Timetable for the Chairman's consultations with
experts on technical issues as presented in document CD/CN/WP.BG on 23 July 1982,
to be held 2-6 August 1982

- CD/CW/CRP.éS submitted by China, entitled rSuggested alternative wording
for Element IX, 2(a) and (d)'

“ITI. CHAIRMAN'S CONSULTATIONS WITH DELEGATIONS ON TECENICAL ISSUES

10, Following the practice introduced in 1961 by the Chairmen to hold consultations
on certain technical questions relevant to the future Convention, the Chairman,
during the second pert of the 1982 session of tho Group, convened consultations with
delegations cn issues recommended for further examination and in his previous report
contained in document CD/CW/WP.BO of 22 March 1982. These consultations were held
from 2 to 6 August 1982 and dealt specifically with the following issues:

(a) With regard to scope, possible standardized physical, chemical or
biological methods enabling determination of the toxicity of "other harmful
chemicals" and products formed in different kinds of production processes (including
the binary technique) for chemical warfare agents, particularly those belonging to
super~toxic lethal chemicals;

(vb) With regard to verification, possible technical methods to monitor
destruction of chemicel weapons, inter alia, by means of specialized informatien
gathering "black boxes", including the means for trensmission and processing of such
information.

Ml. At its 6th meeting, held on 11 August 1982, the Cheirman of the Ad Hoc Working
Group presented the report on his consultations as contained in

document CD/CW/WP.41 and Corr.l. The Working Group devoted its 8th meeting to

an in-depth discussion of this report. The Group took note of this report. Vhile
the usefulness of these consultations was unanimously recognized, the need to
structure them according to the requirements of the future convention was emphasized,
bearing in mind the close link between its technical and political aspects.
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It was felt that the consultations with delegations on technical issues should be
clearly relevant to the work of the Working Group. It was agreed that in the future
the report should duly reflect the differing views expressed in these consultations.
Some delegetions emphasized that Chairman's consaltations with delegations on
technical issues can play & usefu! role only when they can contribute to the
clarification of tachnical issues for such provisions of the future convention on
which agreesment in principle has been achieved. Other delegations held the view that
these consultations could also help to provide a concrete basis for the consideration
of key issues on which no agreement has yot been reached.

112, It was agreed that the next Chairman's consultationson technical issues should focus
on the questions listed below. It was further agreed that during the time devoted to

these consultations, between gix and

eight meetings should be devoted to each item,

two meetings to the presentation of other technical issues of direct relevance to

the work of the Working Group, aimed

at facilitating the negotiating process, and

four rieetings for discussion of the report on the consultations.

Topics to be discugsed:

A. On the basis of the working hypothesis on the definition of chemical weapons
(see Annex, pages 2.10) including the concepts of precursors and key precursors, it
is suggested that the following questions may be directed to the tochnical expertise

of delegations:

(a) what are the views on the
concepts?

nyorking hypothesis' on definition of these

(v) to what extent - and by which method - would it be possible to compose lists

of key precursors?

B, With respect to destruction of stockpiles of chemical weapons, verification

procedures should
(1) verify the types and quant
(ii) ensufe that they have been

In this connection technical experts
following questions:

(a) what technical procedures
destruction of stockpiles of chemice

(b) what epecific elements nee

Parties, in order to meet the requir

(c¢) do methods of destruction

ities of chemicals to be destroyed;
destroyed.

of delegations may be asked to address the

could be suggested in order to monitor
1 weapons?

d to be included in declarations made by State
ements mentioned above?

of stockpiles need %o be gpecified, and in what

detail, in order to assure State Parties that stocks hava been destroyed and are not

capable of being diverted again to u

se as chemical weapons? .
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«IV, SUBSTANTIVE CONSIDERATIONS DURING THE SECOND PART OF THE 1982 SESSION

@13, During the second part of its 1982 session, the Group at tne suggestion of the
Chairman, proceeded to another detailed examination of the Revised Elements and of
the Comments Thereto, contained in document CD/CW/WP.33 and Corr.l with a view to
elaborating the provisions of the future convention.

w14, As a result of the consideration of the Revised Elements and of the
Comments Thereto, and after extensive informal consultations in the Working Group,
the Working Group accepted the Chairman's suggestion to establish nine open-ended
contact groups in order to advance the process of elaboration of the convention.
Mhese informal contact groups, which are listed below, dealt with the following
spheres of the convention:

(s) Element I: scope of the chemical weapons convention;
(Co-ordinator: Mr. T. Melescanu, Romania)

(b) Element II: definitions;
(Co-ordinator: Dr. J. ILundin, Sweden)

(¢c) Element IV: declarations;
(Co-ordinator: Mr. T. Altaf, Pakistan)

(d) Element V: destruction, diversion, dismantling and conversion;
(Co-ordinator: Mr. S. Duarte, Brazil)

(e) TFlement IX: general provisions on verification;
(Co-ordinator: Mr. G. Skinner, Canada)

(f) Preamble and Final Clauses of the future chemical weapons convention;
(Co-ordinator: Mr. R. Steeles, Australia)

(g) Element X: national implementation measures
(Co-ordinator: Dr. H. Thielicke, German Democratic Republic)

(h) Element XI: national technical means of verification
(Co-ordinator: Dr. H. Thielicke, German Democratic Republic)

(i) Elements XII and XIII: consultation and co-operation;
consultative committee.
(Co-ordinator: Miss N. Nascimbene, Argentina)

n15, The results of the work of these Contact Groups were reflected in the reports of
the Co-ordinators which were discussed in-depth in the Working Group and
subsequently revised by the co-ordinators, These reports are attached in-extenso
in the Annsx. The method of work adopted hy the Working Group in the second part
of its 1982 session, and in particular the runctioning of open-ended contact groupsy
was recognised by all delegations as fully appropriate for the present stage.
Delegations paid tribute to the Chairman, Ambassador Sujka, for his imaginative
proposals in this regard.

47~



+16. The Chairman, having taken into account:

ve

the views expresscd by difforent delegations at the plenary mectings
of thu Committee devetud to Chemical Weapons;

the extenaive discussions during the mectings of the Working Group;
the equally extensive discussion in the contact groups,

the thorough examination of and discussion on the report of cach of
the contact groups;

and the consultations with numerous delegations,

prescented his vicws on possible compromisc wordings of the clements of the futurs
convention. These views arc contained in document CD/333(CD/CW/WP.44). The
Working Group appreciated the Chairman's contribution and recommendad to take it
into consideration along with the reports of the contact groups in its deliberations
during 1983.

«17. The Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons has agracd to recommend to the
Committee on Disarmament that the Group should continue its work under the present
Chairman batween 17 and 28 January 1983, taking into account all existing proposals
and¢ future initiatives. During this period the Group will continuc the work
carried out in 1982, including through meetings of the contact groups 2stablished
in 1982, and through the Chairman's consultations on technical issues envisaged in
paragraph 75.12 abovu. It also agread to recommend that the consultations on technicil
issuoes should continue to the end of tho first week of the Committoe 's 1983 session,
and that the 1982 Chairman of the Working Group should prepare a report on the basis
of his consultations. It was further agreed that the work of the Working Group
1tself during the periocd 17/-28 January should be reported as part of the 1983 rcport.
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"II.

{TTPORT OF THE CO-ORDINATOR OF THE CONTACT CRCUP ON THS SCCPE CF THS
CHEIICAL VDADOHS CONVINTICH

Basic positions:
n], Text vithout a prohibition of use:

'‘Each State Party to this Convention undertakes, under no circumstanoces, to
develop, produce, otherrnse acquire, stockpile, rctain or transfer chemiceal
weapons, and to destroy or disposo for permitted purposes of existing stocks
of such weapons, and also to dastroy or dismentle facilities and means of
production of such weepons.'
w2, Direct inclusion of a prohibition of the use of .chemical weapons in
Element T:

'Each State Party to this Convention undertakes never in any circumstances
to develop, produce, otherwise acquire, stockpile, retain, transfer or use
chemicel weapons and to destroy or otheruise dispose of existing stocks of

: » .
chemical weapons end means of production of such weapons.t

Proposals for optional alternatives concerning the reaffirmation of the
'non-use?!_regime provided for in the 1925 Geneva Protocol, and its

— e Sras——o——

reinforcement through one or more of the following:
(2) a preambular provision recalling the 1925 Geneva Protocol and reaffirming

the prohibition of use;

(b) a specific provision prohibviting use in situations not covered by the
1925 Geneva Protocol;

(o) a provision stating that CVW convention should not be interpreted as

in any way limiting or detracting from the obligations assumed by any State
under the Geneva Protocol of 1925 (along the linee of existing Element VII);
(d) a specific article in the body of the future convention recognizing
that any use of chemical wcapons will constitute a violation of the chemical
weapons convention and stipulating that as a consequence the provisions on
verification included in CW convention will apply to such situatione as well:
(e) a specific provision chould be included in the section dealing with the
i complaints procedure ' of the future Convention. Such a prevision should
recognize that any use of chemical weapons by & State Party or with the
assistance of a State Party would indicate a violation of one or more of

the obligations assumed under the scope of the Convention. The competence
of the Consultative Committee would consequently be extended to the allegations

of use.
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(£) provisions for the verificaticn in C\i Convention will include methods
end mcohenismsz for the verification of the prohibition te usc chemical
Heapons.

(a) seperate mechanism for investigating suspected use of chemical weapons
and biological weapons in combat

(h) including the prohibition of use in the definiticns of the chemical
wveapona convention;

(1) in the interssts of enhancing the effectiveness of the Convention,
the States Parties shall ocgree in due form to nrevent any actions aimed
at deliberately felsifying the actucl state of affairs yith regard to
compliance with the Convention by cther Stotes Perties.

wIII. Co-ordinator's propesels for 'a working hypotnesis':

#In the event that consensus is reached that Slement T of the future convention
may not include & reference to the prohibition of use, this gquestion could be handled
as follows:

In the preamble of tne Convention, a paragraph will recall the
1925 Geneva Protecol end reaffirm the prohivition to use chenieal weapons;
Element VII will also contzin a reference to the Geneva Protocol stating
that the Convention should not be interpreted in any way as limiting or
affecting the obligations assumed by States on the basis of the
1925 Protocol;

In addition, a new article will be included in the Convention
recognizing that any use of chemical weapons will ipsa Jure constitute an
avidence of a violation of the CW Convention and, accordingly, the provisions
on verification included in CY Convention will apply to such situations

as well.

» prohibition of the plarning, organization and training in chemical
warfare_capability
W In the lest meeting of the Group, & short exchange of views on the possible

inelnaion of the prohibition of the planning, organization and training into a

!

CY convention took place. it appeared that the bagic positions expressed on this
subject remain the seme. Tt wes consequently agreed to postpone & discussion on

this item till after further discussions on other problems like verification or

»

non=-use.
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.. REPORT CF THE CO-ORDINATOR OF THE CONTACT GROUP ON DEFINITIONS

n1. The Contact Group hes considered besic definitions for the purpose of the
convention of 'chemicel weapons{ 'precursors' and toxicity criteria, end of
tpermitted purposes'. Discussions have zlso been held cn the possible meaning of
expressions concerning other aspecte of the convention as tproduction capability/
cepacity’' and 'destruction’s

"o, In its work, the Contact Group has recognized that the possible outcome of its
deliberation could not be perceived as in any vay binding for the delegations, wvho
took part, or for any other delegations. The basic positions of delegations still
are those reflected in CD/22O and WP.33, both in the telements' and in the comments
to them, and also in CD/2%4.

v3,  The co-ordinator feels, however, that he was supported by the Contact Group
in his endeavours to present tworking hypothesis' regarding the possible content

of the definiticns mentioned, at the same time accounting for the main divergent
or optional views on the suggested content. The report, therefore, presents such
working hypothesis and comments on them, and. vhen necessary, preceded by an
introduction to the subject. The introduction contains points of view vhich were
offered by delegations as explanations for suggested parts of definitions.

w4, Even if it is the hope that the working hypotheses might serve delegations in
their work to narrow differences of views cn definitions, they should be considered
to be only basic approaches. Thus they are nct intended to reflect all the
controversial issues which are discussed to be included in the sespe, even if
occasionally some reference may be made to thet.

n5, Betore starting the work on definiticns, the Contact Group discussed. the
1 purpose criterion:. It was agreed that this concept need not be defined for the
purpose of the convention. However, the fcllowing tentative description seemed
to be generally acceptable:

(1) It allows a State to determine vhat it is allowed to do and
what it must not do.
(2) It orovides a guideline for one State %o evaluate another Stete's

(3) It provides, together with the gquantity criterion, a gterting point
for eleborating more specific criteria (e.g. toxicity, lists). Such
criteria can serve as a guide to selection and application of

specific verification measures.
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"6, Working hypothesis regerding a.basic definitior of _chamival ‘weapons.
() The definition should comprise only such concepts which are necessary
for the purpose of the convention.

(v) The definition should express the typical effects of chemical wezpons,
i.e. that their effects are due to the utilization of the toxic properties
of chemicals to cause death or other harm.
Comments:
Veapons utilizing other properties of chemicals, e.g. radiocactivity
or their content of energy, are not to be considered as chemical
weapons even if such chemicals happen to be more or less toxic,
It may be a question of presentation where in éhe definition this
idea should be expressed, whether in zan’ introductory part of the
definition or in the body of the definition.
Suggestions have been made that reference has to be made to the use
in war, armed conflict cr combat in this comnecticn.
The formulation suggested about toxic properties of chemicals could
imply a reference to toxic effects of chemical weapons to all living
organisms.
(¢) The term 'chemiczl weapons' should be applied to each of three differsnt
categories of items:
(i) Toxic chemicals which meet certain criteria, and their precursors.
(11) Munitions and devices which meet certain criteria. This category
includes binary and othér multi-component munitions or devices.
(iii) Egquipment specifically designed for use directly in :onnection
with the employment of such munitions or devices.
Comments:
The above mentioned part of the definition that chemical weapons utilize
the toxic properties of chemicals could as well appear in the body,
(i)=(iii), of the definition.
Another approach might be to define "chemical warfare agent' and apply

the criteria referred to under (a) to such chemical warfare agents,
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(8) The general undertakings in an Article I of a future convention shall
not apply to chemicals, vhich can be shown to be produced etc. for certain
permitted purposes in quantitvies appropriate for such purposes. However,
such chemicals may have to be subject to certain clarification procedures
concerning the provisions in article I, as may be expressed in appropriate
future articles on verification.
Comments
The way to express this in the convention is not agreed upon yet.
(e) -The criteria for placing chemicals in toxicity categories as super-toxic
lethal chemicals; other lethal chemicals, and other harmful <hemicals, could
be expressed as.follous:
(i) A tsuper-toxié lethal chemical! is any toxic chemi 21 with
a median lethal dose which is less than or equal to 0.5 mg/ke
(subcutaneous administration) or 2,000 mg-min/m3 (by inhalation),
when measured by the methods set forth in
(ii) 4any ‘other lethal chemical' is any toxic chemical with & median
lethal dose which is greater than 0.5 mg/kgz (subcutaneous
adninistration) or 2,000 mg-min/m’ (by inhalation) and which is
less than or equal to 10 mg/kg (subcuteneous administration) or
20,000 mg—nin/hl3 (by- inhalation) when measured by the methods
set forth in
(iii) 4ny ‘other harmful chemical' is any toxic chemical with a median
lethal dose vhich is greater than 10 mg/kg (subcutaneous administration)
or 20,000 mg-min/m3 (by inhalation) when measured by the methods
set forth in
Comments:
Preliminary agreed protocols for toxicity determinations by subcutaneous
administrations and by inhalation have been worked out during technical
consultations.
The category 'other harmful chemical' might be subdivided into categories,
vwhich referred to other toxic effects than lethal effects. This would
Presume agreements on methods to measure such other harmful effects
as sensory irritant effects, mentally and physically incapaeitating
effects, skin lesion effects etc.
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No attempts have been made as yet to evaluate the possible coverage
of a definition as expressed in the present Vorking Hypothesis with
regard to toxins and tear gases. Only the possibility that it may
cover herbicides was pointed to in the last comment under (b) abeve.
"7.  WVorking hypothesis regerding o basic Gefinition of “permitted purposes'.
(a) Permitted purposes would consist of two, main elements
(1) non-hostile purposes, and
(1i) militavy purposes not related to the use of chemical weapons.
(p) Non-hostile purposes would include research, industrial, agricultural,
madical or other peaceful purposes, law enforcement purpeoses, purposes
directly comnected to protection against chemical weapons.
"8, Working hypothesis of a basic definition of 'precursor.
(a) Introductory remarks
For the purpose of a chemical woapons convention there seems {o bea need
(a) to ensure a ban on production, etc, of any chemical used for production
of chemiocals to which the term chemical weapon might be applied and (v) to
determine which of these chemicals, which may require particular attention
from the standpoint of verification.
The former chemicals may be identified in a general way in the convention
as 'precursors' to fall under the provigions in article I, prohibiting
development, production and stockpiling chemical weapons, in order to
preclude. the theoretical paossibility that the convention might be
interpreted as allowing production etc. of these precursors for chemical
veapnn.s purpose.
In order to meet the requirement under (b) it would probably be necessary
to identify the particular chemicals among the precursors, vhich are
in some way critical for the production of chemical weapons, e.g. by
determining the main type of compound formed, and which may not have
any peaceful use, These precursors might be singled out in the convention,
e.g. a8 "key precursors '. Key precursor stockpiles may have to be
declared and destroyed, and these activities be subject to verification
measures, which might also apply to their future non-production. These
measures would not apply to precursors in general, because these would-
under the future ban only bte produced etc. for permitted purboses according

to the purpose criterion.
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(b) For the purpcse of the convention a general and broad definition

of ‘precursor' could contain the following:

(1) Precursors as mentioned in y are chemicals, vhich,
vhen made to react chemically form chemicals as are mentioned
in (reference to the place where super-toxic lethal, other
lethal, and other harmful chemicals first are mentioned in
the definition of chemical weapons).

Comment:

An alternative formulation might be:

(ii)

'Precursor! means any chemical, which may be used as a reactant
in production of a super-toxic lethal chemical, other lethal
chemical, or other harmful chemical.

It would be prohibited under the convention to develop, produce,
stockpile, otherwise acquire, retain or transfer precursors

as defined above other than for permitted purposes.

(c) A definition of "key precursor' could contain the following:

(1)

(i1)

A key precursor would be the reactant(s) in one or in a
few consecutive chemical syntheses leading to the formation of
a super-toxic lethal, other lethal, or other harmful chemical,
vhich determines the class of chemical (expressed in the
chemical structure) of the toxic chemical(s) formed vhen the
reaction(s) is taking place
~ in a production facility producing super-toxic lethal,

other lethal or other harmful chemicals,
- in a chemical weapon warhead or other disseminating

device for chemical weapons, before the dissemination

of the intended final, toxic product(s); or outside

the dissemination device Auring or after dissemination.
Key precursors would have to be destroyed i.e. transformed into
chemicals without significance themselves for production of
toxic chemicals. Such destruction as well ag non-production
of key precursors should be subject to verification as set

out in

Comments:

A definition of kXey ;recursors thus could contain the following

characteristics:

The key precursor would

be a precursor in the final stages of the production process,
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- be particularly important in determining the end product,

- be of relatively little use for non-hestile purposes,

~ ©pose a serious risk from the standpoint of an effective ban
and therefore require particular attention with respect to
verification.

A definition of key precursor may also serve State Parties to a

convention as a guidec for evaluation of future developments with

respect to key precursors which have not previously been generally

known or wvere discovered in the future.

For the latter purposz, alleged key Precursors, and for which data

proving this were lacking, could be related to any of the three

types of toxic chemicals by means of toxicity determinations on

their end products formed in their reactions with other precursors.

The existence of the definition would also serve as a guideline

when chemicals falling under the general definition of precursors

above may not need to be destroyed or could be diverted or produced

for permitted purposes.

Optional to heving an explicit Aefinition of key precursors, it

might be possible to have only a list of key precursors. Such

e list could be established and revised zs necessary by the

Consultative Committee on the basis of agreed criteria similar

to those discussed above. Tiis might make it possible $c have a

simple definition like e.g.:

'Key preqursor’ peans a Precursor which has been identified by

the Consultative Committee, on the basis of agreed criteria, as

requiring particular attention from the point of view of

destruction.

A list of key precursors could alsc be made up in addition to a

definition of key precursors.

The question of lists of key precursors was not thoroughly

discussed during the consultations but seems to be favourable %o

most delegations. Nor was it disoussed as to which extent they

might be revised.,
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"2 A preliminary discugsion was held with respeci to possibly needed
definitione, for the pursesc of the convention, of !production facility!t,
‘vroductior cepacity' onc of 'destruction'. The background matarizl presented
&8 o basis for the discussions by the co-rrdinator are presented below, amended
in accordance vith the few points of view there vas time to cbtain on these
matters during the consultations
{2) 'Preduction fecility' could mean the plant or vart of rlant,
vhere chamical woepons te produced.

(b) 'Production capacity' could mean the smount of chemical veapons that
might be produced during = piven periecd of time undor agreed assumption,
and/or
the number of producticn facilitiss, which might produce chemical weapons
and their combined cutwnut during cne year under agreed assumptions.

Comment:

Instead of their combined output, the cutput of 2ach production

feeility misht bo given.
(c) tDestructiont cculd mean one or more of the following activities to
eliminate chamical wespons and production facilities.

(1) vith regard %o chemicul wearons
Chemicals:
Chanpe of the chemicel into dezradation products, vhich mzy be uneconomical
to utilize for repeated prcduction of the some chemicel. The process should
be performed in & way that is not detwimental o the environment.
This wight include utilization of the chemical dirsctly in a (irreversible)
production preeess leading to other chemicals, which cculd net economicelly
be utilized for production of the same chemical or facilitate production of
suci: chemicals. Such o change of the chemical may be raferred to as diversion
or conversion insteand of destruction, and would hewe %c be declared and
performed according to agreed preocedures, z2nd be subject teo particular
verification mecasures,

Muniticns and devices:

HMake such munitions or devices unservicezble for chemical veazpons purposes,

preferably by crushing them into piecze.




Specifically desismed equipment:

llake such equipment unserviceable and removzd from wenpons systens etc.
(ii) Vith regard to production facilities

-  physicaelly take apert or disintegrate the facility cnd removs all
parts in an unserviceable stote from the facility, leaving the site
empty,

- diesmantle and disperse for other purpcses some or 21l n~f the parts
of & production fecility. Removed parts and the purposes of their

utilization should be declarzd and verified.
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+ APPENDIX
"Reference material:
“Document CD/112, 7 July 1980, p. 2-3, entitled
'Letter dated 7 July 1980 addressed to the Chairman of the Committee on
Disarmament from the representatives of the USSR and the United States to

the Committee on Disarmament.'
"Document, CD/220, 17 fugust 1981, entitled
*Report of the Ad Hoc Working Croup on Chemical Woapons to the Committee on

Disarmament.’'
wDocument WP.33, 28 april 1982, p. 5-11, entitled
'Compilation of revised Elements and Comments thereto (CD/220), proposed new

texts and alternative wordings as well as comments on new texts.'
»Document CD/266, 24 March 1982, submitted by Yugoslavia, entitled
' Working raper, Binary weapons and the probler of their definition and

verification.'
"Document CD/294, 21 July 1982, submitted by the USSR, entitled.
! Basic provisions of a convention on the prohibition of- the development, production

and stockpiling of chemical wcapons and on their destruction, Proposal of the
USSR.'
"Document CD/CW/CRP.62, 26 July 1982, submitted by China, entitled

'Suggested alternative wording for Element II and. &nnex I.!

"Document CD/CW/WP.3Q, 22 March 1982, innexes II1 and IV, entitled

'Report of the Chairman to the Working Group on Chemical Weapons on the

consultations held on issues relating to toxicity determinations.'
"Document CD/CW/WP.38, 28 July 1982, submitted by Yugoslavia, entitled
'Suggested alternative definitions of Chemical Weapons. '

"Document CD/CW/CRP.31, CD/CW/CFC/13, 19 March 1982, submitted by United States of
Am2rica, entitled

! Precursors. '
"Document. CD/CW/CTC/15, 26 July 1932, submitted by Sweden, entitled

‘Chairman's Consultations on Toxicity Criteria.’
vDocument CD/CW/CTC/1%, 5 dugust 1582, submitted by Cninz entitled

' thadrerr's Censulsations on Toxicity Criterin.t

"Documeni CDICW/ITC/27, Y lugust 1952, subuitted by USSR, entitled

' Souk: roblems ossociatud with the peobibilicn of binary waapons and the
verificoticn of compliance witi such prohibition.'
4 numoer of written suggestions froum delesations, as well as many earlier

contributions to the Working Group, have not been listed here.
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"REPORT OF THE CO-ORRINATOR OF THE CONTACT GROUP ON ELEMENT IV (DECLARATICHS)
"1. POSSESSION OR NON--FOSSESSION

Possession or non~possession of Chemical Weapons' (as definad in the relevant

element of CW Convention including all components) and production facilities in use

or inoperative whether on State's own property or abroad or belonging to other

State(s) on one's own property including those whose ownership is not well defined.

Timings:

Not later than 30 days after the Convention's entry

into force or the State Party’s adhcrence to it.

() +Chemical %Weapons. Stocks

(a) Agents:

Alternative 1

s

Alternative I1

Description by weight in metric tons including quantities
in bulk and filled into munitions and

Description by toxicity catagory:

Supertcoxic lethal nerve gases (G-gases, V-gases);
Supertoxic lethzl blister gases (H-gases);

Other supertoxic lethal chemicals,

Other lethal chemicals;

Other harmful chenicals including incapacitants,
psychotropic chemicals, Convulsants and disabling
chemicals; irritants including those meant for law
enforcement purposes.

Description by toxicity catogory (supertoxic lethal, other

lethal and other harmful) and by chemical names.

{b) Precursors:

Alternative I

Alternative I1

Frecursors including those of binary type and individual
chemicals in acecordance with the categories mentioned in
(a) alternative I above.

Description by weight in metric tons filled and unfilled

and by chemical names.

(¢) Munitions and decvices

Alternative I

Klternative IX

J)s described through toxicity categories quantities of agents
and precursors.

(i) Types, weight and number of unfilled.

{(ii) Tyves, weight and number of filled.
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(B)

(d) 'Equipment specifically designed for use in CW'
Alternative I  as described tnrough toxicity categories quantities of

agents and precursors.
Alternative II Types and number including of auxiliary filling equipment.

Location:

Alternative I  No declarations.
Alternative II Exact description of location by precise geographic co~-ordinates,

Timing: Not later than 30 days after the convention's entry into

force or the State Farty's adherence to it.

Production Facilities:

(a) Type

aslternative I  Declaration for purposes of destruction

(i) Aagent production and key precursor production
facilities including types of products.
(ii) Filling facilities.
(iii) Key precursor production facilities.

Alternative II Declaration for purpoaes of destruction as well as
Confidence Building Mcasures

(i) Agent producticn and key precursor production
faci’‘ties including types of products.
(ii) Filling facilities.
(iii) Key precursor production facilities.
{(ivj; Munitions and devices production facilities which
are exclusively or partially designed or used for
this purpose.

(b) Capacity of Production Facilities

Alternative I  Types, weight and/or quantity in terms of time as follows:

{i) Capacities for production of chemicals are
declared directly in units of chemicals weight.

(ii) Capacities for filling of munitions are declared
in units of chemical weights.

(iii) Capacities for production of filled munitions of

binary or multicomponent charges are declared in
units of chemicals' weight a3 applied to the chemicals
of a specifie type which could bc formed in combat use.

(iv) Capacities for production of unfilled munition of
binary or multicomponent charges are declared in units
of weight of the chcmicals which could be formed after
filling the munitions.
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Alternative II

Location:

Alternative I
Alternative 1I

flternative III

Alternative IV

Iimings:
Alternative I

Location:
Alternative IX

Types, weight and/or quantity in terms of time.
Exact zeographical location of facilities will be declared
in degrees, minutoes nnd seconds .
Decl~pationz will also include description of following
types of facilities:

(i) FExisting facilities: Last date of operation.

(ii) Converted, prosant usz, last date used for CW.
(1ii) Dunl purpose facilites:
No declaration of dual purpose {2cilites.
Dual purpose facilitius which are specifically designed or
used in part for production of any cheaical which is
primarily used for OW.
Dual purpose facilities which are capable of conversion to
proper Cli facilities.
The number and location of all industrial [facilities for

the production of organophosphorous suhstances.

(i) Possession of facilities 30 days after the Convention's
entry into force or the State Party's adherence to it.
(ii) Capacity of facilities not later than 30 days after
the Convention‘s entry into force or the State Party's
adherence . it.
Not later than one year before destruction.
411 declarations regarding possession, capacity and
location of facilitias be made not later than 30 days
after the Convention’s entry into forc: or the State

Party's adhercnce to it.

Stocks and production facilities belonging to othcr Ctates

(a) Total quantity [in units of weignt] according to ecach
type of chemical lsuper ‘toxic lcthal, other lethal and other
harmful chenicale];

(b) Facilities for the production of chemical weapons cr
any of their elemaents, controlled by any other State; group
of States, 6rganization or private individual {indication of
capacity of such facilities].

Possiblo peed for declaration of findings of oid stocks

of chemical weapons, which were not known to a Party itself,
when the convantion entered into force, and of plans for the

destruction of such stocks.
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2.

cover

3.

PLANS FOR DESTRUCTION OF STGCKS
Declarations regarding slana znd time frames for destruction of stocks will

Chemical Yeapona®' as defined in the relevant element of the Convention,

Description of desiruction process will cover the following-
{i) Type of ~perztion.
(11} Time schecule including percentage cuantities clanned

far destruction in specific time franzs,

{iii) Jhat is being destroved and at what location.
(iv) Ained @t ond producticn.

diternative I Not later than 30 days after the Cenvention's entiry

into force cor the State Farty's adherence to it.

Alternative T1 Within €0 dnys after the Convention s entry intc forece

or the State Party's adherence to it.

slternative 11T Within six months after the Convention's entry into

force or the State Party's adherence to it.
PLAIS TOR FLIMINATION OF PRODUCTION FACILITIES
Declarations rexarding plans and time frames for elimination of production

facilities will cover the following:

(i) Location of facilities.

(ii) Plans for (2) dismantling; anc¢ (b} destruction.
(iii) Time frzmes for complation of separate stagzes of elimination

(if necessary)

Descripticn of destruction piocess will cover the following:

(i) Type of operation.

{(ii) Time schedule.

{(iii) whot is being destroyed and at what location.

{iv) aAimed at end product (if any including descriction of equipment

elements for peaceful purposes).

Timings:
Alternative I Within 30 days after the Convention's entry into force
or the State Party‘s adherence to it.
Alternative I Within six mcnths after the Convention's entry into force

or the State Party’s adherence to it.

Alternative IIY Within seven years after the Convention's entry into force

or thz State Party’s adherence to it.
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w4. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE PLANS FOR DESTRUCTION OF STOCKS
(1) Progress report of stocks destroyed during last year/period
including details of types, quantities and destruction methods.
(11) FPlans for destruction during next year/period including details
of types, quantities and destruction methods.

"5. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE PLANS FOR DISMANTLING/DESTRUCTION OF PRODUCTION
FACILITIES

(1) Progress roport of facilities dismantled/destroyesd during
last year/period including type and location and climination
nethod.
{i1) Plans for dismantling/destruction of facilities during next year
period including location, typc and elimination method.
Timings: Annual/Periodical.
"6. COMPLETION OF ELIMINATION ACTIVITIES
Declaration of completion of =limination activitics of all 'Chemical Weapons!
and production facilities.
Timings: Hot later than 10 years.

7. STOCKS OF SUFZR-TOXIC LETHAL CHEMICALS FOR PERIITTED PURPQSES AND
THE FAaCILITIES FOR PRODUCTION OF SUCH CHEMICALS

(a) Super-toxiec lethal chemicals producea, diverted from stocks, acquired

or used:
Alternative I (i) For purposes directly connected with protection
against chemieal weapons;

(ii) For industrial, agricultural, ressarch; medical
or other peaceful purposes and for military
purposes not connected with the use of chemical
weapons.

Alternacive II {i) For purposes directly connected with protection

against chemical weapons.
(b)' Loecation and capacity of the specialized facility for
the proguction of super-toxic lethal chemical for
protective/permitted purposes.
Timings: Within 30 days - (for stocks held at entry into force)
Annual/Periodic -~ (subsequently).
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O.

Alternative 1

alternative 11

slternative TII

Production and use of other lethal chemicals

for pcrmitted purposes.

Production and use of commercial chemnicals which pose
a special risk.

Production of organorhosphorous suostances.

Other lothal chemicals and precurzors produced, acquired retained or used for

permitted purposes including their quantities, total production, chemical names,

uses and iocation and capacity of facilities where vroduced.

Timinga:

TRANSFERS
Alternative I

Alternative II

Timings:

{i) Vithin 30 days - {(for stocks held)

(ii) Annual/Periodic - (subsequently).

(i) volume of transfers since 1 danuvary 1548,

{a) Ouantities of chemriczls transferrad/super=-toxie,
lethal, other lethal and other harmful chemicals.

(b) Quantities of transferred munitions and other
means of combat use/weisznt of the chemicals filled
in these nunitions;

(c) Technological zquipment for the production of
chemical wempons and corresponding technical
documentation/in units of weight of the chemicals
which cculd have been produced as a result of
such transfers.

(ii) Declare typec and auantity of super--toxic lethal
chemicals transferred for permitted purposes and

names of recirient State(s).

Declar: type and quantity of super-teoxic lethal chemiczls
transferred for protective purposes and names of recipient
Stzte(s).

For &lternative I (i)

Not later than 30 days after the Convention's entry intd

force or the State Party's adherence to it.

30 days in advance of transfar.




10,

" 11

“12.

DIVFRSION OF STOCKS
petails of types, quentity and intended uss.

Timings: Alternative I
Along with/as part of the declaration of plans for

destruction of the stocks.
alternative i1
“long with/as part of the declaration of implementation

of destruction of stocks.
CONVERSION OF PRODUCTION FACILITIES TQ DESTRUCTION FACILITIES
Details including location, tygpe, capacity.

Timings: alternative I
Along with/as part of plans for elimination of facilities.

hlternative I1

it the time of declaration of plans for destruction of stocks.

CESSATION OF ACTIVITIES RELATED TO POSSIBLE USE OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS

(a) Issue an open general order to the effect that plannine, organization
and training intended to emable the utilization of toxic properties
of chcmicals as weapon in combat should not take place;

(b) iscertain that 2ll organization charte, plans, manuals etc. containing
-provisions intended to enable the utilization of toxic propertien of
chemicals as weapen in combat, are withdrawn or revised;

(¢) Declare the composition of equipment intended tc protect against

chemical weapons.

Timings: Not later than 10 years.
OPTIO!: No such deciz~=ztion.

SUBMISSION Of DECLARATIONS

511 declarations will be submitted to the Consultative Committee who will

inform all States Parties.
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REPORT OF THE CO-ORDINATOR OF THE CONTACT GRCUP ON ELZIMENT V
(DESTRUCTION, DIVERSION, DISMANTLING AMD COLVERSIOW)
A - DESTRUCTION OFf STOCKS: i
I .. ARTICLE- Agreead sub~elements to bs included
(a) <eneral oblization to destroy all existing stocks of chemical
weapons;il
(b) possibility of diversion of stocks for peaceful purposes, subject

to conditions and circumstances 3.t forth in tne annex;

(c) oblization to utilize sage methods of destruction that will avoid
wd
harm to the environment and to populations,—

(d) provision on international co-opesration to facilitate implementation
EoR: 2o

including the possibility of transfer of

of the Convention,
chemical weapons to another State Parvy for the purpose of destruction;
(2) indication of tha over-all duration ¢f thz process of destruction, to
be counted fronm the tirs the Convention enters into force for each
State Party (suggestion: 10 years):
time of start of actual destruction (alternatives):
(i) not later than six months aftasr the Convention entars
into foirce for each State Party,
(i1i) not later than two years after the Convention enters
inte force for =ach Stat.: Party.
Other sub-elements proposed by some Delegations:
(s} obligation tc destroy preoursors that may be used for binary weapons;:/
(b} placzment of all svocks under international supervision at the time
the Convention ent<rs into forca for e=ach State Party;

(c) obligation to utiliz: methods of destruction that permit adequate

verification.
i/ Suggested addition: ~This includes all it=ms defined as 'chemical weapons',
including all types of precursors". If undzr th: Elament "D:finitions", all

precursors fall within the definition of “echemical weapons", this addition would
render unnecessary the proposed sub-element (a) for the Articla.

3%/ This oblization could be stated in a separate Article applying to the
destruction of both stocks and facilities,

R3%/ This provision could be stated in an appropriate placz so as to apply
both to the d:struction of stocks and of facilities.
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"IY - ANNEX: Agrecd sub-elements to be included:
(3) conditions and circumstances for permitted diversion of stocks for
¢ paaseful purposes (to be further elaborated);i/
{b) procedures and opgrations to be accomplished during the ovar-all
pariod of destruction:
- initial stage (from the time the Convention anters into force
for each State Party to tha time of start of actual destruction):
- submission of plans for destruction of stocks; such plans
should include:
+ quantitics and types of agents to be dostroyed;
+ time scheduled for the process of destruction;
+ daeseription, in general terms, of method(s) to be =mployed
for destruction;
+ indication of place(s) of facility(ies) usad for destruction.
- destruction stagz (from the start of actual destruction to the
end of over-all period of destruction):
+ {(to be sz2en in connection with the daclarations requirad from
Parties relating to dostruction of stocks).
Other svYy-elements proposed by scame Delegations:
(a) provisions for ensuring adsquate balance durling destruction stage
30 as to avoid the acquisition of military advantage by one
State Party over another (p.cx., agreed rates of destruction):
(b) provisions for ensuring minimization of economic damags and for
avoiding unnec2ssary or burdsnsome interferenc:s with peaecsful

chemical industry.

%/ Suggested conditions and circumstances: (a) list of agents the diversion
of which would be permitted; (b) international supervisiorn of diversion;
(e) diversion to be carried out in an irravarsible manner, so as to prevent the
re-utilization of component agents as weapons.
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“B - DESTRUCTION OF FACILITIES
"I -« ARTICLE: Agrcad sub-clements to b: inciudad:

(a) aeneral obligation to destirny and dismantle fagilities,f/ and not
to construct new onss,

(b) obligation to close down such facilities at the time the Convention
ent:vs inte force for :ach State Party, and to cease production of
cacmical weapons at that tin:;

(c) provision foir temporary conv:irsion of piroduction facilitizs into
facilities for the purpose of destruction of stocks;

(d) obligation nat to reconvert such converted facilities, and to destroy
or dismantle them 35 soon as they are no long:ar needad for the
purpose of destruction of stocks;

(¢) dindication of over-all maximum duration of -the process of destruction,
to be counted from the time the Convention entzsrs into foree for each
Statz Party (susrcstion: 10 years)

- time of start of actual destruction:
(alternative suggestions)
(1) six months after the Convention enters into force for
each Statc Party;
(i1) not later than eight years after the Convention enters
into forces for =ach State Party.

Other sub-clements proposed by some Delngations:

(a) provision for the possibility of building special facilities for
the purposc of destruction of stocks;

(b) provision for the possibility of re-utilization in peaceful industry
of certain types and categories of equipm:ni, according to
specification to be sut forth in the Annex.

(c) obligation to utiliz> methods of destruction that permit adequate

verification.

B/ The term ‘facility' should be understood as dufined in Element II. The
following definition was sugg2asted by som: Delegations: ' Facilities and/or
equipment designed or used for the productinn of any chemieal which is primarily
useful for chemical wgapons purposes, or for filling chemical munitions'.
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"II - ANNEX:

{a)

Agréad sub-elements to be included:

elaboration of proczdures and opsrations Lo b accomplishod

during the over-all period of destruction:

(1)

(11)

initial stag: (from the time th: Convention enters into force

for cach State Party to thr time of the start of actual

daestruction)

w immedizte cessation of production and closing down of
facilitiozs;

- submission of d.tailed nlans for destruction of faeilitius,
such plars should include:

+ location of facility(ius);

+ description of method(s) te ba employ:d for d:scruction;

+ indication of facility to be timporarily convertzd for

destruction of stocks;

+ plans for destruction of such convarted facility.
doatruction stage (from the start of actual destruction to
th: and of tha ov:-r-all puriod):

(t» be s4on 1n connaction with th: doclarations requir~d from
Partins relating to tha distruction of facilitiss).

Other sub-claments propnsad by somz Del2pations:

(a)

(b)

apacificaticn of types and catagorizs of aquipmont that could be

reuaed in peaccful industry;

proviaions for ansuring adequate balance during the destruction

staga, so as to avoid the acquisition of military advantage by

ona State Party over znothar (p.cx., agreed rates of desteucicion).
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uC - OUESTIONS BEARING ON ELEMENT V THAT SHOULD BE DEALT WITH
ELSEWHERE IN THE CONVENTIOM

(a)

(b)

(e)

(d)

{ssues pertaining to Dufinitionsr:

- definition of weapons 1ad ag-ats prohibived under the Convention
and which shouls thus be desteoayed (see S2ction A on ' Destruction
of Stocks' and not2 to ngrana sub-slement (a) of the Article and
to proposad sub-alament (a));

- definition sf facilities and/or csquipment for the peoduction of
chemical weapons, which should thus be distroyed (sez Section B
on 'Dustruction af Faciliti=s: and note to agread sub-clement (a)
of the Article);

- dufinition of the concept of dastruction/dismantling, both with
regard to stocks and with »2card to facilities.

issues pertaining to iDcelaration::

~ spacification of all declarations to be required from States Parties
relating to th: process of destruction/dismantling, both of stocks
and facilities, including periodical declarations (suggestion:
annual daclarations during the d:structiosn stage )

- specification of tho authority to wnich plans for destruction of
stocks and facilities should be submitted (suegestion: the
Consultative Committee);

issues pertaining to Werif” tion':

- adaequate procedures for t! rerification of compliance with tha
obligations set forth in El uent V.

issues pertaining to the prohibition of transfer of chemical weapons:

- axception to the obligation not to transfer chemical weapons, so
as to permit the transfer of stocks for destruction purposes as
set forth in the Article on siucks (see Section A, 'Destruction of
Stocks ', sub-elument (4) of the Article).
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“REFORT OF THE CO-ORDINATOR CF THE CCNTACT GROUP ON ELRIT IX
(GENCRAL FROVISIONS ON VERIFICATION)

oBLEMENT IX - INIGHT CONTAIII TIE FCLLOUDIG ICINTS:
wl. Purnose of verification: to provide ascurance of compliance with the

provisions of the Convention (CD 220).

"2, Scope of verification: appropriate and acreed verification measures should be
arplied on the basis of the principle of reciprccity to, iater alia:

(a) Elements I-IV, concerniug wrobibition of development, production,
other acquisition, stockpiling, retention and transfer of chemical
weanona;

(b) Elements I and V, concerning destruction or otherwise disposal of
existing stocks of chemical weapons and their means of production;
over an agreed veriod of time;

(c) Flement VI concerning super-toxic lethal chemicals for nou-hostile
military purnoses;

(4) Bnquiry into facts, including on=-site verification on an agreed basic,
on questions related to alleged contravention of the terms of the
convention.

"3, Heang of verification:

(a) Technical means of verification: Element IX could indicate that agreed
techniques of verification approprinte to the taslk reouired are identified
under each subctentive head (nov contained in Elements II-VI);

(b) Organizationsl means of Verification: [Element IX rould provide for the
egtablishment of a Consultetive Cormittee to act as a permanent body for
the monitoring of the implementation of and compliance with the terms of

the Convention.
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* REFCRT OFF THE CO-ORDINATCR CF THL CCITACT GROUL* O THE FREAIBLE AND
FTIAL CLAUSIS OF TID FUTURD CHEIICAL WEAFONS COUVIITION

SCCTION A+ CONCE¥TS AWD OPTIONS

“PREANBLE
Concepts

(1)
(ii)
(iii)

(iv)
(v)
(vi)
(vii)
(viii)
Options

Bringing about general and complcie discrmeamont

CI bon as o uecessary disarmament cten .
Determination to exclude pocsibility of wse:; JU use repugnant to the
counscience of manlkind

Strengthening peaceful co-operation in ccientific fields

L7 Convention undertzking on CV anegotiations

Recomizing signuificance of 1925 Jrotocol and BV Convention

Charter of the United Hations

C'T convention important for social and economic development
inclusion of prohibition of use in first preambular paregraph

chemistry for the benefit of manlkind

principle of non-diminished security (at lower levels of armaments)
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SECTION B: VARIOUS SPECIFIC FROPOSAL

«PREAMBLE

(1)

(ii)

(i1

(iv)

Disarmament

Reaffirming their adherence to the objectives of general and complete
disarmament, including the prohibition and elimination of all types of
weapous of mass destruction;

o

Convinced that the prohibition of the development, production and
stookpiling of chemical veapons and their destruction represent a necessary
step touvards the achievement of general and complete disarmament under
effective international control;

Use

Determined, for the sake of all mankind to exclude completely the
possibility of chemical agents being used as veapons; couvinced that such
use would be repugnant to the conscience of mankind and that no effort
ghould be spared to minimize this risks;

Peaceful co-operation

Considering that peaceful co-operation among States should strengthen
international co-operation in scientific fields, especially in that

of chemistry;

Alternative Considering that the achievements in the field of chemistry should be

used exclusively for the benefit of mankind

(v)

(vi)

B Convention

In conformity with the undertaking contained in the Convention on the
Prohibition of the Development, Froduction and Stockpiling of Bacteriological
(Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction, to continue
negotiations in good faith with a view tc reaching early agreement on
effective measures for the prohibition of the development, production and
stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their destruction;

1925 Protocol

Recognizing the important significance of the Geneva Protococl for the
Prohibition of the Use in Ver of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases and
of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare, signed at Geneva ou 17 June 1925

and also of the Convention on the Trohibition of the Development,
Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin
Weapons and on Their Destruction, in force since 26 March 1975, and calling

upon all States to comply strictly with the said agreements;
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(vii) United Nations Chaorter
Desiring also to contribute to the realization of the purposes and

principles of the Charter of the mited Mations;

(viii) Social and Boonomic Develcpment
Recognizing the imﬁortant contribution that the Convention can meke through
its implementation to the social and eccnomic develeomment of States,
especially devecloping countries.
Cption
Guided by the principle of non-diminiched security of any State or group
of Statecz.
'ELEMENT VII - RELATIONSHIP JITH OTHER TREATIDS
Tlo limiting or detracting from the obligations assumed under 1925 Protocol

(%

or eny other internaticnal treaties.
Options
- speoific reference to obligations under Biological Veapons Convention
- gpecific reference cbligations under EWMOD
~ vpossibility of lirking CV convention to 1925 Protocol.
"ELEMIT VII - RELATIONSHIP WITH OTHER TREATIES
Draft Elemeut
Yothing in this Couvention should be interpreted as in any way limiting or
detracting from the obligntions assumed by States Parties to the Protoeol forx
the Pronibition of the Use in War of Asphyxiating, Toisonous or Other Gases,
and of Bacteriological Methods of VWarfare, signed at Geneva on 17 June 1925,
or any other international treaty or any existing rmiles of intermational law
governing armed conflicts,

Reference to BY

Hothing in this Convention should be interpreted as in any way limiting ox
detracting from the obligations assumed by States Parties to the Protocol for
the Prohibition of the Use in Var of Acphyxiating, Feisonous or Other Gases,
and of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare, sismed at Geneva on 17 June 1925,
or under the Conventicn on the Frohibition of the Development, IProduction and
Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their
Destruction, opened for sismature on 10 April 1972, or any other intermational

treaty or any existing miles of international law governing armed conflicts.



P Rererence. to oD
Nothing in this Convention should be interpreted as in any vay limiting oxr
detracting from the obligations assumud by States Parties to the Protocol for
the Prohibition of the Use in Vlar of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Othexr Gases,
and of Basteriological Methods of iapfare, signed at Geuneva on 17 June 1925,

- or under the Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production
- and Stoclepiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Yeapons and on
~ Their Destruction, cpened for signature on 10 April 1972, and the Convention
on Prohibition of Hilitery or Any Other Hostile Use of Environmental
Modification Techniques (EMHOD), or any other jnternational treaty or any
existing rules of internctional law governing armed conflicts.
wELBMENT VIIT - II'TERNATIONAL CO-OFERATION .

Canoepts

(i) Avoidance of hampering international co-operation in peaceful and protective
chemical activities;
(ii) Undertaking to facilitate, promote and participate in exchange of materials
and information
(iii) Undertaking to allocate any savings as a result of CV convention.

Options
~ facilitate international co-operation in peaceful chemical aetivities
- participate in fullest possible exchange (including co-operation on
training and equipping with protective measures)
- undertaking to assist other Parties on request.
"ELEENT XIV ~ AMENDRMENTS
(i) Amendments proposed by any FParty; submitted to Depositarys; circulated
tc other Parties;
(ii) Batry into force of amendments for eacu Party accepting amendments upon
acceptance by majority of Farties; thereafter for each remaining Party on

date of acceptance by it.

Optious
- Amendments considered at Review Jonference
- Party after entry into force, failing expression of a different intention,

concidered as party to treaty as amended.
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" ELEMENT VIII - INTERNATIONAL CO-CFERATICN

Draft Element

(1) This Convention should be implemented in & mamner designed to avoid hampering
the economic or technological development of States farties to the Convention
or international co-operation in the field of peaceful and protective chemical
activities, including the international exehanze of chemicals and ecuipment for
production, nrecessing or use of chemieal agents for peaceful and protective
purposes in accordance vith the provisions of the Convention.

(2) Each State Party to this Convention should undertake to facilitate, promote
and participate in, the fullest possible exehange of eguipment, materials and
scientific and techmologienl information for the use of chemieals for neaceful
and protective purposes consonant with the aims of this Convention.

(3) Each State Party to this Convention should undertzke 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 socizl dévelopment,
particularly of the developing countries,

Fullest possible exchaunge
Each State Farty to this Convention should undertake to facilitate, promote
and have the right to participate in, the fullest possible exchange of
equipment, materials and scientific and technological information for the
use of chemicals for peaceful purposes consonant with the aims of this
Convegtion. Vlhere appropriate such exchange should extend to co-operation
on protective measures. . |

Asgistance to Parties
Each State Party to this Conventicn undertakes to provide or suppert aszistance,
in accordance with the United Mations Charter, to auny Farty to the Convention
vhich so requests, if the Security Council decides that such‘Party has been
exposed te danger as 2 result of violation of the Convention.

"ELEIMENT XV - REVIZY CONFERENCE
Concepts
(1) Review after five years if majority of Parties agree

(ii) Five year intervals.



"DLRENT XVI - DURATICN AND WITHDRAVALS
Concepts
(i) Unlimited duration;
(ii) Right of withdravel: three monthe 1atice t~ Jepositary; ctatement of
extraordinary events jeopardizins sudreme interests;

(iii) Notification to Secuw.ty Collacil.

BLRENT IV - AIIRIDMENTS

Draft Blement

(1) Any State Party to this Convention may provose amendments to the Convention.,
The *ext of any proposed amermtiment shall be submitted to the Depositary, who
shall prompdly circulate it to 211 States lartien.

(2) An amendment.shall enter into force for all States Parties %o this Convention
vhich have accepted it, upon the deposit with the Depositary of instruments
of acceptance by a majority ef States Parties. Thereafter it shall enter
into force for any remaining States Farty on the date of deposit of its
instrument of acceptance.

"ELEMENT XV - REVIEYU CONFERENCE

Draft Element

(1) Tive years after the entry into force cof this Convention, or earlier if it is
requested by a majority of Parties to 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 the operation of
the Conventich, with a view to assuri-g that the purposas of the Convention
are being realized. Such review should take into account any new scientific and
technological developments relevant to the Convention.

(2) Further review conferences should be held at intervals of five years thereafter,
and at other times if requested by a majority of the Stotes Parties to this
Convention.

nELEMENT XVI - DURATION AND VITHDRAVALS

Draft Element

(1) This Convention should be of unlimited duration.

(2) Each State Farty to this Convention should in exercising its national sovereignty
have the right to withdraw from the Convention, if it decides that .extraordinary
events relsted to the subject matter of the Convention, have jeopardized its
supreme interests. It should give nctice of such withdravl 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.
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(3) The Depositary on its part should irmediately inform the Security Council
of the United il=tione =f the submicsion of a netice of withdrawal from a
State Farty to the Conventien.

'ELEMENT XVII - SIGNATURE, RATITICATIOFN, ACCESSION

Droft Element

(1) This Convention ziould be anem to all States for sirmature. Any State which
does 1ot sigm the Convention before itz entry into force in accordance with
paragraph 3 of thic Element could accede to it at any time.

(2) Thic Convention shoulc be subject o ratification by signator States.
Instruments of ratification or accessicn should be deposited with the
Secretoary-General of the Uniteod lfaticns.

(3) This Convention should enter inte force upon the devosit of inctruments
of ratificeatior by ... Gevernmente, in accordance with paragraph 2 of this
Element.

(4) TPor those Stotes whose inctruments of ratification or ascession are deposited
after the entry intc force of tihis Convention, it should enter into force
on the date of the-deposit s their instiumenis of ratification or accession.

(5) The Depositary should prouptly inform ~11 signatory States and States Parties
of the date of each cifmature, the date of denosit of each instrument of
ratification or accession and the dcte of the entry into force of this
Convention and of any emendments thersto, 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 Cherter of the United Natioms.

(7) Asnexes of the Convaniicn should be considered an integral part of this
Convention.,

”ELEMEFT XVII - SIGUATURD, RATIFICATION, ACCITSSIOHN
Concents
(i) Open to all States; accession =% any time
(ii) Subject to ratification; depcsited vith United Fations Secretary-General
(iii) Botry into force vitii specified rumber of ratifications
(iv) Batry intc force for late accession
(v) Denasitery to notify all Parties of each signature, ratification or accession
(vi) Registercd in ceocordance with Tnited Mations Charter

(vii) Annexes of convention intepral.

Options
- tventy ratificationsz for entry into force .
- entry intc force reocuires ratification by all permanent members of

Security Council.
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PELETNT XVIII - DISTRIZUTIC. P Tl SOMVENTICN

Texts, in 2ll United FMations lanmuares, distributed by Dzpocitary.
Optiona
Twenty Rotificatis ¢

Thirx Convention chould enter inte force upom the denesit of inctruments of

ratification by 22 Govoraments, inm accorcerse it peracraph 2 cf this
Element.

ALl Security Couvcil memo rs
Thiz C nvention choll orter into force unen the dencsit of inotruments of
ratification by ... Govertmont-, ‘neluding the Governments of the States
permenent members of the Urited Nations Security Ccuacil.

"ELEMFIIT XVIII - DISTRIBUTION OF THE COMVELTIAN

Draft Element
This Convention, of which the Arabic, Chinese, Enjlish, French, Russian and
Spanish texts are equally suthentic, chould be deposited with the
Secretary-General of the United Tations, vho should ~end duly certified copios
thereof tc the Governments of States members of the United Mations and its

specialized agencies.
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» REPORT OF THE CO-OR0INATOR OI' THE CONTACT GRMUP ON SIBMENT X
*(NATIONAL IMPLEMENTATION MEASURES)-

11, irticle on national measures

Working hyvnothesis:

Jach State Parily should take any measures it considcrs ncccssary in accordance

with ite constitutional preocesses to implemcnt the Convention, and in particular to
brohibit and vrrevent any activity in violation of the Convention anywhere under its
Jurisdidtion or control.

Bach State Party would also inform the Consultative Committes of what legislative
and edministrative measures it hod taken with respect to the implomentation of the
Convention.

"2. Possible erticle on national body

Options:

~ FEach State Party would designate a central authority and point of
contact heving responsibility with regard to oversecing the
implementation of the Convention and.to co-operating with the
Consultative Committee and the central authorities of other States
Parties. Guidclines concerning the funections of this central
authority could be set out in Annex +...
- BRach State Party would identify its point of contact being responsible
for the co~operation with the Consultative Committee.
= No snecial reference to national body, since this question could be
regarded as covered by the article on national measures.
“3. Possible innex containing guidelines concerning the functions of the national body
In case there will be agreement on the first option in paragraph 2 such en Annex
could be necessery. The contents of this Annex should be further discussed. The
following ideas with regard to possihle guidelines are quoted from diffexrent Working
pepers and serve only illustrative purposes:
(a) The contral authority to be designated by each State Party under Article ...e
should be orgenized and employed by each State Party in accordance with its own
legislation. )
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(v) ‘national aspect':
- to oversee the implementation of the obligations concerning

prohibition of development, preduction, other acquisition, stockpiling,
retention and transfer of chemical weapons;

destruction of stocks of chemical weapons;

destruction or dismantling of means of production of chemical

weapons;

temporary conversion of means of production of chemical weapons

for the purpose of destroying stocks of such weapons;

super-toxic lethal chemicals for non~hostile military purpeses;

(This 1list would be specified in accordance with the final agreement

on the scope of prohibition.)

-~ to oversec the implementation of the above mentioned obligations the

central authority should be in a position

to get the relevant information from the corresponding executive
organs, agencies and enterprises to investigate the actual state
of affairs concerning compliance with the Conventions

to examine reports on development activities as well as the
productive and commercial activities of enterprises of the chemical
industry and related fields, including productive commercial
documentations of the enterprises of industrial firms engaged in the
manufacture of chemical and other products which could be related
to the scope of the Convention;

to visit enterprises producing supertoxic lethal chemicals, harmful
chemicals and precursors, which fall under the scope of the Conventionj;
to visit enterprises being- dismantled or already dismantled, or
converted to the production of the above mentioned chemicals for
permitted purposes;

to sample probes of waste gases, waste water and soil;

to install in the above mentioned enterprises- sehsing devices and
make the necessary measurcments;

to get the financial means necessary for the implementation of its
functions;

to submit to the government concernmed reports on its activities
which would be publicized.
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(c)

tinternational co-operative aspect!':
to provide the Consultative Committee with all data necessary to the
execution of. the task of the Cemmitiece with respect to verification of
compliance with the Convention;
Yo extend in case of international insvections all assistance requssted
including technical assistance and the provision of data;
to have access to a selection of inspecticn personnel both technical and
non-technical;
to be prepared to maintain documentation of the type required to satisfy
internationel verification requirements;
to co-operate in providing expertise to the Consultative Committee;
To co-operate with the central authorities of other States Parties and
with corresponding international organizations concerning issues
connected with the implementation of the Convention.
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WREPORT (F THE CO-ORDINATOR OF THE CONTACT GROUP ON EIEMENT XI
» (NATIONAL TECHNICAL MEANS CF VERIFICATION)

"1, Peragraph on the compatibility of the use of ‘'NTM with international law
tiona:
-~ Any use of national technical means of verification for the purpose of

monitoring compliance by other States with the provisions of the Convention
must be consistent with generally recognized principles of international law.
~ Bach State Party to the Convention may use national technical means of
verification at its disposal for the purpose of monitoring compliance with
the provisions of the Convention in a mamner consistent with generally
recognized principles of international law.
»2, Paragraph on assistance and the provision of information

tions:

-~ Verification pursuent to paragraph 1 of this article may be undertaken by
any State Party using its own national technical means of verification, or
with the full or partial assistance of any other State Party.

~ Any State Party vwhich possesses national technical means of verification
may, where necessary, place at the disposal of other Parties information
which it has obtained through those means and which is important for the
purﬁosea of the Convention.

~ Any information so obtained should be confidential to the State Party
which carried out monitoring, unless or until evidence was sufficient
to suggest non-compliance by another State Party. In this case the
Consultative Committee should be informed.

- All States parties to the Convention should have access 1o information
gathered by the use of national technical means of verification through
the Consultative Committee, at which disposal States Parties possesging
such information would place it.

v3, Paragraph on non-interference with NTM

Working hypothesis:
,Cach State Party to the convention should undertake not to impede, including

through the use of deliberate concealment measures or in any other manner, the
national technical means of verification of other States Parties operating in
accordance with paragraph 1.
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(In‘the view of som® delegations provision on non~-interference with NTM
should depend on a Paragreph on the provision of information along the lines of the
fourth option in paragraph 2, The question of non-concealtiont should be further
clarified.)

Alternative to Element XI on the lines of Article III, raragraph 5 of - the
Sea~bed Treaty:

'Verlflcation pursuant to this article may be undertaken by any State Party
using its own medns, or with the full or partial assistance of any other. State
Party, or tbrough appropriate mternatlonal Proczdures .within the framework of
the United Natmns and :Ln accordance . wlth 1ts Charter:,

(Note: - first pa.rt may be regarded as covered by the ~first option in
pairagraiah 2 of this paper;
N seco'xd par’c may be regarded as covered by Element XIII).
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|II.

“II,

" REPORT OF THE CO-ORDINATOR OF THE CONTACT GROUP ON ELEMENTS XII AND XIII

(CONSULTATION AND CO-OPERATION : CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE)

“ELEMENT XII: Consultation and co-operation

It was generally agreed that the Convention should include a rrovision

regarding normal consultations and co-operation according--te the following

lines:
(a) Commitment by States parties to consult and co-operate.
(b) Consultations and co-operation may be undertaken:

directly between two or more parties;

through appropriate international procedures including the services
of appropriate internrational organizations and of the Consultative
Committee. (It was generally agreed to include a specific reference
to the Consultative Committee underscoring its special role).
Substance of consultations and co-operation: any matter in relation
to the objectives of, or in the application of, the provisions of
the Convention.

For further consideration:

- Specific reference to the United Nations General Assembly and/or

Security Council.

Fact-finding procedures concerning alleged ambiguities in or violations of

the compliance with the Convention

(a)

(b)

(c)
(d)
{e)
()

(g)

General formulation encouraging States parties to hold bilateral
contacts.

Right for every State party (challenging or challenged) to request
the Consultative Committee to carry out a fact-finding procedure,
including its right to reque:s: a specific activity to be carried out
by the Consultative Committee (e.g. on-site inspections).

Such request must be substantiated.

Obligation to co-operate in the fact-finding procedure.
Appropriate explanations must be provided in case of a refusal

to an on-site inspection.

Obligation of the Consultative Committee to inform States parties
about the results of its procedures. ’
General reference to the right of every State to resort to the
mechanisms provided by the Charter of the United Nations.
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For further consideration:

- Decision by the Consultative Committee on the merits of a request
and on the appropriate activity to be carried out for a fact-finding
procedure concerning alleged ambiguities in or violations of the
compliance with the Convention.

= Provision containing a strong commitment by States parties to
co-operate with the Consultative Conmittee in its investigations.

= Action the Consultative Committee might take after a refiissl by
a State party to an on-site inspection:

= request further information
= request a reconsideration of the decision.

-~ Provision of assistance to a State party in case of a breach of
the Convention:

- subsumed in the general reference to the United Charter
= or formulated in specific terms

= Question of falsifying the actual state of affairs with regard
to ccmpliance_with the Convention by other States parties.

"ELEMENT XIII: Consultative Committee
"A. ORGANIZATIONAL QUESTIONS
"1. CHAPEAU :
It was agreed that there should be a general formulation stating the purposes
of the Consultative Committee, i.e.: _
- to carry out broader international consultation and co=0Operation
= to ensure the availability of international data
= to provide expert advice
= to oversee the implementation of the Convention . .
- to promote the verification of the continued complianée_with
the provizions of the Convention
'2.  TIMING FOR THE ESTABLISHMENT
- Consultative Committee: shortly, e.g., 30 days, after entry into force
of the Convention.
= It was generally agreed that some preparatory work before the establishment
of the Consultative Committee would be needed.
For further considepation:
Preparatory Committee
- temporary body ‘
~ established after X number of signatures of the Convention
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ng,

- open to every signatory
- - funictions: to carry out preparatory technical work,; make
recommendations to the Consultative' Committee

COMPOSITION

« 1 representative by each State party

-~ advisers by each State party
For further consideration:

= President.-Options:
- Depositary (United Nations Secretary-teneral or his
personal representative)
- elected by the States parties
-~ rotative presidency
~ collective presidency
« PRight or obligation of every State party to become members of
the Consultative Committee

SUBORDINATE BODIES

It was generally agreed that the Consultative Committee would have:

-« A technical secretariat

« A sub-organ or sub-organs of a reduced membership to operate on a
permanent basis
For further consideration:

« Membership of the sub-organ(s). It was suggested:
« equitable geographical distribution
- preneved every X years
-’ some permanent members

- Functions

Suggested additions:

- Fact-finding panel: operational body composed of political representatives
with appropriate technical support of a reduced number of States parties
to carry out, at the request of a State party, a fact-finding procedure
concerning alleged ambiguities in or violations of the compliance with
the Convention

- Expert study groups: to be created on an ad_hoc basis to elaboerate
specific studies on matters of importance for the implementation of the
Convention :

- Verification teams: for carrying out systematic on-site inspections

under the aegis Qf the technical secretariat.
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“5. MEETINGS
- Extraordinary meetings.- Options:
- .at the request of one State party
- at the request of an X number of States parties
- at the request of the sub-organ(s)
= at the request of the depositary
For further consideration:
= Regular meetings.- Options:
- every year
- at longer intervals, e.g. depending on the need to appoint
members of the secretariat or of the sub=-organ(s)
"6. RULES OF PROCEDURE
= On questions of substance: no voting. If the Committes 1s unable
to provide for a unanimous report it shall present the different
views involved.
For further consideration:
- On.questions relative to the organization of its work.
It was sugmested that the Committee should work where
possible by consensus but otherwise by a majority of
votes
- Decision on a request by a State party for a fact-finding
procedure concerning alleged ambiguities 1in or violation
of the compliance with the Convention
"7. CO-OPERATION OF STATES PARTIES WITH THE CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE
For further consideration:
"8, EXPENSES .~ It was suggested: - borne by States parties
©9. Specific provision stating the right of the Consultative Committee to
REQUEST. ASSISTANCE OR INFORMATION TO APPROPRIATE INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS

-~ EeCer———

Note: The final placement of the sub-elements listed above in an article or
in an annex will depend on the declsion to be taken with regard to the ganeral
structure of the Convention.
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FUNCTIONS OF THE COMSULTATIVE COMMITTEE
Gerierally agreed functions:

" 1.

l!2.

" 3.

"4.

To carry out broader internztional consuitation
closely co-operate with the States parties [authorities responsible
for National Verification/Implementation)
provide the States parties with the necessary technical assistance.
To receive, request and distribute data relevant to the provisions
of the Convention which may be available by States perties
{authorities responsible for National Verification/Implementation]
and. to analyse such information.
To elaborate technical questions relevant to the implementation of
the Convention, e.g. drawing up and revising lists of precursors,
agreed technical procedures.
To ‘carry out and/or participate in systematic on=gite inspections
in order to:
-~ monitor destruction of Cl stockpiles
- monitor the single facility for smallescale production of
super~toxic lethal chemicals [(for non-hostile military purposes]
[for permitted purposes].
Suggested additions:
- monitor the -inactive status of CW production and filling
facilities
- monitor destruction/dismantling of CH production and
filling facilities
- monitor production of certain commercial chemicals which
are agreed to pose a special risk
-~ monitor the inactive status of CW stockpiles
For further consideration:
- The role of the Consultative Committee in the systematic on-site
inspections:
- sole responsibility
- shared responsibility, e.g. with the State party concerned
- The cnaracteristics of the systematic on-site inspections
(permanent basis-periodicity-random seléction - agreed procedures).

-90~



lis.

To receive a request of a State party for a fact~-finding procedure
in case of alleged ambiguitiss in or violations of the compliance
with the Convention
= To request further information as appropriate
= To carry cut and/or ‘participate in a challenge onesite inspeotion
Suggestsd addition:
= to carry out a challenge on-site inspaction concerning
allegations of use of chemical weapona by or with the
assistance of a State party
To present an annual/periodic report of all its activities prepared,
if appropriate, by the secretariat or by the sub-organ(s).
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PR R EERETE

u APPENDIX
It was gsnerslly agreed that it ahouid be elaborated in an annex containing:
"I, Technical procedures for systematic and challenge on-site inspections
= Rights and functions of the inspectors
-~ Righta and functiona of the host-State personnel
= General kinds of inspection procedures
-« Generel kinds of equipment to be utilized in the inspections and
who provides it.
For further consideration:
~ Sources of inapection personnel.

"II. Genersl framework for thc activities to be carried out during the
inspections to be performed; e.g.
-~ for the regular monitoring of the destruction of CW stockpiles

= for the regular monitoring of the single facility for small-scale
production of super-toxic lethal chemicals
= 1in the course of fact-finding procedures."

Note: The elements listed above could be separzted in two different annexes
depending on the final decision to be taken with regard to the general structure
of the Convention.
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E. New s _of Veapons of Mass Destruction and New Systems
of Such Weapons: Radiological Weapone

76. The item on the agenda entitled "New types of weapons of mass destruction
and new systems of buch weapons; radiological weapons" was censidered by the
Cenmittee, in accordsnce with its progremme of work, during the periods from
15 to 19 Merch end from 6 to 7 September.

T7. The Committee had before it the following documents submitted during its
1982 sessi~n in comnection with the item:

(a) Document CD/261, dated 15 Morch 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Bungary, entitled "Prohibition of the development and meaufacture of new types
of weapons of mess destriction and new systems of such weapons™;

(») Document CD/323 and Corr.l dated 13 September 1982, submitted by the
delegation of Japan, entitled "Working Paper - Prohibition of Attacks against
Nuclear Facilities",

(¢) Document CD/331, dated 15 September 1982, submitted by the Federsl Republic

of Germany, entitled "Working Paper - Issues relating to a prohibition of attacks
against nuclear facilities in the framework of a Radiologicel Weapons Treaty".
78. In accordance with the Committee's decision concerning subsidiary bodies at
its 156th plenary meeting on 18 February 1982, as contained in document CD/243,
the Ad Hoc Working Group on Radiological Weapons was re-established on the basis
of its former mandate, with a view to reaching agreement on a cofvention
prohibiting the development, production, stockpilang and uge of radiologiocal
weapons. The Committee further decided that the Ad Hoe Working Group would
report to the Committee on the brogress of its work before the conclusion of the
first part of its 1982 session, in view of the convening of the #fecond special
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmement,

79. At its 157th plenary meeting on 25 February 1982, the Committee decided to
nominate the representative of the Federal Republic of Germany as the Chairman of
the Ad Hoc Working Group.

80. During the 1982 session, the A4 Hoc Working Group held 14 meetings between
20 February to 21 April and between 2 to 8 September 1982, and the Chairmen also
conducted informal consultations during that period.

8l. As a result of its deliberations during the first rart of 1982 session, the
Ad Hoc Working Group submitted a Teport to the Cormittee (document CD/284/Rev.1),
which contains an account of its work during the 1980 and 1981 sessions as well
as the first part of 1982 session. The statement made by the Chairman of the

Ad Hoc Working Group on the occasion of the submission of the report is contained
in document CD/289. At its 173rd plenary meeting on 21 April 1982 the Committee
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adopted the report of the Ad Hot Working Group, which is an integral part of the
Specisl Report of the Committee on Disarmement to the second special session of
the Generel Assembly devoted to disarmesment (eD/292 and Corr.1-3).

82, 1In sddition, the Ad Hoc Working Group submitted an annual report to the
Committee, 88 conteined in document CD/328.

83. At its 188th plenary lmeeting on 17 September 1982, the Committee adopted the
report of the Ad Hoc Working Group, which is an integral part of this report and

reads as follows:
Y, INTRODUCTIQN

. At its 156th plenary meeting on 18 February 1982, the Committee on Disarmament
decided to re-establish the Ad Hoc Working Group on Radiological Weapons on the
basis of its former mendate, with a view to reaching agreement on a convention
prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and use of radiological
weapons, The Committee further decided that the Ad Hoc Working Group would report
to the Committee on the progress of its work before the conclusion of the first
part of its 1982 session, in view of the convening of the second special session
of %he General Assembly devoted to disarmsment, and that the Ad Hoc Working Group
would also report to the Committee before the conclusion of the second part of its
1982 session.

wII, ORCANIZATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTATICN

na. At its 157th plenary meeting on 23 February 1982, the Committee on Disarmament
appointed Ambessador Dr. Hemning Wegener, representative of the Federal Republic of
Germeny, as Chairmen of the Ad Hoc Working Group. Mr. Guennady Efimov and

Dr. Lin Kuo=Chung of the United Nations Centre for Disarmement served as Secretary
of the Working Group during the first and second parts of the 1982 session
regpectively.

"3, Tae Ad Hoc Working Group held 14 meetings between 20 February and 21 April and
between 2 and 8 September 1982,

"4. At their request, representatives of the following States, not members of
the Committee on Disarmament, were invited to participate in the meetings of the
Ad Hoe Working Group during the 1982 session: Austria, Denmark, Finland, Greece,
Ireland, Norway, Semegel and Spain.

"5, In cerrying out its mandate, the Ad Hoc Working Group took into account
paragreph 76 of the Final Document of the first special session of the

General Assembly devoted to disarmament. It also took into consideration the
relevent recommendations of the United Nations Disarmement Commission, in particular
those adopted in connection with the Second Disarmament Decade in 1980. In
sddition to various resolutions adopted by the General Assembly on the subject

at its previous sessions, the Working Group further took into account

resolution 36/97 B of the Cenersl Assembly, by which the Committee on Disarmament
was called upon 'to continue negotiations with a view to an early conclusion of
the elaboration of a treaty prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling
and use of radiological weapons, in order that it may ‘be submitted if possible
to the Genersl Assembly at its second special gession devoted to disarmement,

to be held in 1982.'
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"6. During the 1982 session, the Ad Hoc Working Group had before it the following
additional documents for congideration:

(1) co/mifp.25 ~ Chairman's Statement (9 March 1982)
(2) co/RWAP.25/Add.1 - Chairman's Amended Proposal for the organization of
s oaa o A - . . .
and Add.1/Rev.l work during the opening session (adopted by the

Working Group on 15 March 1982)

(3) CD/RW/VE.26 - Chairman's Working Paper: Positive formulations
of an RV Definition (Synopsis) (10 March 1982)

(4) CD/‘RW/HP.27 -~ Tentative Programme of Vork (Suggested by the
Chairman) (15 March 1982)

(5) CD/RWAWP.28 - Chairman's Working Paper: Suggested formulation
of the provision on scope of the Radiological
Weapons Treaty (15 March 1982)

(6) op/Rufip.29 - Chairman's Working Paper: Suggested formulations
of the provisions on peaceful uses (22 March 1982)

(1) co/Rvi/fup.30 - Yugoslavia: Definition of Radiological Veapons -
Article II (18 March 1982)

(8) CD/RW/WP .31 and Add.l - Australia: Proposal on Definition and Scope of
Prohibition {giving two alternative texts) (19-March
and 2 April 1982)

(9) cop/rRupp.32 - Chairmen's Working Paper: Suggested mechanism of
compliance and verification (following on
Document CD/RV/WP.20) (22 March 1982)

(10) co/RWAwPR.33 - Chairman's Summary of suggested issues of initial
relevance relating to protection of nuclear
facilities for discussion during Working Group
meetings on 26 March and 2 April 1982 (30 March 1982)

(11) ¢, wfp.34 - Sweden: Memorandum on certain aspects of a
convention prohibiting radiological warfare
(5 April 1982)

(12) co/Rwfuwp.55 - Draft Report to the Committee on Disarmament in
view of the Second Special Session devoted to
Disarmament: submitted by the Chairman
(Introduction) (Parts A and C) (13 April 1982)

(23) cp/Rwivp.35/Add.1 - Discussions on the provisions of the Draft Treaty
on Radiological Weapons ("traditional" RW subjecte
matter): submitted by the Chairman (Part B)
(16 April 1982)

(14) cp/rRWfup.36 -~ Group of 21: Text proposed for an Article in the

Draft Treaty on Radiological Weapons
14 April 1982) :
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Japan: Proposal on Prohibition of Attacks Against
Faclear Facilities (1 September 1982)

(15) ©b/AW/WP.37 and Corr.l

(16) co/RW WP .38 - Chairman's Statement (6 September 1982)

(17) cn/RWAR.39 - Chairman's Working Paper: Compilation of
Radiological Weapons Treaty Provisions

(18) CD/RWAWP.40 - Federal Republic of cemgai;: Issues Relating to a
Prohibition of Attacks Against Nuclesr Facilities

in the framework of a Radiological Weapons Treaty
"TIII. SUBSTANTIVE NEGOTIATIONS

"A. First Part of 1982 Session

"7,  Pursuant to the appeal contained in the General Assembly resolution 36/97 B, the
Ad Hoc Working Group, in addition to informal consultations and informal meetings of
a drafting group, held 12 meetings during the first part of the 1982 session with a
view to submitting a treaty prohibiting the devslopment, production, stockpiling and
use of radiological weapona to the second special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament.

"3, The Ad Hoc Working Group submitted a special report to the

Commi ttee on Disarmament, as contained in Document CD/284/Rev.l, which contains a
summary account of the negotiations during the 1980 and 1981 gessions as well asg the
first part of the 1982 session. At its 173rd plenary meeting on 21 April 1982 the
Committee adopted the special report of the Ad Hoc Working Group, which is an
integral part of tie Special Report of the Committee on Disarmament to the

second special sesasion of the General Aseembly devoted-to di sarmament

(Document €D/292 and Corr. 1-3). */

"B. Second Part of 1982 Session

"9,  In view of the difficulties encountered in the first part of the 1982 session and
taking into acoount the fact that the second special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament had not taken action in this field, the Chairman of the
Working Group took the initiative to exchange views ~i-h delegations through a letter
and attached questionnaire with a view to facilitating the future work of the
Working Group. The questionnaire concentrated on the relationship between the
'traditional' radiological weapons subject-matter and the problems inherent in the
prohibition of attacks against nuclear facilities, which, inter alia, had threatened
to bring the negotiations in the Working Group to a deadlock at an earlier point.

"J0. At the 1st meeting of the Working Group during the second part of the
1982 session, held on 2 September 1982, the Chairman reported on the replies fo his
letter and questionnaire as well as various views expressed by delegations during

his informal consultations. A summary account of those replies and views is -contained

‘#/ It was also issued as Official Records of the General Assembl
Twelfth Special Session, Sugglbment 0, 2 (A/S= .
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in the Chairmen's statement (Document CD/RW/WP.38). In the presentation of his
Statement the Chairman emphasized that his reading of the replies received was
necessarily of a personal and synthetic nature, and was designed to bring out the
common ground he could discern among the various views offered by delegations.

“11. At the same meeting, confirming developments to which the Shairmen had drawn
attention in his statement, a certain flexibility of positions of some delegations
was revealed in connection with the organization of the future work of the
Ad Hoc Working Group and the subjects addressed in the Chairmen's questionnaire.

.ﬁowever, it appeared from the discussions that thé consultations initiated by the
Chairman, especially those to which reference is made in paragraph 93.10 sbove, and the
new positions of certain delegations had not yet succeeded in eliminating the
difficulties encountered in the Working Group regarding the issue. Also, several
delegations felt it necessary to restate the viewe of their governments as ¢ g
certain number of other issues of a substantive nature under negotiation in the
Working Group, which had not been considered in detail in the second part of the
1982 session.

"12. During the same meeting the representatives of Japan and the Federal Republic
of Germany introduced working papers as contained in CH/RWAP 3T and Corr.l and
CD/hW/WP.40, respectively.

"13, 1In spite of differences of opinion, there was a general recognition that
negotiations on an international convention prohibiting the development, production,
stockpiling and use of radiolcgical weapons within the framework of the Committee
on-Disarmament should be continued with a view to atiaining rapid progress, taking
also into account the consultations and discussions held during the second part of
thie 1982 pession. Several delegations expressed the view that progress on the
'traditional' radiological weapons subject-matter might be facilitated by basing
future negotiations in this respect cn the Compilation of Radiological Weapons Treaty
Provisions submitted by the Chairmen as containdd in document CD/RWAP -39, Certaihn
delegations expressed the view that this issue should be negotiated simultaneocusly
with the question of prohibition of attacks againet nuclear facilities. Other
delegatiqns had reserved their position on this subject.

"14. The Ad Hoc Working Group agreed to recommend to the .:maittee on Disarmament
that an ad hoc working group should be established at the beginning of its
1983 session to continue nagotiations on the. prohibiiion of radiological weapons."
84. At the initiative of the delegation of Hungery and in accordance with its
progremme of work for the seoond part of its 1982 session, the Cemmittee held two
informal meetings under item 5 of the agends "New Types of Weapons of Mase
Destruction end New Systems of Sucn Veapons", with a view io examining proposals
and suggestions pertaining to this issue.



85, The Committee considered this question at plenary and informal mee%ings,

#ith the participation of experts from some member States, during its 1982 seseion.
A summary of the treatment previously given to this item is available in
paragraphs 70-T5 of the Special Report of the Committee to the zecond speciel
gession of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament (CD/292 and Corr.1-3).
There continues to be two main epproaches to the prevention of the emergency of néw
types and systems of weapons of mass destruction.

86. Some delegations prefer a general agreement prohibiting the development and
production of all new types of weapons of mass destruction, to be exemplified

in an attached list, and which would also enable separate agreements to be
concluded for banning specific weapons. As a first step, in their view, the
permanent members of the Security Council and othexr éilitarily significant States
ghould meke identical declarations pledging not to develop any new weapons of

mass destruction. They have also proposed the establishment by the Committee

of an ad hoc group of qualified governmental experts in order to elaborate a

draft general agreement as well as separate agreements for banning particular
weapons. In “.is connection, they have drawn. attention to the danger that may
stem from & variety of weapons possibilities based on scientific cum +technological
developaents.

87. A view was expressed that those governmental experts could be assigned with
the task of preparing a study on the subject matter.

88. Some other delegations stated that in their view it would be more appropriate
to negotiate agreements to ban potential new weapons of mass destruction only

on a case by cas¢ basis as such weapons may be identified. They pointed ou% that
no such weapon has been identified so far. A general prohibitory agreement would
be tou ambiguous to be useful in concrete situations and would not permit the
definition and implementation of the appropriate verification measures. For the
present, they consider that the practice followed up to now - periodic informal
meetings with the participation of experts - allow the Committee to follow this
question in an appropriate manner and adequately to identify any cases which might
require particular consideration amd which would justify the opening of specific
negotiations.,

89. The view was also expressed thati scientists could be associsted %o the work
of the Committee, for example by the creation of an ad hoc group of scientific
experts, in order to contribute to the adoption of concrete measures for preventing
the use of scientific and teqhnological achievements for military purposes.



F. Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament

90. The item on the agenda cntitled "Comprehensive programme of disarmament" was
considered by the Committee, in accordance with its programme of work, during the
periods from 29 March to 6 April and from 8 to 9 September.

91. The Committee had before it the Tollowing new documents submitted during
its 1982 session in connection with the items

(a) Document CD/229, dated 27 January 1982, submitted by the Group of 21,
entitled "Working paper on the chapter entitled 'Objectives' of the Comprehensive
Programme of Disarmament”.

(b) Document CD/230, dated 27 January 1782, submitted by +he Group of 21,
entitled "Working paper on the chapter entitled 'Priorities' of the Comprehensive
Programme of Disarmanent®.

{c) Document CD/232, dated 29 January 1982, submitted by the delegations of
Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Republic, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland
and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Working paper on the chapter
entitled 'Objectives' of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament".,

(d) Document CD/233, dated 29 January 1982, submitted by the delegations of
Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Republic, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland and
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Working paper.on the chapter
entitled 'Priorities' of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament!.

(e) Document CD/239, dated 8 February 1982, submitted by the delegations of
Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Republic, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland and
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Working paper on the chapter
entitled 'Principles' of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament',

(£) Document 0D/245, dated 19 February 1982, submitted by the delegations of
Bulgaria €zechoslovakia, German Democratic Republic, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland and
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republi¢s, entitled "Working paper on the agenda item
eﬁtitled 'Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament'",

(g) Document CD/255, dated 3 March 1982, submitted by the Group of 21, entitled
"Working paper on the chapter entitled 'Machinery and Procedures' of %he
Comprehensive‘Programme of Digarmament".

(h) Document GD/296, dated 28 July 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Romania, entitled "Considerations of the Grand National Assembly, of the
President of the Socialist Republic of Romania, Nicolae Ceausescu, presen*sd to
the second special session of the General Assembly of the United Nations devoted

to disarmament®,
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92. In accordance with the Committee's decision at its 69th plénary meeting on

17 March 1980, the Ad Hoc Working Group on the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament was cstablished to initiate negotiations on the comprehensive

programme of disarmament, -envisaged in paragraph 109 of the Final Document of the
first special session of the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament
with & view to completing its élaboration before the second special session of

the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. Accordingly, the Ad Hoc Working Group
met during the second part of the 1980 session and during the whole 1981 session.
In pursuance of the Committee's decision at its 148th plenary meeting on

20 August 1981, the Ad Hoc Working Group resumed its work on 11 January 1982.

93. As a result of ite deliberations, the Ad Hoc Working Group submitted a report
to the Committee as contained in document CD/283. The statement made by the
Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on the occasion of the submission of the
report is contained in document CD/286. At its 173rd plenary meeting on

21 April 1982, the Committee adopted the report of the Ad Hoc Working Group which
is an integral part of the Special Report of the Committee on Disarmament to the second
special session of the Gererel Assembly- devoted tn disarmament (CD/292 and Corr.1-3).
94. By paragraph 63 of the Concluding Document of the Twenfth Special Session,

the General Assembly referred back to the Committec on Disarmament the draft
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, together with the views expressed and

the progress achieved on the subject at the special session. In addition, the
General Assembly reguested the Committee to submit a revised draft Comprehensive
Programme of Disarmament at the Assembly's thirty-eighth session.

95. At its 176th plenary meeting, on § August 1982, the Committee decided to
re-éstablish the{éguggg Working Group on a Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament,
envisaged in paragraph 109 of the Final Document of the first special session of
the General Assembly devoted-to disarﬁament, with a view to submitting a revised
draft Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament to the General Assembly at its
thirty-eighth session, "taking into account the views expressed and the progress
achieved on the subject at the second special session" of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament. It was understood that the Ad Hoc Working Group would not
conduct tormal meetings during the remainder of the session, but that informal
consultations or meetings of -an exploratory character would be held . )

96. At the same meeding, the Committee re-appointed the representative of Mexico
as Chairman of the- Ad Hoc Working Group.
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G. DPrevention of an Arms Race in Quter Space

97. The item on the agenda entitled "Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space'" was
considered by the Committee, in accordance with its programme of work, during

the period from 30 August to 1 September. The Committee also held informal meeti-gy
on the subject on 30 March and 7 April.

98. The Committee had before it the following documents submitted during its

1982 session in connection with the item:

(a) Document CD/272, dated 5 April 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Mongolia, entitled "Woriing peper on the prevention of an arms race in outer apace'',

(b) Document D/274, dated 7 April 1982, submitted by the delegaticn of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled 'Draft treaty on the prohibition of
the stationing of Weapons of any kind in outer apace',

(c) Document CD/320, dated 26 August 1982, submitted by the delegation of
Canada, entitled "Arms Control and Outer Space",

(d) Document CD/322, dated 1 September 1982, submitted by the delegation of
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Message of greetings from
L.I. Brezhnev, General Secretary of the Central_Committee of the Communist Party of
the éoviet Union and President of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR
to the Second United Nations Conference on the Exploration and Peaceful Uses of
Outer Space'.

(e) Document CD/329, dated 13 September 1982, submitted by the Group of 21,
entitled "Draft Mandate for Ad Hoc Working Group on Item 7 of the Agenda of the
Committee on Disarmament entitled 'Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space!",

99. 4n account of the congideration of the subject since 1979, including the

first part of the 1982 session, was contained in Paragraphs 80-83 of the Special
Report of the Committee on Disarmament to the second special session of the

General Assembly devoted to disarmament (CD/292 and Corr.l=3).

100. During the second part of its 1982 session, the Committee held a number of
informal meetings to consider Proposals for the establishment of an Ad Hoc

Working Group under the agenda item.

101. The Committee has three proposals before it. One concerning the question of
negotiating an effective and verifiable agreement to prohibit anti-satellite systems
in the context of agreements aimed at preventing an arms race in outer space,
According to this approach the negotiation of an agreement of general character could
not efféctively deal with specific questions like the prohibition of anti-satellite
systems, which in the opinion of the Proponents of this approach is the most urgent
task tovundertake. Another proposal was on the negotiation of a treaty prohibiting
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the etztioning in outer space of weapons of any kind. Under this approach the guesticn

of anti—-satellite systems would be considered within the context of other measures
aiming to achieve the same goals. Still another proposal, submitted by the

Group of 21, stated that the aim of the negotiations shculd be to conclude an agreement
or agreements, as appropriate, to prevent an arms race in outer space in all its
agpects.

102. In the course of the Committee's consideration of this item, the creation of

an ad hoc working group was proposed for negotiations on the text of an intermational
treaty on the prevention of an arms race in outer space, taking into account all
existing proposals anc¢ future initiatives (CD/272). Several members supported this
proposal and drew attention to General Assembly resolution 36/99. Other delegations
suggested that a Working Group should be established under an appropriate mandate
clearly identifyirng the scope of negotiations, in accordance with the content of
General Assembly resolution 36/97 C. Several members supported this proposal.

The Group of 21 proposed a draft mandate for an ad hoc working group "reaffirming
the principle that outer space —— the common heritage of mankind — should be
ppeserved exclusively for peaceful purposes", which would undertake negotiations,
taking into account all existing proposals and future initiatives, in order %o
prevent the extension of an arms race to outer space and prohibit its use for
hostile purposes (CD/329).

103. China, subscribing generally to the position of the Group of 21 as stated above,
advocated also the setting up of an ad hoc working group under this item.

104. The immense value to all States of the peaceful uses of outer space in a variety
of areas, such As telecompmunications, meteorology, navigation, remote sensing of
natural resources, verification of arms limitation and disarmament measures, peace-
keeping and confidence building measures, etc, was widely stressed in the Commi ttee.
Several delegations agree that all possible steps should be taken to ensure that
outer space is preserved exclusively for peaceful purposes, especially in view of
the possibilities of using outer space also for hostile purposes.

105. Some delegations referred to existing multilaterxal and bilateral sgreeménts
concerning outer space which they regarded as containing gignificant arms control
provisions. They suggested that the Committee should review the existing_body of
international iaw in further congidering the guestion of negotiating'additional arms
control measures for outer space. But some othér delegations are of the opinion that
the existing international instruments are capable of divergent interpretations and
that technological evolution hés revealed in them some deficiencies and loopholes.
Some delegations co:.sider it necessary therefore 1o conclude agreements banning all

kinds of weapons in outer space, and not only to exclude activities or devices of an
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aggressive or offensive character, such 2s anti-satellite systems. Some other
delegations consider it necessary to estallish priorities and suggest that, as a2 first
step, the Committee should consider the guestion of negotiating an effective and
verifiable agreement prohibiting anti-sateilite systems.

106. The proposal to sctupa wvorking sroup has not secured the consensus of the
Committee at present. Some delegations feel that the Committeec should continue its
further discussion of the proposals before it, as well as any future proposals, so

as to sharpen its focus before taking a decision regarding the establishment of a
working group and its mandate. Cther delegations consider that a working group

might be established without further delzy for commencing negotiations as pr pused in
CD/272. S5%i1l other delegations feel that General 4Lssembly resolution 36/97 C should
be taken as a basis to formulate an appropriate mandate for a working group to be
established under item 7. The Group of 21 also maintains that,a vorking group should

be set up soon to undertzke the negotiations recommended in CD/329.

H. Consideration of QOther Areas Dealing with the Cessation pf
the Arms Race and Disarmament and Qther Relevant Measures

107. During its 1982 session, the Committee had befere it angther decument
which dealt with the cessation of the arms race and disarmament and other relevant
measures in other areas:

Document CD/275, dated T April 19S5z, submitted by the delegatilon of Caneda,
entitled "Compendium of Arms Control Verification Preoposals —— Second Edition".
108. One delegation recalled that the First Review Conference of the Parties to the
Treaty on the Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclear Weapons and Other Veapons of
Mass Destruction on the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor and in the Subsoil Thereof
recognized the need to keep major technological developments which affect the operation
of the Treaty under continuing review and invited the CCD, in consultation with the
States Parties to the Treaty, to consider establishing an ad hoc expert group under
its auspices for this purpose. It was stated by the Review Conference that such a
group might contribute to the orderly preparation of the next Review Conference.

2.1

B A
Llizl b

In view of this, the aforementioned delegaiion -iggesied the Committce, when
preparing its agenda and work programme at the beginning of next year's session,

should take the proper measures in order to fulfil the said request.
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I. Consideration and Adoption of the Annual Report of the
Commi ttee and any other Report as eppropriate to the
United Nations General Assembly
(a) Consideration end Adoption of the Speciecl Report of the Commi ttee to
the second epecial session of the United Nations Gencral Assombly
devoted to disarmament

109, The item on the agenda entitled "Considaration and adoption of the Svecial Report

to the Seoond Special Session of the General Assembly of the United Nations Devoted
to Disarmament" was considered by the Committce, in accordance with its programme of
work, from 7 to 12 April 1982.

110. At its 173rd plenary meeting on 21 April 1982, the Committec adopted the
Special Report to the second special sassion of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament, as contained in document CD/292 and Corr.l-3.

(v) Consideration and Adoption of the Annunl Report to the thirty-seventh session
of the General /ssembly of the United Nations

111+ In aocordance with the Committee's programme of work for the second part of its

1982 session, the item on the agenda cntitled "Consideration and adoption of the

annual report to the General Assembly of the United Nations™ was considered by the

Committee from 10 to 14 September 1982.
112, The present report is transmitted dy the Choirman on behalfof whe Committee

on Digarmament.

(Signed)

Alfonsc Garcia Robles
Mexico
Chairman of the Committee
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APPENDIX I

CONSCLIDATED LIST OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK OF THE COMMITTEE
(1982 Session)

Chairman of the Committee for February: Ambassador Mohammed Jafar Mahallati (Iran)

Chairman of the Committee for March: Ambassador Mario Alessi (Italy)
Chairman of the Committee for April

and the in-session recess: fmbassador Yoshio Okawa (Japan)
Cheirman of the Comuittee for Aupust: Ambassador Charles Gatere Maina (Kenya)

Chairman of the Committee for Septerber
and the intersessional recess: Lmbassador Alfonso Garcia Robles (Mexico)

Secretary of the Committee and
Personal Representative of the
Secretary-General: Mr., Rikhi Jaipal

Deputy Secretary of the Committee: Mr. Vicente Berasategui

Delegation of Algeria
Address: 308 Route de Lausanne, 1293 Bellevue, Geneva. Tel.Nn. 74.19.85

*Mr. Anisse Salah-Bey Ambassador
Permanent Representative to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

*Mr, Messaoud Mati Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Algeria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
*Mr. Abdelkader Taffar Counsellcr
Permanent Mission of Algeria to the
United Nationg Office at Geneva
*Mr. Mohamed Maaohi Ministry of National Defence

¥Mr. Mohamed Medkour Ministry of Kational Defence

* Spouse present.
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Delegation of Argentina
Address: 110 avenue Louis-Casai, 1216.Geneva. Tel.No. 98.19.52

Mr. Julio C. Carasales Ambassador
Special Representative for Disarmament Affairs

Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Buenos Aires
Head of Delegation

Mr. Santos N. Martinez Minister Plenipotentiary
Permanent Mission of Argentina to the

Tnited Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

Mr. Victor E. Beauge Minister Plenipotentiary
Permanent Mission of Argentina to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

Mr. Vicente Espeche Gil Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Argentina to the

United Nations in New York
Alternate Representative

Mr. Roberto Garcia Moritan Pirst Secretary
Permanent Mission of Argentina to the

United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

Mise Norma Nascimbene Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Argentina to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

Delegation of Australia
MAddreas: 56-58 rue de Moillebeau, Petit-Saconnex, Ceneva. Tel.No, 34.62.00

*My, David Sadleir Ambassador
Permanent Representative to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Hezd of Delegation

#¥Mr. Rory Steele Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Australia to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Deputy Head of Delegation

Miss Sue Boyd First Secretary -
Permanent Mission of Australia to the

United Nations, New York

Mr. Trevor Findlay Second Secretary
: Permanent Mission of Australia to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

Mr. Peter McGregor Expert (Seismic)
Bureau of Mineral Resources
Australia
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Delegation of Belgium

Address: 58 rue de Moillebeau, 1211 Geneva. Tel.No. 33.81,50

Mr. A. Onkelinx

Mr. J. Raeymaeckers

Mr. Ch. Raulier

Mr. J.M. Noirfalisse

Miss de Clerq

Captain H, de Biaschop

Mr. J.M. Van Gils

Delegation of Brazil

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Belgium to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Ambagsador at large for disarmament questions

Minister Plenipotentiary
Director of Disarmament Service
Ministry for Foreign Affairs, Brussels

First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Belgium to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Lttaché

Permanent Mission of Belgium to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Expert (Chemical Weapons)

Chief, Seismological Service of the
Royal Observatory of Belgium

Address: 17 rue Alfred Vincent, 1201 Geneva. Tel.No. 32.25.56/7

Mr. Celso Antonio de Souza e Silva

Mr. Sergio de Queiroz Duarte
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Ambassador
Representative to the Committee on Disarmament,
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Minister
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Delegation of the People's Republic_of Bulgaria
Address: 16 Chemin des Créts-de-Pregny, 1218 Grand Saconnex, Geneva.

#Mr. Konatantin Tellalov

Mr. Baruh Grinberg

*Mr. Ivan Sotirov

*Mr. Radoslav Deyanov

Mr. Peter Popchev

*Mr. Kliment Pramov

Lieutenant-Colonel Nikola Mikhailov

Dr. L. Christozkov

Ambassador

Permanent Representative of the
People's Republic of Bulgaria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Head of Delegation

Ambassador

Deputy Chief of Department
Ministry of Foreign fffairs, Sofia
Deputy Head of Delegation

First Secretary

Permanent Mission of the

People's Republic of Bulgaria 1o the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Third Secretary
Ministry ot Foreign Affairs, Sofia

Third Secretary
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Sofia

Third Secretary

Permanent Mission of the

People's Republic of Bulgaria to the
United Rations Office at Geneva

Expert (Chemical Weapons)
Minigtry of National Defence
Sofia

Expert (Seismic Events)
Bulgarian Academy of Sciences, Sofia
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Delegation of the Socialist Republic of the Union of Burma
Address: 47 avenue Blanc, 1202 Geneva. Tel.No., 31.75.40

U. Maung Maung Gyi Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Burma to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

*U Tin Kyaw Hlaing Deputy Permanent hepresentative
Permanent Mission of Burma to the
United Nations Office at Genevs

U Ngwe Win Deputy Permanent Representative
Permanent Mission of Burma to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

*0 Aung Than Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Burma to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

*U Zaw Min Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Burma to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

*U Than Tun Second Secretary
Permansnt Mission of Burma to the
United Nations Office at Ceneva

Delegation of Canada
Mdress: 10A avenue de Budé, 1202 Geneva. Tel,No. 34.19.50

*Mr. D.S. McPhail Ambassador and Permanent Representative
of Canada to the Committee on Disarmament

*Mr. Gerald R. Skinner Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Canada to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Deputy Representative

Mr. J. Gaudreau First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Canada to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

*Mr. D. Dhavernas First Secretary

Permanert Mission of Canada to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
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legation of the People

1a Republic of China

Delegation of the People s TepLO i —- oo

Mdress: 11, chemin de Surville,

#Mp, Tian Jin

Me, Yu Mengjia

Mr.

Yang Mingliang

Mrs. Wang Zhiyun

Lin Cheng

Feng Zhenyao

Hu Xiaodi

Li Weimin

Suo Kaiming

Yu Zhongzhou

1213 Petit-lancy, Geneva. Tel. No. 92.25.48

Minister
Chargé d'Affaires a.i.

Permanent Mission of the Pagple's Republic
of China to the United Nations Office at

Geneva
Head of Delegation

Counsellor

Permanent Mission of the People’s Republic
of China at Geneva

Deputy Head of Delegation

Officer
Ministry of National Defence
Representative

Second Secretary

Permanent Mission of the People's Republic
of China at Geneva

Representative

Second Secretary

Permanent Mission of the People's Republic
of China at Geneva

Representative

Officer
Ministry of National Defence
Representative

Official

Department of International Organizations
and Conferences

Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Advisor

Expert
Ministry of National Defence
Expert

Expert
Ministry of National Defence
Representative

Expert

Ministry of National Defence
Representative
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Delegation of the Regublic of Cuba

Address: 149H Route de Ferney, 1218 Geneva. Tel. No. 98.03.35

Dr., Luis Sola Vila

Mr. Pedro Nunez Mosguera

Mr. Angsl Victor Gonzdlez

Captain Jorge Luis Garcia Hernddez

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Cuba to
the United Nations Office at Geneva

Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Cuba to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Third Secretary, Delegate
Permanent Mission of Cuba to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Delegate

Delegation of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic
Address: 9, chemin de 1'Ancienne Route, 1218 Grand-Saconnex, Geneva.

Tel. No. 98.91.82

#Mp. MiloS Vejvoda

Mr. Jdn Strudka

*pp. Evien Zdpotocky

*Mr. Andrej Cima

#Mp. Jan Jirasek

#Mp. Ludek Stavinoha

Ambassador

Permanent Representative of the
Czachoslovak Socialist Republic to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Head of Delegation

Minister Counsellor

Deputy Head of Department of
International Organizations

Federal Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Aternate Head of Delegation

Counsellor

Deputy Permanent Representative of the
Czechoslovak Socialist Republic to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Head of Delegation

Deputy Head of Disarmament Section
Federal Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Permanent Mission of the Czechoslovak
Socialist Republic to the United Nations
Office at Geneva

Federal Ministry of Foreign Affairs
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Dalegation of Egypt

Address: ]2 rue de Lausanne, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No. 31.65..30

*Mp . El Sayed Abdel Raouf El Reedy

e, Ibrahim Ali Hassan

*Mpr. Mohamed Nabil Fahmy

*Mr, Waguih Hanafi

Miss Wafaa Bassim

Ambassaor
Permanent Rapresentative of Egypt to
the United Nations Office at Geneva

Counsellor
Parmanent Mission of Egypt to the
Unitad Nations Office at Geneva

Second Secretary
Permanent Missjon of Egypt to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Egypt to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Third Secretaft'y
Permanent Mission of Egypt to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Delegation of Ethiopia
Address: 55 rue de Moillabeau, 1211 Geneva. Tel. No. 33.07.50

*Mr, Tadesse Terrefe

Miss Kongit Sineglorgis

My . Feaseha Yohannes

Ambassador Extraordinary and 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
tnited Nations Office at Geneva
Representative

First Secretary

Permanent Mission of Ethiopia to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Repri.sentative

Delegation of France
Addrass: 30 route de Pregny, 1292 Chambésy, Geneva. Teal. No. 58.21.23

*Mr. Frangois de la Gorce

*Mpr, Jacques de Beausse

Mr. Benoft d'Aboville

Colonel Gesbert
Miss Lydie Ghazerian

*Mr, Michel Couthures

Ambassador
Representative of France to the Committee
on Disarmament

First Counsellor
Deputy Representative

Deputy Director of Disarmament
Ministry of Foreign Affairs Paris

Ministry of Defence

Deputy Diractor of Disarmament
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Paris

First Secretary
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Delegation of the German Democratic Republic
49 rue de Moillebeau, 1209 Geneva.

Addresa:

*Dr. Gerhard Herder

*Dr. Hubert Thielicke

Lieutenant-Colonel Manfred Kaulfuss

Lieutenant-Colonel Friederich Sayatz

Mr. Jirgen Dembski

Mr.- Jiirgen Moepert

Dr. Ralf Trapp

Tel. No. 33.67.50

Ambasgsador

Permanent Represantative of the
German Democratic Republic to the
United Nations Office at Genava
Head of Delegaticn

First Secretary

Permanent Mission of the

German Damocratic Republic to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Deputy Head of Delegation

Ministry of National Defence
Ministry of National Defence

Third Secretary
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Adviser
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Expert (Chemical Weapons)
Academy of Sciences

Delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany
Address: 23C chemin du Petit Saconnex, 1209 Geneva. Tel. No. 31.97.70

*Dr. Henning Wegener

*Dr. Norbert Klingler

Mr. Wolf-Eberhard von dem Hagen

Dr. Wolfgang Ré&hr

Professor Dr. Johannes Pfirschke
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Ambassador
Head of Delegation

Counsellor
Alternate Representative

Colonel
Military Adviser

Second Secretary

Adviser
Federal Ministry of Defence



Delezation of the Hungarian People's Re ublic

Address: Ol avenue de Champel, 1206 Geneva. Tal. No. 46.03.23

$pr. Imre Kémives Ambassador
Permanent Representative of the
Hungarian People's Republic to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

*Mr, Ferenc Gajda Counsellor
Permanent Mission of the Hungarian
People's Republic to the United Nations
Office at Geneva
Deputy Head of Delegation

M. Cpaba Cydriffy Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of the Bungarian
People's Republic to the United Nations
Office at Geneva

Mr. Tibor 16th Third Secretary
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Dr. Ede Bisztricsdny Professor of Seilsmology
Head of the Seismological Observatory
of the Hungarian Academy of Sciences

Dr. Elek Sebdk Expert
Colonel, Ministry of .Defence

Dr. Gydrgy Szentesi Expert

Colonel, Ministry of Defence

Delegation of India
Address: O rue du Valais, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No. 32.08.59

SMr, A.P. Venkateswaran Ambassador Extraordinary and
Plenipotentiary
Permanent Representative of India to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Leader of Delegation

fMe, Shyam Saran First Secretary
Permanent Mission of India to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

*Mprs. Lakshmi Puri First Secretary
Permanent Mission of India to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Adviser
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Delegation of the Republic of Indonesia
Address: 16 rue de Saint-Jean, 1203 Geneva. Tel. No. 45.33.50

Mr. Ch. Anwar Sani Ambassador
Special Advisor to the Minister
for Foreign Affairs, Jakarta
Representative/Hesad of Delegation

%Mr. Nana S. Sutresna Ambassador, Deputy Permanent Representative
Permanent Mission of the Republic of
Indonesia to the United Nations Office at
Geneva
Representative/Head of Delegation

Mr. Boer Mauna Counsellor
Permanent Mission of the Republic of
Indonesia to the United Nations, New York
Representative

*Mr, Noegroho Wisnoemoerti Counsgllor
Permanent Mission of the Republic of Indonesia
to the United Nations Office at Geneva

Representative

Mr. Enny Soeprapto Directorate for International Organizations
Department of Foreign Affairs, Jakarta
Rapresentative

Mr. Noegroho Wisnoemoerti Directorate for International Treaties
Department of Foreign Affairs, Jakarta
Representative

Mr. Indra Damanik Official, Directorate for International
Organizations
Department of Foreign Affairs, Jakarta
Representative

Mr. Hidayat Kartahadimadja Official, Directorate of International
Organizations
Department of Foreign Affairs, Jakarta
Representative

Brigadier General Haryomataram Department of Defence and Security, Jakarta
Adviser

Colonel Fauzy Qasim Department of Defence and Security, Jakarta
Adviser

Lieutenant-Colonel Karyono Department of Defence and Security, Jakarta
Adviser

Major B. Simanjuntak Department of Defence and Security, Jakarta
Adviser

Miss Djudju Djubaedah Attaché

Permanent Mission of the Republic of Indonesia
to the United Nations Office at Geneva
Adviser
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Delugation of the Islamic Republic of Iran
Address: 38 Chemin du Petit Saconnex, 1209 Geneva. Tel. No. 33.30.04

Mr. Mohammad Jafar Mahallati
Dr. M. Nosrati

Mr. Shahrockhe Monhammadi

Mr, Jalil Zahirnia

Delegation of Italy
Addrass:

*Mr., Mario Alessi

*Mr. Bruno Cabras

#Mpr, Carlo Maria Oliva

*Mp. Ettore D1 Giovanni

Mr. Roberto Di Carlo

10 chemin de 1'Impératrice, 1292 Pregny, Geneva.

Head of Delegation
Expert

Third Secretary

Permanant Mission of the
Islamic Republic of Iran to the
office of the United Nations
New York

Third Secretary

Permanent Mission of the
Islamic Republic of Iran to the
Office of the United Nations
Geneva

Tel. No. 33.47.50

Ambassador

Permanent Representative of Italy te
the Committee on Disarmament

Head of Delegation

Counsellor
Permanant Mission of Italy to
the Unitad Nations Office at Geneva

First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Italy to
the United Nations Office at Geneva

Captain (Navy), Military Counsallor
Minietry of Defence

Captain, Expert (Chemical Weapons)
Ministry of Defence
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Delegation of Japan
Address: 35 avenue de Budé, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No.: 33.04.03

“Mr. Yoshio Okawa Ambassador Extraordinary and Plcnipotontiary
Leader of the Delegation

#Mr., Masaji Takahashi Counsellor
Permanent Delegation of Japan to the
Committee on Disarmament
Deputy Leader of the Delc¢gation

®Mr. Teruo Kawakita First Secrestary
Percanent Delagation of Japan to the
Committes on Disarmament

*Mr. Kenji Tanaka First Secretary
Permanent Delegation ot Japan to the
Committee on Disarmament

Mr. Masahiro Yamamoto Expert
Japan Meteorological Agency, Tokyo

Dr. Ichiro Akiyama Expert
Defence Agency, Tokyo

*Mr. Tsutomu Arai Attaché
Permanent Mission of Japan to the
Committee on Disarmament

Delegation of Kenya
Address: Hotel Longchamp, 7 rue Butini, 1202 Geneva. Tel. Ho.: 31.92.28

Mr., Charles Gatere Maina Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Kenya to the
United Nations, New York
Leader of the Delsgation

Dr. Daniel David Caroli Don Nanjira First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Kenya to the
Uniced Nations, New York

Mr. John Muriu Kiboi Senior Assistant Secretary
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Mr. George Njoroge Muniu First Secretary
Kenyan Embasay, Benn
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Delegation of Mexico
Address: 13 avenue de Budé, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No.: 34.57.40

*Mpr. Alfonso Garcfa Robles Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Mexico to the

Committee on Disarmament
Head of Delegation

Mrs. Zadalinda Gonzdlez y Reynero Counsellor, Alternate Representative
Miss Maria de los Angeles Romero Second Secretary, Adviser
Miss Luz Marfa Chablais Garcfa Secretary to the Delegation

Delegation of the Mongolian People's Republic
Address: 4 Chemin des Mollies, 1295 Bellevue, Geneva. Tel., No.: 74.19.74

Mr. Dugersurengiin Erdembileg Ambassador
Permanent Representative of the Mongolian
People's Republic to the United Nations
office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Mr. Luvsandorjiin Bayart Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Ulan Bator

Mr. Sukh-Ochir Bold Permanent Mission of the Mongolian People's
Republic to the United Nations Office at
Geneva

Delegation of the Kingdom of Morocco
Addresa: 22 Chemin Frangois-Lehmann, 1218 Grand-Saconnex, Geneva,
Tel. No.: 98.15.35

*Mp, Ali Skalli Ambassador
Permanent Representative of the Kingdom of
Morocco to the United Nations Office at
Geneva
Head of Delegation

Mr. Sidi Mohammed Rahhali Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Morocco to the
United Nations in New York

Mr. Mohamed Chralbi First Secretary to the Permanent Mission
of the Kingdom of Morocco to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Mr. Mustapha Halfaoui Second Secretary to the Permanent Mission
of the Kingdom of Morocco to the
United Naticons Office at Geneva

e, Mahmoud Bmilkd Second Secretary

Permanent Mission of the Kingdom of Morocco
to the United Nations Office at Geneva
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Delegation of the Kingdom of the Netherlands
Address: 56 rue de Moillebeau, 1209 Geneva. Tel. No.: 33.73.50

#Dpr. Frans van Dongen Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary
Permanent Representative of the Kingdom of
the Netherlands to the United Nations Office
at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Mr. Hendrik Wagenmakers Counsellor
Permanent Mission of the Kingdom of the
Netherlands to the United Nations Office
at Geneva
Deputy Head of Delegation

Mr, Rohert Jan Akkerman Disarmament and International Peace
Affairs Section
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, The Hague

Mr. Pister de Klerk Disarmament and International Peace
Afyrirs Section
Minil stry of Foreign Affairs, The Hague
Dr. A.J.J. Ooms Expert (Chemical Weapons)
Director, Prins Maurits Laboratorium TNO
Delft, The Netherlands
Mr. B. ter Haar Disarmament and International Peace
Affairs Section
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, The Hague
Dr. A.R. Ritsema

Mr. G. Houtgast
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Delegation of Nigeria
Address: 32 chemin des Collombettes, 1211 Geneva. Tel. No. 34.21.40/49

r. G.0. Ijevwere

My, M.B. Brimah

e, W.0. AKkinsanya

r. T. Aguiyi-Ironsi

M. A.A. Adepoju

Mies I.E.C. Ukeje

Mr. A.U. Abubakar

Ambassador

Permanent Representative of Nigeria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Head of Delegation

Minister/Counsellor

Deputy Permanent Representative
Permanent Mission of Nigeria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

Counsellor

Permanent Mission of Nigeria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

First Secretary

Permanent Mission of Nigeria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of Nigeria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of Nigeria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of Nigeria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Delegation of Pakistan
Addreas: 50 rue de Moillebeau, 1211 Geneva. Tel. No.: 34.77.60

Mr, Mansur Ahmad

Mpr, Munir Akram

My, Tariq Altaf

Mr, Salman Bashir

Ambagsador
Permanent Representative of Pakistan to
the United Nations Office at Geneva

Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Pakistan to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Pakistan to the
United Nations Office at Geneva .

Second Secretary

Permanent Mission of Pakistan to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
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Delegation of Peru
Address: &3 rue de Lausanne, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No.: 31.11,30/31.11.39

Mr. Felipe Valdivieso

Mr. Peter Cannock

“Mr. Jorge Benavides de la Sotta

*Mr, Vicente Rojas

Mr.. Auguste Thornberry

Ambassador

Permanent Representative of Peru

to the United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Ambassador -
Alternate Permanent Representative of Peru
to the United Nations Office at Gensva
Head of Delegation

First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Paru to the
United Nations Office at Gensva

Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Peru to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of Peru to the
United Nations Office at Ceneva

Delegation of the Polish Peogle's.ReEublic

Address: 13 Chemin de 1'Ancienne Route, 1218 Grand-Saconnex, Geneva.

Tel. No.: 98.11.61

*Dr. Bogumil Sujka

“Mpr, Jerzy Zawalonka

*Mr. Bogdan Ruasin

Mr. Stanislaw Konik

Col. Janusz Cialowicz

*Mr. Tadeusz Strojwas

Ambassador

Permanent Representative of Poland to the
United Nationa Office at Geneva

Head of the Delegation

lounselior, Minister Plenipotentiary
Deputy Permanent Representative of Poland
to the United Nations Office at Geneva

Counsellor
Permanent Representative of Poland to the.
United Nations at Geneva

Adviser to the Minister for Foreign Affairs,
Warsavw

Ministry of Defence, Warsaw
First Secretary

Permanent Representative of Poland to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
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Delegation of the Socialist Republic of Romania
Address: 6 Chemin de la Perriere, 1223 Cologny, Geneva. Tel, No.: 52.10.90

“Mp. Mircea Malitza Ambassador
4, Permanent Representative of the Socialist

Republic of Romania to the United Nations
Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

“Mr. Ion Datcu Ambassador, Permanent Representative of the
Socialist Republic of Romania to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

#Mr., Teodor Melescanu Counsellor
Permanent Mission of the Socialist Republic
of Romania to the United Nations Office at
Geneva
Deputy Head of Delegation

#Mp, Mihail Bichir First Secretary
Permanent Mission of the Socialist Republic
of Romania to the United Nations Office at

Geneva
Mr. Panait Tache Third Secretary
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Col. Dr. Ing. Mihai Stefan Dogaru Counsellor, Ministry of National Defence
Delegation of the Democratic Socialist Republic of Sri Lanka
Address: 50 rue de Moillebeau, 1211 Geneva. Tel. No.: 34.93.40
Mr. A.T. Jayakoddy Ambassador

Permanent Representative

Permanent Mission of the Democratic
Socialist Republic of Sri Lanka to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

*Mpr. H.M.G.S. Palihakkara Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of the Democratic Socialist
Republic of Sri Lanka to the United Nations
Office at Geneva

Mr. A.C. Clarke Adviger
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Delegation of Swaden
Address: 62 rue de Vermont, 1202 Geneva. Tel.:No.: 34.36.00

Mrs, Inga Thorasson Under-Secretary of State
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Head of Delegation until 6 August

“Mr. Curt Lidgard Ambassador
Deputy Head of Delegation
Head of Delegation from 6 August

¥Mr, Carl-Magnus Hyltenius Counsellor
Deputy Head of Delegation from 6 August

Mr. Georg Andersson Member of Parliament

Mr. Sture Ericson Member of Parliament

Mrs. Gunnel Joning Member of Parliament

Mrs. Ingrid Sundberg Member of Parliament

Mr. Rune Angstriém Member of Parliament

*Mr. Hans Berglund Colonel

Military Adviser

#Dr. Johan Lundin Director of Research
National Defence Research Instituts
Scientific Adviser

Mr. Gustav Ekholm Minister
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Mr. Ulf Ericsson Minister
Swedish Embassy, Vienna
Scientific Adviser

Mr. Sture Theolin First Secretary
Ministry for Foreign Affairs

Dr. Jan Prawitz Ministry of Defence
Scientific Adviser

Dr. Ola Dahlman Director of Research
National Defence Research Institute
Scientific Adviser

Mr. Lars Eric De Geer National Defence Researsh Institute
Scientific Adviser
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Delegation of the Union of Soviet Socialist Repupiics
Add. ess: 4 chemin du Champ du Ble, 1292 Chambesy, Geneva. Tel. No.: 58.10.03

e, V.L. Issraelyan Head of Delegation, Ambassador
Member of Collegium of the Ministry of
Foreign Affairs, Representative of the ULSR
to the Committee on Disarmament

Mr. Y.K. Nazarkin Deputy Head of Delegation, Envoy,
Deputy Director, Department of International

Organizations, Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Mr. B,P. Prokofiev Deputy Head of Delegation, Envoy,
Deputy Director, Department of International
Organizations, Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Mr. R.M. Timerbaev Deputy Head of Delegation, Envoy,
Deputy Director, Department of International

Organizations, Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Mr. L.A. Naumov Adviser, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. V.M. Ganja Adviser, Colonel, Ministry of Defence
SMr. V.V. Loshchinine Counsellor, Permanent Representation

of the USSR to the Office of the
United Nations and other International
Organizations in Geneva

Mr. G.V. Berdennikov Second Secretary, Permanent Representation
of the USSR to the Office of the
United Nations and other International
Organizations in Geneva

Mpr. V.A. Evdokoushin Second Secretary, Permanent Representation
of the USSR to the Office of the
United Nations and other International
Organizations in Geneva

Mr. V.F. Priachin Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. V.L. Gai Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. E.N. Golovko Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. G.M. Polianitchko Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. V.E. Kutchinsky Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. M.M. Ippolitov Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. Y.V. Kostenko Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. S.B. Batsanov Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
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Delegation of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (cont'd)

Mr. V.M. Tcherednichenko Expert

Mr. A.P. Koutepov Expert

Mr. B.T. Surikov Expert

Mr. V.L. Kotjujansky Expert

Delegation of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland
UMr. David M. Summerhayes, CMG Ambassador

Head of Delegation

Mr. Lawrence J. Middleton Counsellor
United Kingdom Delegation to the Committee
on Disarmament

Mr. John S. Chick Head of Arms Control and Disarmament
Department., Foreign and Commonwealth Office

4r. Barry P. Noble Counsellor
Permanent Mission of the United Kingdom
to the United Nations Office at Geneva

“Mrs, Joan I. Link First Secretary
United Kingdom Delegation to the Committee
on Disarmament

Miss Joanna E.F. Wright ‘-Third Secretary
United Kingdom Delegation to the Committee
on Disarmament

Dr. T. Inch Ministry of Defence
Expert (Chemical Yeapons)

Deleggtion of the United States of America

Address: Botanic Building, 1-3 Avenue de la Paix, 1202 Geneva. Tel. Wo.: 32.09.70

Mr. Eugene V. Rostow Director, Arms Control and Disarmament.Agency
Chairman Ex Officio of the Delegation when
in attendance

The Honourable Louis G. Fields Ambassador, United States Representative to
the Committee on Disarmament
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency

“Mr. Morris D. Busby United States Deputy Representative to the
Committee on Disarmament
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency

Ms. Susan F, Burk Adviser

Office of Under-Secretary of Defence
Department of Defence
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Delegation of the United States of America (cont'd)

Mr. Pierce S. Corden

Ms. Katharine Crittenberger

Mr. Joh Sundersen

Mr. James J. Hogan

Mr. James Leonard

Mr. John Martin

. Robert Mikulak

Mr. Richard Milton

Mr. John Miskel

Mr. Charles Pearcy

oMp, John Puckett

Mr. Roger F. Scott

Ms. Laurel M. Shea

Ms. Marianne Winston

Adviser, Multilateral Affairs Bureau
Arms Control and Disermament Agency

Adviser, Aris Control and Disarmament Agency

Adviser, Bureau on International Organization
Affairs, Department of State
(2 Fsbruary-28 February 1982)

Colonel, USAF, Joint Chiefs of Staf'f
Department of Defence
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Delegation of the Republic of Venezuela
Address: 22 chemin Frangois-Lehmann, 1218 Grand-Sat¢onnex, Geneva.
Tel. No.: 98.26.21
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Permanent Representative of Venezuela to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
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Permanent Mission of Venezuela to the
United Nations Office 2% Ge

eneva

#ir. Hugo Sudrez Mora First Secretary
Permanent Mission of' Venezuela to the
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the United Nations Office at Geneva
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Mr. Vlado Vojvodié Expert (Chemical Weapons)
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pele' tion of the Republic of Zafre
Addresa: 32 rue de l'Athense, 1200 Geneva. Tel. No.: 47.83.22

“Mp, Bagbeni Adeito Nzengeya

“Mps. Esaki-Ekanga Kabeya
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Ambassador

Permanent Representative of the
Republic of Zaire to the United Nations
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First Secretary
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Second Secretary
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