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I, INTRODUCTION
1. The Committee on Disarmament submits to the thirty-eighth session of the
United Nations General Assembly its annual report on its 1983 session, together
with the pertinent documents and records,
IT. ORGANIZATION OF WORK OF THE CQMITTEE
A, 1983 Session of the Committee
2. The Committee was in session from 1 February to 29 April and from
14 June to 30 August 1983, During this period, the Coum.xitt.ee held 50 formal
plenary meetings, at which mewber 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.
3. The Committee also held 27 informal meetings on its agenda, programme of
vork, organization and procedures, as well as on items of its agenda and other
matters. v
4. In accordance with rule 9 of the Rules of Procedure, the following
member States assumed the Chairmanship of the Committee: Mongolia for February,
Morocco for March, Netherlands for April and the recess between the first and
second parts of the 1983 session of the Committee, Nigeria for June, Pakistan
for July and Peru for August and the recess until the 1984 session of the
Committee,

B. Participants in the Work of the Committee
5« Representatives of the following membexr States participated in the work
of the Committee: Algeria; Argentina; Australia; Belgium; Brazil; Bulgaria;
Burma; Canada; China; Cuba; Czechoslovakia; Egypt; Ethiopia; France;
German Dsmocrstic Republic; Germany, Federal Republic of; Hungary; India;
Indonesia; Islamic Republic of Iran; Italy; Japen; Kenya; Mexico; Mongolia;
Morocco; Netherlands; Nigeria; Pakistan; Peru; Poland; Romania; Sri Lanka;
Sweden; . Union of Soviet Socialist Republics; Urited 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 zs Appendix I to the report.

C. Agenda for the 1983 Session and Programme of Work
for the First and Second Parts of the Session

6. At the 206th Plenary Meeting on 24 March 19683, the Chairmen submitted a
proposal on the provisional agenda for the 1983 session in conformity with
rule 29 of th. Rules of Procedure, and made the following statement (CD/PV «206):




"With respect to the adoption of the agenda for the year 1983, it is
understood that the question of the nuclear neutron weapon is covered by
item 2 of the agenda and can be considered under that agenda item."
7. At the same plenary meeting, the Committee adopted its agenda. Some
delegations made statements in that connection.
8. At the 207th plenary meeting, on 29 March 1983, the Chairman also submitted
a proposal concerning the programme of work for the first part of the 1983 session,
in accordance with rule 29 of the Committee's Rules of Procedure. At the same
meeting, the Committse adopted the programme of work.
9. The texts of the agenda and programme of work adopted by the Committee
(documents CD/356 and Addendum 1) are given below:

“he cmitteeion Disarmament, as the multilateral negotiating forum,
shall promote the é.tta.i.nmenf of general and complete disarmament under
effective intermational control.

The Committee, taking into account jnter alia the relevant provisions
of the Documents of the first and second special sessions of the
Genexral Assembly devoted to disarmament, will deal with the cessation of
the arms race and disarmament and other relevant measures in the
following areas:

I. Ruclear weapons in all aspects;

II. Chemical weaponsj

JIII. .Other weapons of mass destruction;

IV, Conventional weapons;

V. Reduction of military budgets;

VI. Reduction of armed forces;

VII. Disarmament and development;
VIII. Disarmament and intermational security;

IX, Collateral measures; confidence-building measures; effective
verification methods in relation to appropriate disarmament
meagures, acceptable to all parties concerned;

X. Comprenensive programme cf disarmament leading to general and

complete disarmament under effective international control.



Within the above framework, the Committee on Disarmamént adopts the
folléAdhg agenda for 1983 which includes items that, in conformity with the
provisions of section VIII of its Rules of Procedure. would be considered

by it:
1.
25

3.

4.
5e

6.
7.
8.

Muclear test ban.

Cessation of the miclear arms race and nucleax disarmament;

prevention of nuclear war, including all related matters.

Effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon

States against the use or threat of use 6f nuclear weapons.

Chennital weapons.

New types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such

weapuntsy radiological weapons.

Compretiensive programme of disarmament.

preventibth of an arms race 'in outer space.

Congideration and adoption of the amual report .and any othier report

as appropriate to the General Assembly of the United Nations.
Programme of Work

In compliance witt rulé 28 of its Rules of Procedure,.the Committee also
adopts the following programme of work for the first part of ifs 1985 dassion:

- State¢ments in the plenary. Consideératioén of:
) the' agenda and programme &f work a3 well as of

‘ the éstablishment of subsidiary bodies on items

of the agenda.

1 February '« 31 March Chidmical weapons.

Nuclear teet ban.
Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmament.

Comprehensive programme of disarmament.

4 - 8 April Effective international arrangements to assure
non-nuclear-weapoti States against the ‘use’ or
thréat of use of nuclear weapons.

11 - 15 April New types of weapons of mass destruction and
new systems of such weapons; radiological
weapons.

18 « 22 Apidl Prevention of an arims race in’ cuter space.

25 - 29 April Prevention of nuclear war, inéluding -all

related matters,



Informal meetings of the Committee will be held to continue consideration
of the question of tha review of ita membership, as well as proposals submitted
by members for its improved and effective functioning. Section II of
General Assembly Resolution 37/99 K regarding the designation of the Committee
will also be considered at informal meetings.

Meetings of ad hoc working groups will be convened after consultstions
between the Chairman of the Committee and the Chairmen of the ad hoc working
groups according to the circumstances and needs of the groups.

The Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider International
Co~operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events met from
7 to 18 February.

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

10. At the 207th plenary meeting, the Committee also took a decision on the
re-establishrent of ad hoc working groups for the 1983 session. The decision reads
as follows:

"The Committee docides to re-establish for the duration of its
1983 session the Ad Hoc Working Groups on a Nuclear Test Ban, Effective
International Arrangements to Assure Non-Nuclear-Weapcn States Against the
Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons, Chemical Weapons and Radiological
Weapons, and to appoint Ambassador Herder of the German Democratic Republie
as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test Ban,

Ambaasador Ahmad of Pakistan as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on
Effective International Arrangements to Assure Non-Nuclear-Weapon States
Against the Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons, Ambassador McPhail of
Canada as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons, and
Ambassador Lidgard of Sweden as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on
Radiological Weapons.

It is underatood that the ad_hog working groups may start their work on
the basis of their former mandates.. The mandate of the Ad Hoc Working Group
on a Nuclear Test Ban may thereafter be revised as decided by the Committee
which will consider this question with appropriate urgency.

The ad hoc working groups will report to the Committee on the progress
of their work before the eonclusion of its 1983 session."

11, At its 213th Plenary Meeting, the Committee decided to begin the second part
of the 1983 session on 14 June 1983.



12. During the seqond part of the 1983 session of the Committee, the Chairman
submitted, at the 217th plenary meeting on 14 June 1983, a proposal dn~the programme
of work for the second part of the session. At the same meeting, the Committee
adopted the prosramme of .work nroposea by the Chairman (CD/382). TIt:reads as
follawa:
"In compliance with rule 28 of its .Rules of Procedurs, the Committee on
Disarmament adopts the following programme of work for the second part of its
1983 session:

=17 June Statements in plenary meetings. Consideration of the
programme of work for the second part of the 1985 session.

20=24 June Nuclear test ban.

27 June-) July Cessaticn of the nuclear arms race .and nuclear disarmement.

4-8 July ' Prevention: of nuclear war, including all related matters.

11-15 July Effective. international arrangements:to assure non-nuclear=-

Weapon States.against: the use.or threat of use. of ‘nuclear

weapons.
18=22 July Chemical weapons.
25=29 July New types of weapons of mass destruction and new systoms of

such..weapcns;. radiological weapons.

1-5 Auguat Comprehengive .programme of disarmament.

8712,August Preventien. of an arms race in outer space.

15-19 . August Reports. of .agd hoc working groups;  -organizational questidnms.
22-26 August Consideratlén“;hd adoption of the Annual Report to the

) General :Assenbly of the United :Nations.

29-31 August )
(if necessary) )

Informal meetinzs-of the Committee will be held to continue consideration
of the question of the review of its membership, as well as proposals submitted
by members for its improved and effective funotioning. Section II of
Gerieral Assembly resolution 37/99 K regarding the designaticn of the Committee
will also be considered at informal meetings.



Meetings of ad hoc working groups will be convened after oonsultations
between the Chairman of the Committee and the Chairmén of the ad hoo working
&raups according to the circumstances and needs of the groups.

Ls decided by the Committee at its 211th Plenary Mesting, the Ad Hoo
Group of Scientific Experts to Consider International Co-operative Measures
to Detect and Identify Seismic Events will meet froa 11 to 22 July.

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

13. At its 237th plenary meeting, on 26 August 1983, the Committee decided to
close its 1983 session on 30 Auguat 1983.

D. Participation of States not Membcrs of the Committee
14. In conformity with rule 32 of the Rules of Procedure, the following States
non-members of the Committee attended plenary meetings of the Committee: Austris,
Burundi, Denmark, Finland, Greece, Holy See, Ireland, Kew Zealand, Norway, Portugal,
Senegal, Spain, Switzerland, Syria, Tunisia, Turkey and Viet Nam,
15. The Committee received and considered requests for participation in its work
from States not members of the Committee. In accordance with the Rules of
Procedure..the Committee invited:

(a) the representatives of Austria, Burundi, Demmark, Finland, Greece,
Ireland, Norway, Senegal and Spain to participate during 1983 in the discussions
on the substantive items on the agenda at plenary and informal meetings of the
Committee, as well as in the meetings of the ad hoc working groups established
for the 1983 session;

(b) the representative of Portugal to participate during 1983 in the
discussions on the subatantive items on the agenda at plenary and informal meetings
of the Committee, as well as in the meetings of the Ad Hoc Working Groups on the
Comprettensive Programme of Disarmament and on Chemical Weapons;

{c) the representative of Turkey to participate during 1983 in the discusesions
on the substantive items on the agenda at plenary and informal meetings of the
Comhittee, as well as in the meetings of the Ad Hoc Working Groups on the
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament and on a Nuclear Test Ban;



(d° the representative of Tunisia to participate during 1983 in the meetings
of the Ad Hoc Working Groups on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament and on
Effective International Arrangements to Assure Non-Nuclear-Weapon States Against
the Use or Threat of Use of Huclear Weapons;

(e) the representative of Switzerland to participate during 1983 in the
discussions on chemical weapons at plenary and informal meetings of the Committee,
as well as in the meetings of the Ad Hoc Working Group established on that item;

(£) the representative of Viet Nam to make a statement on chemical weapons
at the 213th plenary meeting on 19 April 1983%; and

(g) the representatives of Austria, Denmark, Finland, New Zealand, Norway
and Switzerland to participate in the informal meeting held to consider
appropriate follow-up measures to the conclusions of the First Review Conference
of the Parties to.the Treaty on the Prohibiticn of the Emplacement of Nuclear
Weapons and Other Weapons of Mass Destruction on the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floox
and in the Subsoil Thereof.

E. Coneideration of the modalities of the review of the

membersh%p of +he Commlttee
16. During the second part of its session the Committee considered the
modalities of the review of its membership, including the guestion of an
expansion as requested by the General Assembly, taking into account
General Assembly resolution No. 37/99 K, Part I, and the interest shown by
some States Members of the United Nations in seeking to become members of the
Committee.
17. In connection with this gquestion, the Federal Republic of Germany
submitted document CD/404, dated 4 August 1983, where it is argued that the
membership problem would be solved most effectively by several small enlargement
steps over a period of time,
18. The Committee kept in mind the views expressed in Chapter IV of the
Fipal Document of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament, particularly that "for maximum effectiveness ... the negotiating
body for the sake of convenience should have a relatively small membership®,
and that there it a "continuing requirement for a single multilateral disarmament

negotiating forum of limited size taking decisions on the basis of consensus".



19. Bearing in mind the provisions of paragraph 120 of the Final Document of

the first sperial session of the General Assembly devoted to Disarmament and,

inter alia, the need to assure its effertive functioning, the Committee accepts

in principle a limited expansion in its membership, subject to agreement by the
Committee on the selection of new members and taking into account the necessity

of maintaining balance in the Committee on Disarmament, Taking into

cronsideration all relevant factors, the Committee is of the opinion that its
membership may be increased by not more than four States. The Chairman of the
Committee will conduct appropriate consultations with the members of the Committee,
individually and collectively, according to established practice, in order to
reach a decision as to the selection of additional members, The Committee will
then inform the thirty-ninth regular session of the United Nations General Assembly
of the agreement reached.

F. Proposals for the improved and effective
functioning of the Committee

20. Various proposals concerning the improved and effective functioning of

the Comnittee were put forward. The results of their examination by the
Contact Group on the improved and effective functioning of the Committee are
embodied in Working Paper No, 100, dated 5 August 1983, The Committee intends
to continue consideration of this matter during its next annual session.

G. Designation of the multilateral negotiating
forum as a Conference

21, The Committee, taking into account General Assembly resolution No. 37/99 X,
Part II, decided to designate itself as "Conference on Disarmament", This
decirion will come into effect from the date of commen.ement of the 1984 annual
session. It will be without prejudice to paragraph 120 of the Final Document
of the firsi special gession of the General Assembly devoted to Disarmament.
The new designation will have no financial or structural implications, and

will have no effect on the rules of procedure which will remain the same,
except for the words "Committee on Disarmament", being replaced by the words

"Conference on Disarmament",



H. Communications from Non-Governmental Organizavions
22,..In acoordapnce with rule 42 of the Rules of Procedure, lists of all

compunications from Non-Governmental OfganiZations and persons were ocirculated
to the Committee. (document CD/NGC.7 and 8 and Add.1)

III. SUBSTANTIVE WORK OF THE COMMITTEE DURING ITS 1983 SESSION
23. . The substantive work of the Committee during its 1983 session was based on
its agenda and programme of work adopted for the year. The list of documents
issued by the Committee, as:well as the texts of those documents, are included
as Appendix II to the report. An index of the veérbatim records by country and
subject, listing the statemenbs made by delegatiohs during 1983, and the
verbatim records of the meetings of the Committe# are attached as Appendix III
to thq report.
24.-. The Gommittee had before it a letter ‘dated 1 February 1983 from the
Seebgﬁary-ccnaral*Bf»the United Nations (CD/336) transmitting all the rasolutions
on dissrmament. adopted by the. General Assembly at its thirty-seventh session in
1982, including- those entrusting specific responsibilities to the Committee on
Disarmament:

37472 "Cassation.of all test explosions of nuclear weapons'

37/73 . nUrgent need for a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty"

37/77 A "New types of weapons of mass destruction and new eystemb'of
-such. weapons”

37/78 C. "Nuclear weapons in all aspects"

374718 .E - "Prohibition of .the nucléar neutron weapon"

37/78 F "Implementation of the recommendations and decisioris of the
tenth special session"

37/78 G  "Report of the Committee on Disarmament™

37/78 I  "Prevention of ruclear war"

37/80 "Conclusion of an international convéntion on the strengthening
of .the. security of non-nuclear-weapon States against the use op
threat of use of '‘nuclear weapons"

37/81 "Conclusion of effective international arrangements to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of
nuelear weapons"

37483 "Prayvention of an arms race in outer apace®

37785 "Immediate cessation and prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests"™

37/98 A "Chemical and bacteriological (biological) weapons"

37/98 B "Chemical and bacteriological (biological) weapona".



25. At the 194th plenary meeting qf the Committee on 15 February 1983, the
Secretary-General of the United Nations made: a statemsnt, in which he underlined
the greast. rasponsibilities of the Committee, as the sole multilateral bedy. for
negotiating measures of disarmament, and the ‘present crucial stage in the histery
of efforts at. disarmament.

26. .Jn addition to documents separately listed under- spacific items; the-
Committea. receivad the follawing: ,

(a) Documant.CD/337, dated 1 February 1983, submitted by the delegatioy
of. Romania, entitled "Romania 's..position on disarmament";

(b)-. Document.CD/338, dated 1 February 1983, submitted by-the delegation -
of- Czachoslovakia, eatitied "Political declaration of the Warsaw Tresty Mambep
Statea";

(c). Document, CD/339, dated 1 February 1983, submitied. by.the-delegation

,Of. Mongolia, entitled. "Statement of the Government. of, the Mongolian People’s-
Republic, on the results. of the meeting of the.Political Consultative Committeo
of the Warsaw Treaty. States, Parties held in Prague from. 4~5. Janwary - 19837,

(d) Document CD/354, dated 18 March 1983 » submitted by the delegation-ef)
India, entitled "Text of the New.Delhi: message and extracts from the politteal
declaration adopted. by Heads of State or Government at the Seventh Non~-Aligned
Summit held in New Delhi.frem 7 to 12 March 1983,

(e) Document CD/372, da“ed 7 April 1983, submitted by the delegation of
the Federal Republic of Cermany, entitled "Statement made hy the Federal.Republic
of Germany on depositing its instrument of ratification of the Baocteriologieal
Weapons Convention”;

(f) Document CD/373, dated 11 April 1983, submitted by-the delegation of
Czechoslovakia, entitled "Extracts from.the communiqué adopted at the meeting
of the Committee of the Ministers of Foraign Affairs of .the .iMember States'of
the Warsaw. Treaty.Organization issued on.7.April, 1983 in Prague";

(g) .Decument, CD/379;. dated 25 April, 1983, .submitted by :the delegation of
Japan, entitled "Verification of compliance in arms control and :disarmament
agreqmenta”; . '

{h) Deoumant..CD385, dated 23 June 1983, submitted. by: the-delegation of
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Pecision.of the Supreme
Soviet of the USSR on the International Situation.and the Foreign Policy of
the Sqviet Union";..

-10-



(1) Document CD/386, dated 30 June 1983, submitted by the delegation of
the Urion of Soviet Sovialiat Republics, entitled "Joint statexent ‘adepted at
the meeting of Party and State leaders of the People's Republic of Bulgaria, the
Czechoslovak Socialist Republic, the German Demotratic Republie, the limsarfan
People's Republic, the Polish Pecple's Republic, the Socialist Republic bf
Romania and the Union of Soviet Sotialist Republick, held in Moscédw on
28 June 1983",

(3) Document. CD/391, dated 13 July 1983, submitted by the delegation of
Mongolia, entitled "Statement of the Government of the Mongolian'Pecpies®
Republic on the results of the Hoscow Meeting of Party and State Leaders of
the Countries Parties to the Warsaw Treaby". '

(k) Document CD/420, dated 23 August 1983, submitted by the delegation of
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republios, entitled -"Excérpt of the Tass Communiqué
concerning the meeting of the General Secretary of*-“the Central Committee of the
Cro—inist Party of the Soviet Union,. Chairman of ‘the Praesidium of thé Suprese
Soviet of the USSR, U.V. Andropov, with a group oﬁAmericaﬁ‘S‘enatoré“’.

A. . Nuglear test ban
27. The item on the agenda eptitled "Nuclear test ban" was considered by the
Committee, in accordance with its preogramme. of work, during the periods
1 February-31 March and 20-24 June 1983.
28. The Committee had before it the progress reports on the fifteenth and
sixteenth sessions of the.Ad Hce Group of Scientific Experts to Consider
International Co-operative. Measures to Detzct and Idertify Seismic Events, as
contained in documents CD/348 and CD/399. The Ad Hoc Groupmei from 7 %to 18 February
and from 11 to 22 July 1983, under the Chairmanship of Dr. Ola Dahlman of Sweden.
At its 211th and 230th plenary meetings, on 12 April and 2 August 1983, the
Committee adopted the recommendations contained ir the progress reports on the
fifteenth and sixteenth sessions of the Ad Hoc Group. A number cf delegstions

commented on thosa reports.

29, Un 15 June 1983 the Secretary-General of the World Metecorological Organization
(WMO) addressed a letter to the Chairman of the Committee on Disarmament in

reply to the communication dated 31 August 1982 from the latter concerning tne

use of the Global Telecommunication System (GTS) of the YWorld Weather Wataeh (WWW)
on a regular basis for the transmission of specific data for the detecticn and
identification of seismic events. By that letter the Secretary-General informed

-11-



the Chairman of the Committee that the Executive Council of the World
Meteorological Organization, at its thirty-fifth session, held in Geneva in

"May, June 1983, approved Recommendation 18 (CBS-VIII) - Inclusion of seismic
bulletins in the global exchange programme - and decided that this should be
implemented as soon as possible, but not later than 1 December 1983. Tiiis
information was brought to the attention of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific
Experts to Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Idéntiry
Seiamic Events.

50. At the time of the re-establishment of the Ad Hoc Working Group on 2 Nuclear
Test Ban (see paragraph 10 above), the Committeec agreed that the question of the
mandate of the Ad Hoc Working Group would be discussed at the 209th plenary meeting
on 5 April 1983. At that meeting several delegations made statements in connection
with that question. At the end of the meeting, the Chairman stated that the
discussion had not led to a consensus for a revision of the mandate of the
Working Group. He alsc noted that new proposals for & mandaite had been received
2/ and the Group of 212/ and that these -
proposals will be the subject of informal consultations.

31. The list of new documents preaented to the Committee during its 1985 seasion
under the agenda 1tem are listed in the report submitted by the Ad Hoc Working
Group.

32. At its 236th plenary meeting on 23 August 1983, the Committee adopted the
report of the Ad Hoc Working Group re-established by the Committee under the
agenda item at its 207th plenary meeting (see .paragraph 10 above). That

report (CD/412) is an integral part of this report and reads as follows:

from a group of socialist countriea~

2/ Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, German Demecratic Republic, Hungary, Mongolia,
Poland Union of Soviet Secialist Republics.

3/ Algeria, Argentina, Brazil, Burma, Cuba, Egypt, Ethiopia, India,
Indcneaia, Islamic Republic of Iram, Kenya, Mexico, Morocco, Nigeria, Pakistan,
Peru, Sri Lanka, Sweden, Venezuela, Yugcslavia, Zaire.



" T. INTRODUCTION

"1. In accordance with the Committee's decision at its 207th plenary meeting,
on 29 March 1983, as contained in document GD/358, the Ad Hoc Working Group on a
Nuclear Test Ban was re-established on the basis of its former mandate, to continue
to discuss and define, through substantive examination, issues relating to verification
and compliance with a view to making further progress toward a nuclear test ban. The
Committee also decided that the mandate of the Ad Hoc Working Group on a Nuclear Test
Ban might thereafter be revised as decided by the Committee which would consider this
question with appropriate urgency. It further decided -that the Ad Hoc Working Group
would report to the Committee on the progress of its work before the conclusion of
its 1983 session.

"II. ORGANISATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTATION

%2, At its 207th plenary meeting, on 29 March 1983, the Committee on Disarmament
appointed Ambassador Gerhard Herder of the German Democratic Republic as Chairman

of the Ad Hoc Working Group. At its 218th plenary meeting, on 16 June 1983, the
Committee decided that the new representative of the German Democratic Republic,
Ambassador Harald Rose, would succeed fmbassador Herder as Chairman of the Working Group.
Mr. Victor Slipchenko, Tnited Nations Department for Disarmament Affairs, served as
Secretary of the Working Group.

"3 As was the case in 1982, thc delegations of two nuclear-weapon States did not
participate in the Ad Hoc Working Group. A number of delegations expressed their
disappointment at this decision and reiterated their hope that it would be reconsidered.

"4. At taeir request, the Committee on Disarmament decided to invite the representatives
of the following Statcs non members of the Cormmittee to participate in the meetings

of the id Hoc Working Group: JAustria, Burundi, Finland, Greece, Ireland, Forway,
Senegal, Spain and Turkey. .

"5. The 4d Hoc Working Group held 17 meetings between 8 April and 16 August 1983.

"6. During the 1983 session the following official documents under item 1 of the
agenda were presented to the Committee on Disarmament:

~ Document CD/346, dated 16 February 1983, submitted by the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, entitled 'Letter dated 14 February 1983 from the Representative
of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics to the Committce on Disarmament transmitting
the 'Basic provisions of a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of
nuclear-weapon tests!

-]l3-



- Document CD/381, dated 14 June 1983, submitted by Sweden, entitled 'Draft
treaty banning any nuclear weapon test explosion in any environmentt

~ Document CD/383, dated 17 June 1983, submitted by the United Kingdom, entitled
'Working paper: Peaceful nuclear explosions in relation to a nuclear teat bant

- Document CD/384, dated 20 June 1983, submitted by Australia, entitled
' Insti tutional arrangements for a CIB verification system: an illustrative list of
queastions

- Document CD/388, dated 8 July 1983, submitted by Japan, entitled 'Verification
and compliance of a nuclear test ban'

~ Document CD/389, dated 8 July 1983, submitted by Japan, entitled !Views on a
system of international exchange of seismic data'

- Document CD/390, dated 8 July 1983, submitted by Japan, entitled 'Working
paper on a contribution to an international monitoring system using a newly
installed smell seismic array of Japan!

-~ Document CD/395, dated 19 July 1983, submitted by Norway, entitled ! Working
paper: The role of international seismic data exchange under a comprehensive
nuclear test ban'

~ Document CD/400, dated 22 July 1983, submitted by Australia, entitled
'International management panel'

~ Document CD/402, dated 1 August 198%, submitted by the United Kingdon,
entitled '"Verification aspects of a comprehensive test ban treaty (CTBI)?

- Document CD/403, dated 3 August 1983, submitted by Sweden, entitled 'Working
paper: International surveillance of airborne radioactivity (ISAR)'

- Document CD/405, dated 4 Auvgust 1983, submitted by Australia, entitled
"Proposal for the scope of & comprehensive nuclear test ban treaty!

During the 1983 session, the following working papers were circulated to
the Working Group:

~ CD/NTB/WP.3 submitted by the United Kingdom, entitled "orking paper: Peaceful
nuclear explosions in relation tov a nuclear test ban' (also issued as CD/383)

- CD/NTB/WP.4 submitted by Australia, entitled 'Institutiona% arrangements for
a CTB verification system: an illustrative list of questions?! {also issued as

CD/384)

- CD/NTBAMWP.S submitted by Belgium, entitled 'inalysis of 20 years' observation
of atmospheric radicactivity in Belgium' .

- CD/NTB/WP.6 submitted by Australia, entitled 'International management panel!
(also issued as CD/400) :

- CD/NTB/WP.7 submitted by the Tnited Kingdom, eniitled 'Working paper:

Verification aspects of a comprehensive test ban treaty (CTBT)' (also issued as
CD/402)
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- CD/NTB/WP.B submitted by Australia, entitled 'Proposal for the scope of a
comprehensive nuclear test ban treaty' (also issued as CD/405)

- CD/NTB/WP.9 submitted by Sweden, entitled 'Working paper: International
surveillance of airborne radioactivity (ISAR)' (also issued as CD/403)

The following Conference Room Papers were also submitted to the Working Group
during its 1983 session:

- CD/NTB/CRP.Z entitled *Annotation by the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group
on A Wuclear Test Ban on means of verification of compliance with a treaty on a
nuclear test ban'

- CD/NTB/CRP.3 entitled "Programme of Work of the Ad Hoc Working Group on A
Nuclear Test Ban?

- CD/WTB/CRP.4 entitled *Annotation by the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working
Group on a Nuclear Test Ban on procedures and mechanisms for consultations and
co-operation as wall as on Committee of Experts (items 3 and 4 of the Programme
of Work)®

- CT/NTB/CRP.S entitled ?innotation by the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group
on a Nuclear Test Ban on procedures for complaints and on-site inspections (items 5
and 6 of the Programme of Work)!

- CD/NTB/CRP.6, as amended, entitled ?Draft Report of the 4d Hoc Working Group
on a Nuclear Test Ban' (also issued as CD/41Z).

IIT. SUBSTANTIVE WORK DURING THE 1983 SESSION

7, At ite fourth meeting, on 29 April 1983, the Ad Hoc Working Group adopied the
following prograrme of work:

*In discharging its mandate, the Ad Hoc Group on a Nuclear Test Ban
will examine issues of verification of and compliance with a NIB with a
view to making further progress towards a corresponding treaty which would
be non-discriminatory and could attract the widest possible adherence.
'In the examination of issues relating to verification and compliance
consideration should be given to all relevant aspects of a treaty on
A Huclear Test Ban.
' After a general discussion on the subject matter entrusted tc it the
Ad Hoc Working Group will consider the following six items in the given order.
Such consideration should be carried out in conformity with the provisions
of paragraph 31 of %he Final Document of the First SSOD. If necessary, the
Chairman will submit annotations pertaining to the various items.
'l. Requirements and elements of verification
‘2, Means of verification, intfer alia:
(a) national technical means

(b) international exchange of seismic data

'3, Procedures and Mechanisms for Consultation and Co-operation
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T4, Commi ttee of Experts
'5.  Procedures for Complaints
'6. On-site inspection

'"Pursuant to its mandate, the Ad Hoc Working Group on A Nuclear Test
Ban will take into account all existing proposals and future initiatives.
In addition, the Working Group will draw on the knowledge and experience that
have been accumulated over the years in the consideration of a comprehensive
test ban in the successive multilateral negotiating bodies and the trilateral
ncgotiations. The Working Group will also take into account the work of the
Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider International Co-operative
Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events.'

"3, In connection with the adoption of the programme of work a number of delegations
expressed the view that the agreement reached would contribute to a fruitful and
streamlined consideration of issues entrusted to the Working Group under its
mandate. Several delegations made reservations to the effect that their agrecment
to include in the programme of work a general formulation concerning a future
nuclear test ban treaty should not in any way prejudge negotiations on such a
treaty.

"9. The Ad Hoc Working Group discussed and examined various documents submitted to
the Committee during its 1983 session by the delegations of the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics (CD/346), Sweden (CD/381), the United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland (C:D/3833, Australia (CD/384 and (D/400), Japan (CD/388,
CD/389 and CD/390), Belgium (CD/NTB/WP.5) and Norway (CD/3953. Tt also had before
it the documents submitted towards the ond of the session by the United Kingdom
(CD/402), Sweden (CD/403) and Australia (CD/405). Referring to certain proposals,
in particular the 'Basic provisions of a trealy on the complete and general
prohibition of nuclear weapon tests' tabled by the USSR (CD/346) and the 'Draft
treaty banning any nuclear weapon test explosion in any environment', submitted
by Sweden (CD/381), a number of delegations maintained that they provided
sufficient material to proceed without further delay to negotiations on a nuclear
test ban treaty. Some delegations disagreed with this view.

"0. In accordance with the prograrme of work, delegations exchanged views with

regard to the scope of a nuclear test ban. A number of delegations stated that

the nuclear-weapon States Parties to the 1963 Partial Test Ban Treaty were legally
comnitted as per the preamble cf that instrument to conclude a treaty banning
nuclear-weapon tests in all envircnments for all time, and they had in the past
acknowledged the distinction between nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes and
nuclear-weapon tests. Thesc delegations maintained that the attitude taken by
certain delegations with regard to nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes was
not in keeping with “heir obligations concerning peaceful uses of nuclear energy
assumed under agreements in the field of arms limitation and introduced an element
of discrimination which was totally unacceptable. They held that the question of
nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes could easily be taken care of by applying
the general purpose criterion. They further expressed the view that nuclear
explosions for peaceful purposes were far from posing a unique problem in that

respect, noting that indeed, in the case of most disarmament measures, notably a

ban on chemical weapons, the purpose critorion had been generally accepted by the
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international comrunicy as the bagis for solving the preoblems posed by the potential
military applicati~ns or the relevant tccnnology or materizals., The question of
nuclear exyplosicns feor peacciul purposee was, as such, a peripheral matter

which shouli not e brought uu to side=track the "omnditsee from the central issuc

of achieving a nuclear toob ban whose primary aln war to curteil %he nuclear amms
race,

"Several delegations, innluding those »f two nuclear-~weapon States, considered
it essential that any future nuclecar test ban ghovid cover both nuclear-weapon
tests and nuclear cxplosions for peaceful purnoscs. They argued that this
position, whicr thcy hed always maintainced, was consistent with the provisions of
the 1963 Partial Test Ban Wreaby and was based on their conviction that no
distinection could be made betvreen a nuclear—wearon test explosion and a nuclear
explosion for peaceful purposces. It was, in their view, impossible in practice to
work out a regimc for conducting nuclear exvlosions for veaceful purposes that
would preclude acquisition of milivary benzfits. These delegations held that
this was an issue of genuinc concern in respect of the scope and verifiability
of a nuclear test ban treaty. Tt wouvld, in their view, be impossible to apply the
gencral purposc criferion to a miclear tost ban given their conviction that any
nuclear explosive device [or peaceful rurposes cculd also be employed as a weapon.

"The delegations of two nuclear-weapon States categorically rejected assertions
made by other delegations, Jhich were set ous in other sections of this paragraph,
explicit or implicit, regarding their naticnal pclicies on nuclear explosions for
peaceful purposes and regarding any obligations they had assumed regpecting
nuclear explosiong in international agrecments. Thesce delegetions pointed out that
there was no feasible way tc cnsure that military banefits would not be derived
from any nuclecar explcsion and that to be effcctive as an arms contrcl measurz:
any ban on nuclear Lesting rust include all nuclear explosions.  In their view,
all attempts at arguments to the contrary had not been persuasive., They regretted
the introduction of issues which in their view were inappropriate to the woric of
the Working Group.

"A pumber of delegations, including that of one nuclear-weapon State, were
of the view that a nuclear test ban treaty should prohibit all {est explosions of
nuclear weapons by all States in all environments and for all time. With a view
to facilitating a specdy conclusion of such a treaty they proposed to establish
a moratorium on nueclear explcsions for veaceful purposes until apwropriate
arrangerents for conducting them were worked ont. Those delegations shared the
view that the question of nuclcar cxplosions for peaceful purposes should not be
uged in order to divert attention from the urgent need to concludc a treaty on
the complete and general prohibition of nuclear-weavon tests. They noted that
while two nuclear-weapon States had previously agrecd te draw a clear distinction
between nuclear-weapon tests and nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes and to
provide for them different treatment under a treaby, at present they advocated a ban
on all nuclear explosions. Those declegations also considered that .the question of
nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes was a peripheral one in comparigson with
the aim of the complete prchibition of nuclear-weapon tests and could be resolved
in the context of negotiations after the conclusion of a treaty on the complete.
and general prohibition »f nuclear-veapon sests.

"11. There was elso an exchange of views concerning participation in a nuclear
test ban. It was generally rccognized that the participation of all nuclear—
weapon States was important to achieve an effeciive nuclear test ban treaty.
Several delegations considered it easeniial that all nuclear-weapon States become
Parties to it from the itset. Other delegatione, conscious of the need to reach
an early agreewent on a nuclear test ban treaty, held thet adherence by only the
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USSR, the United Kingdom and the “nitel States nongst e nuclear-wonyrn States
should be o sufficienl requirerent for ite eniry into Caroe, roraining two
nuclear-weapen States showdd then adhere to the troate o3 ibin oo s i 4 vapin]

of btinmce.

"12. Iursuant to itg progravme 9f york, the Qb i Working oo cond otbel arn
exaciination of the substance of all the itene coptain.d in L. e ranr, oot
to contribube to an srderly discuscicon and definiilion oF ‘o ias il th
Working Group's mandate, the Chairman subritted annobtatione ~n i
(JL/NTB/CRF.Q, 4 and Y).  Some aelegations commented oither o
form on the Chairman's annotations. Mhe resulte of the dor-ine
m each of the items of its vrograrme of worl ore liaste Voicu,

"13. Requirements and oloments of verificabionm

"With regard to requircments of verificawion, o nuwter -t ¢ lerations
meintained that a verification systerm of a nuclear tes!t ban shoul i Y nene
discriminatory and based on complete equality of rights and »bligatrene ot the
Parties to a treaty. This system should be ncpoliated in ooralbitaterar Corom and
should guarantee equal access bo all Stater,

"It was widely felt that requirements of a verificatvin cvobton of a nueleap
test ban treaty depend on the scope of vuch a treaty. 1t wos rointed oab in thie
connection by several delegatbions that any agreemen. with regars o requirements

of a verification system coula cnly be reached in a vider contuxt o n-tual
negotiations on a treaty. Other delegations, however, maintained that oven in
the absence of negotiations some common understanding could still Le found on
verification requirements.

"With regard o basic elements of o verification systewm of & nuclear test ban
it was generally recognized that such a system should be bLascd on o combination of
national and international measurcs and could include, intur aliz: (a) national
technical means; (b) international cxchange of seismic daba; 1o proceiures and
mechanisms for consultation and co-operation; (d) rmltilaberal oreon or oreane
of States Parties; (e) procedura for commlaints; (F) @n.oite iperesti b,

"14. Means of verificetion

"It was reaffirmed by 2 number.of delegatious including thet of on» nuclear—
weapon State that the means of verification presenily available wore sufficient
to provide reascnable assurance of compliance with o nuclear test ban treaty. 1n
this connection, they referred to the staterient made by 1 lnited Jabions
Secretary-General to the CUL on 29 February 137+ in vhich he, inter alia,
stated that all the technical and scientific acpeets of the problem had been so
fully explored that only a political decision was necessary in cid-r io achieve
final agreement. Other delogations, including those of bwu nuclear-weapon
States, however, reiterated their view that the guesticn of adequacy of means of
verificaticn could only be defined by each Stete individually on the basis of it
national requirements.

"A number of delegations recaffirmed their view thal bl Working Sroup conld
usefully consider the inastituticnal and alministrative sriangerents of a
verification system of 2 nuclear test ban. Other delesations, however, were of
the view that such arrangements should b2 looked into onlv in the context of
negotiations on a treaty.
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"(a) National Technical Means. It was widcly telt that national technical
means could play an important role in verifying complian ‘e with a nuclear fest
ban treaty. In this connevtion, a number of delegations stressed the need to
ensure that all Parties to = trcaty have on equal access to information obtained
through national technical means. Some delegations, however, maintained that thic
information could only be provided on a voluntery basis.

"(b) International exchange of seismic data. It was gencrelly recognized
that an intemational cxchange of scismic data constituted an cssential element
of a verification system of a nuclear test van. Tt was further recognized that
in setting up such an exchange the recormendations of the iAd Hoc Group of
Scientific Extperts to consider international co-operative mcasurcs to detect and
identify seismic events should be used as a basis. In accordance with those
recommendations, an international exchange of seismic data could consist of the
following main elcments: (i) a network of scismic stations; (ii) an
intemational exchange of seismic data over the Global Telecommunications System
of the WMO; (iii) international data centers,

"Several delegations held that to te effective an intemational system for
the exchange of seismic data should provide for the widest possible global coverage
and use advanced technology that could ensure detection and identification of
low~-magnitude scismic cvents. Some of them pointed out that the global coverage
of potential international seismic systems should be improved in arcas wherc
currently deficient, inter alia, in arcas of the Southern Hemisphere. Several
delegations maintained that such a system should be fully operational at the
time of a treaty's entry into force. Other delegations, however, werc of the
view that detailed arrangements for an international exchange of seismic data
could only be worked out when it was known which countries would become Partics
to a treaty, i.e. after the treaty entered into force. They also felt that for
the system to be accessible to all Parties it should be based on widely used
technology which all Parties could afford. In this connection, they argued that
the technology presently available was quite sufficient for the purposcs of
verifying compliance with a treaty. Those delegations further maintained that
there was a close 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 ont as if it were an cpen-ended exercise that could go on indefinitely
80 ag to take account of every scientific and technological advance. In their
view, technical questions should not be used to endlessly postponec treaty
negotiations. However, other delcgations emphasized that a common view did not
exist on g1l technical problems concerning verificaticn of a nuclear test ban and
that scientific and technological advances should be !-rt under review in order
to render the ecnvisaged data exchange system az cfficient end offective as
possible.

"Some delegations pointed to certain improvements that, in their view, should
be introduced to the present means of verification in order to cnsure better
effectiveness of a verification aystem. In this comnecticn, several delegations
maintained that, apart frem seismic monitoring network, means of verification
of a nuclear test ban should include a vimilar neiwork to monitor airborne
radioactivity. Other delegations, towover, gucetlensd the need of establishing
such a network.



"15. Procedures and Mcchanisms for Consultation and JCo~overation

It was generally recognized that procedures and mechanisms for consultation
and co-operation provide an important means for resolving issues of compliance among
Parties to a treaty. In this connecction, several delegations maintained that
consultations should first be held on a bilateral basis and that only if they failed
to resolve the issues involved Parties should then have recourse tc multilateral
procedures., One delegation suggested that, in its view, it would be desirable to
address a request for consultations first to a multilateral organ of Parties.

"6, Committee of Experts

The view was gcnerally shared that it would be desirable for a nuclear test ban
treaty to provide for a multilateral organ of States Parties to facilitate
consultations and co-operation among those States. It was further recognized that
such an organ could be supported by appropriate subsidiary bodies. A number of
delegations held that a multilateral organ should be assisted by a tochnical expert
group and a permanent sccretariat. Other delegations, however, questioned the neod
for setting up a cumbersome machinery financed by the States Parties. Various
suggestions were put forward with regard to the character and functicns of a
multilateral organ and its possible subsidiary bodies.

"17. Procedures for Complaints

It was generally recognized that a nuclear test ban treaty should contain
procedures for complaints. In this connection, a number of delegations expressed
the view that the possibility of bringing comvlaints to the Security Council would
provide an additional guarantce of compliance with a treaty. Some delegations
suggested that complaints could also be brought to a multilateral organ of
States Parties.

"18, On-site inspection

It wag widely felt that a system of verification of a nuclear test han treaty
should include a provision for on-site inspection. A number of delegations expressed
the firm view that on-site inspections should be carried out by challenge or on a
voluntary basis. Some delegations held that it was of crucial importance that a
request for an on-site inspection would not meet with a refusal on the part of a
State Party in whose territory it should be conducted. Several suggestions were
made with regard to procedures of on-gite inspections, and rights and funccions
of inspecting personnel.

"IV. CONCLUSIONS AND HECOMMENDATIONS

"19. Pursuant to its programme of work, the Ad Hoc Working Croup held a
structured discussion to define issues rélating to verification and compliance
with a view to making further progress ftoward a nuclear test ban. A large number
of delegations considered that the Ad Hoc Working Group had fulfilled its mandate
by discussing and defining all the issues relating to verification and compliance
¢f a nuclear test ban during its 1982 and 1983 gessions, and held that the mandate
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of the Working Group should be changed in order to enable it to proceed without
further delay to negotiations on a nuclear test ban treaty. Some delegations,
however, maintained that the subject was not exhausted and that during the
discussions a number of views were expressed which required further examination.

"In the absence of consensus, the Ad Hoc Working Group recalled the decision
of the Committee on Disarmament that 'the mandate of the Ad Hoc Woirking Group on
a Nuclear Test Ban may thereafter be revised as decided by the Committee which
will consider this question with appropriate urgency' (CD/358). 1In this
connection, a large number of delegations requesied that this matter should be
taken up by the Committee on Disarmament at the beginning of its 1984 session."
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B. Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament;
prevention of nuclear war, including all related matters

33. The item on the agenda entitled "Cessation of the nuclear arms race and

nuclear ¢isarmament; prevention\of naclear war, including all related matters",
was conpgidered by the Committee, in accordance with its programme of work.
during the periods from 1 February to 31 March, 25 to 29 April and 27 June to

8 July. 1883.

34.. The following documents were submitted to the Committee in connection with
the item during the 1983 session:

(a) Document CD/340, dated 7 February 1983, submitted by the delegation
of the Union:of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Replies of Y.V. ‘Andropov;
General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the
Soviet, Union, to. Questions from a Pravda Correspondent™;

(p) Document CD/341, dated 4 February 1983, entitled "Working Paper of the
Group of 21 on the Prevention of Nuclear War'"

(c) Document CD/344, dated 10 February 1983, submitted by the delegation
of the German Democratic Republic on behalf of a group of socialist States,
entitled "Prohibition of the Nuclear Neutron Weapon";

(d) Document CD/345, dated 14 February 1983, submitted by the Group eof
Socialist Countries,. entjtled "Ensuring the Safe Development of Nuclear Energy";

(e) Document CD/347, dated 18 February 1983, .submitted by the delegation
of France,.entitled "Extracts from the Statement by Mr. Francois Mitterrand,
President of the French Republic, before the Bundestag an. 20 January 1983";

(f) Dogument CD/351, dated 2 March 1983, submitted by the delegation of
the German Democratic Republic, entitled "Reply by the Government of the
German Democratic Republic to a Recent. Swedish Initiative on the Establishment
in Europe of a Zone Free of Battlefield Nuclear Weapona";

(g) Document CD/352, dated 7 March 1983, submitted by the delegation of
the Federal Republic of Germany, entitled "Letter dated 16 February 1983 by the
Chancellor of the Federal Republic of Germany, Helmyt Kehl, to the
General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Socialist Unity Party of
Germany and Chairman of the Council of State of the German Democratic ‘Republic,
Ericn Honecker, concerning the establishment of a Nuclear-Weapon Free Zone in
Central Europe';
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(h)  Doruminl. €D/355, dated 21 March 1983, submitted by a group of
soclalist States, -ntitled "Prevention of Nuclear War';

(1) Document CD/357, dated 28 March 1983, submitted by thié delegation of
the Federal Republic of Germany, entitled "Prevention of Nuclear War, Including
All Related Mattera";

(J) Document CD/380, dated 25 April 1983, submitted by the delegation of
Belgium, entitled "The Prevention of Nuclear War: ' Confidence Building Measures";
(k) Document CD/385, dated 23 June 1983, submitted: by the delegation of
the Union of Soviet Sccialist Republics, entitled "Decision of the Supreme Soviet
of the USSR on the Intecrhational Situation and the Foreign Policy of the

Soviet Union";

(1) Document CD/386, dated 30 June 1983, submitted by the delegation of
the Union of Soviét.Becialist Republics, entitled "“Joint statemsnt adopted at
the meeting of Party and State leaders of the People's Republic of Bulgaria,
the Czechoslovak Socilalist Republic, the German Demoeratic Republic, the
Hungarian People's Republic, the Polish People's Republic, the
Socialist Republic of Romania and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics; held
in Moscow on 28 June 1983%;

{m) . Document CD/394, dated 18 July 1983, submitted by the delagation of
France, entitied "fresze on nuclear weapons";

{n) . Document CD/406, dated 4 August 1983, submitted by the delegation ef
the German Democratic. Republic, antitled "Wérking Papar containing a list of
itess which could be dealt with in the course of informal meetings of the
Committee on Dizarmament on the preventicn of nuclear Maph;

(e} Document CD/409, dsted 8 August 1983, submitted by the delegation of
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Answers of the Minister for
Defence of the USSR, Marshall D.F. Ustinov to Questiocns of a ‘Tass Correspondent®;
and

(p} Document CD/411, dated 11 August 1983, submitied by the delegations
of Australia; - Belgium; Germany, Federal Republic of: ‘Italy; dJapan; and
Netherlands, entitled "Prevention of nuclear war, including all related mattera".

-2 3-



32. The Committee also had before it document CD/398 of 20 July 1983, entitled
"Prevention of Nuclear War, Including All Related Matters". This compilation
was prepared by the Secretariat at the request of the Committee (CD/PV.226).

36. In accordance with the decision taken at its 213th plenary meeting, the
Committee held an informal meeting on 25 April to consider, inter alia, the
question of the establishment of ad hoc working groups,.on the cessation of the
naclear arms race and nuclear disarmament.

37. The proposals before the Committee for consideration were contained in
documents CP/4 submitted by a group of socialist countries and entitled,
"Negotiations on endipng the production of all types of nuclear weapons and
gradually reducing their stockpiles until they have been completely -destroyed”,
CD/64 tabled by the Groyp of 21 and entitled,, "Statement of the Group ef 21 on
the Egtablishment of Working Groups on Items on the Annual Agenda of the
Compitiee on Disarmament. in 1980"., CD/116 tabled by the Group of 21 and entitled,
“Working Paper on the Ceasation of the Nuclear Arms Race and Nuclear Disarmament",
CD/180 .tabled by. the Group of 21 and entitled, "Cessation of the nuclear arms
race and nuclear disarmament"”, CD/213, tabled by China and entitled, "Some
Viewpoints on. the. Cessation of the Nuclear Arms Race and Nuclear Disarmament®,
CD/219 submitted .by a group of socialist countries and entitled, "Statement on
the need. for the urgent establishment in the Committee on Disarmament of an

Ad Hoc Hoqung Group on the Prohibition, Stockpiling, Deployment and Use of
Nuclear Neutron Weapons", Cb/259, tabled by.the German Democratic Republic and
entitled, "Draft mandates for ad hoc working.groups on a nuclear test ban, and
the cessation of the nuclear arms race and ruclear disarmament", and CD/344
submitted by the German Democratic Repuhlic onchehalf of a group of socialist
States and entitled, "Prohibition .of the nuclear neutron weapon". Two groups

of States and some other States proposed to establish an ad hoc working group

to carry..out negotiations on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmament. Some delegations also proposed to create an ad hoc working group
on the nuclear neutron weapon. Other delegations considered it inappropriate to
form working groups as propcsed and dontinued to hold the view that it was
preferable to have substantive discussions on the cessation of the nuclear arms
race and nuclear disarmament in informal meetings of the Committee. No consensus

was reached during the 1983 session.
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38. A number of delegations addressed various issues concerning the eessation of
the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament at plenary meetings of the
Committee.

39. The members of the Group of 21 reaffirmed their conviction of the paramount
need for urgent multilateral negotiations on the cessation of the nuclear arms
race and nuclear disarmament through the adoption of concrete measures. In the
opinion of the Group of 21, multilateral negotiations on nuclear disarmament have
been long overdue and the fundamental prerequisite for their success was the
political will of States, in particular of the nuclear-weapon States, io initiate
such negotiations. The Group of 21 further stressed that the nuclear arms race,
far. from contributing to the strengthening of the security of all States, on the
contrary, weakens it, and increases the danger of the outbreak of a nuclear war.
In addition, the nuclear arms race thwartea efforts towards a greater relaxation
of international tensions. On the other hand progress in the sphere of nuclear
disarmament would help ensure international peace and security and improve the
international climate, which would in turn facilitate further progress. The
Group of~21 reiterated its belief that all nations, whether or not they possesased
nuclear weapbns, had a vital interest in nuclear disarmament measures because the
existence ‘of nuclear weapons in the arsenals of a handful of powers directly and
fundamentally thiéatériéd the security of the entire world. The Group of 21
categorically rejected as politically and morally unjustifiasble that the

security of the whole world should be held hostage to the security requirements
of nuclear-weapon States and their allies, as perceived by them. The
obligation to undertske urgent negotiations for cessatiocn of the nucleaé arns
race and for nuclear disarmament flowed from the very nature of these weapons

and was not contingent upbn any other factors like international stability

and security or rules of international behavieur. While acknowledging the
usefulness of negotiations among nuclear-weapon States, the Group of 21 noted
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that: they were unable so far to stop the quantitative accumukation and
qualitative refinement of nuclear weapons and that while the .nuclear weapons-
race had proeeeded at a' sontinuous, relentless .and accelerated pace,
negatiations to limit.and reduce such weapons .had been discontinuous, halting
and sometimes even suspended in response to the vagaries of the state of
relations existing .amont the nuclear-weapon:States. It was also stated

that in any event the bilateral negotiations, because of their limited scope
and the number of parties involved, can never replace or nullify the
genuinely multilateral search for concrete disarmament measures. -..The
Group.of 21 .stressed its firm belief that the Commitiee on .Disarmament, whose
members. ingluded all the nuclear-weapon States as welli.as non-nuoleaF weapon
$tates, should continue and intensify its search for a-common approéch shich
would.enable it to fulfil the tasks in the sphere of nvolear disarmament,
#hich had been entrusted to it by the United Nations .General: Assembly. Por .
akk the above reasons, and with.a view to the implementation. of :the
resolutjons adopted in-that connection by -the General -Assembly, the

Graup .of 21 reiterated:the proposal it had made in document CD/180- regarding
the .sgtting up of an ad hoc working group-with the mandate to elaborate on
paragraph.-50:-of the-Final Document-and to identify .substantive. isiues. for .
multilateral negotiations, as suggested in document CD/116:.

40. A group of Socialist countries reiterated their: proposal for hegotiations
on ending the production of ail types of nuclear weapons -and gradually
reducing their ‘stockpiles until they have been completely destroyed. " : They
pointed out that such negotiations should-be conducted with the participation
of all nuclear-weapcn States as well as of a certain number of ﬁbngﬁﬂclqar
weapon States in accordance with paragraph 28 of the Final Documetit. The
degree of participation of. individual nuclear-weapon States in measures at
each stage should be determined taking into account thé duantitative and- - -
qualitative importance of. the existing arsenals of the .nuclear-wespon:-Statés
and of other States. concerned. ‘The existing balance in the field of nuclear
strength, in their view, should remain undisturbed at all stages, with the-
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levels. of .nuclear strength being constantly reduced. These States advocated
elaboration, adoption and stage-by-stage implementation of a nuclear
digarmament programme. In this connection these States were in favour of the
proposal put forward by the nuclear-weapon State belonging to this group that
all nuclear-weapon powers should simultanecusly freeze, both quantitatively
and qualitatively, all nuclear weapons at their disposal. Such a freeze
could, as they stressed, enter into effect initially with reapect to the USSR
and the United States on a given date subject to agreement, o~ the
underatanding that the other nuclear-weapon powers would act in a similar
manner. This, in their view, would create a more favourable situation for
the. achievement of mutually acceptable arrangements at the current Soviet -
United States talks on the limitation and reduction of strategic weapons and
on the limitation of nuclear weapons in Europe, in accordance with the
principle of equality and equal security. Those delegations underliné&:the
importance of these negotiations for the cessation of the nuclear aiﬁs4raee
and nuclear disarmament and expressed their deep concern over the lack of
progreas in them. These States advocated an approach according to which
effortas leading to nuclear disarmament should be exerted in several areas
simultaneously. Thus they argued in favour ¢f holding multilateral
negotiations on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament
in addition to the mentioned bilateral talks and to this end they came forward
for the establishment of an ad hoc working group. This group of delegations
reitarated their prcposal for the Committee to undertake negotiations on a
conventicn banning the nuclear neutron weapons and for the establishment of

an ad. hoc working group to this effect.

41. A number of other delegations, including those f three nuclear-weapon
States, maintained that the bilateral talks between the Unitaed States of
America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on strategic arms reduction
and intermediate range nuclear forces offered at present the best framework for
achieving progress in the field of nuclear arms contrel and disarmament.
Accordingly, they were of the view that the Committee should continue to
address questions relating to nuclear disarmament in its plenary and informal
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meetings, and not embark on negotiations in an ad hoc working group. They
further neld that nuclear disarmament should not be consideréd “independéntly
from conventional arms control and disarmament measures and snouid be puisued
in such a way that international staocility and security be enharnced. In their
view, nuclear arms control and disarmament agréements therefore must necessarily
be based on certain fundaméntal principleé of international behaviouf;
particularly those enshrined in the United Nations Charter. with regard to
the proposal for a nuclear weapons freezé, those delegations supported the view
that a freeze, although apparently attractive, would deimact frdm efforts already
under way to reduce the nuclear arsenal and wouid perpetuate ana accentuate
dangerous asymmetries in the strategic balancé. 1In their view,” a fieeze would
not offer a round basis for either major arms reductiénd oF a hore stible
balance in the strategic equation and involved major problema of verification:-
42. One nuclear-weapon State belonging to this group ofbdeleghtibns‘hbla“thﬁt
its nuclear potential was limited to the minimum level strictly necessary to
guarantee its security and independence. It further stated that when the
arsenals of two nuclear-weapon States were reduced to verified levels in suck

a way that it could be considered that the gap bétween potentials had changed
in kind, and if significant progress had been made in the real reduction of
conventional'imbalancea and towards tne elimination of the chemical wespdns
threat, it would then be ready to join in efforts aimed at thé' limitation and
reduction of nuclear arsenals.

43. Another nuclear-weapon State reaffirmed its stand in favour of" the' complete
pronibition and votal destruction of nuclesr weapons. In this connéctlon, it
reiterated its view that it was of particular importahce for thé States with
the largest nuclear arsenals to immediately halt their nucléar arms race and
adopt effective nuclear disarmament measures. It further reiterated its
statement made at the second special sessicn of the United Nations

Gencral Assembly devoted to disarmament to the effect that if thé two States
with the largest nuclear arsenals took the Ieaq~iﬁ“hditing the testing,
improvement and production of nuclear weapons and reducing by 50 per cent all
types of their nuclear weapons and means of delivery, that nuclear=-weapon State
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would be prepared to assume obligations through negotiations with all other
nuclear-weapon. States to atop  the testing, improvement and production of
nuclear weapans and to reduce them according to a rational ratio until their
tota] destruction. It also held that, notwithstanding the on-going bilateral
negotiavions between the USSR and the United States, the Committee on
Disarmament, as the sole international body charged with multilateral
disarmament neaotiationa, should play its role in dealing with the urgent
question of promoting nuclear disarmament and theretore it aupported the
astablishment of an ad g working group on this subject.

44. A number of delegations, while acknowledging that the States that possesa
the most important nuclear arsenals bear a special reaponaibii;;y, conaidered
that the effective cessatiopn of the nﬁqlear arms race meant that all Statas
now posssssing nuclear weapons should be williné to hait the further testing
and development of their nuclear arsenals.

45, . Other delegations considered that nesotiations for a halt in ieat;ng of
nuclear explosives shipuld be considered within the over-all framework of the
nuclear arms reduction efforts currently under way. One nuclear-weapon State
recalled its position according to which, in conformity with paragraph 51 of
the Final Document, the cessgation of nuclear-weapon testa should be placed
within the framework of an effective process of nuclear disarmament. Other
delagations did not agree with such an interpretation of paragraph 51 of the
Final Dooument of the first special seasion of the General Assembly devoted
to disarmament, 1In this connection the Group of Socialist countries
reaffimed 1ts position that a treaty on the cbmolete and general prohibition
of nuclear-weapon teats is a matter of the highest priority and should be
agreed upon as quickly as possible.

46, Some . States held the view that the ceasation of nuclear-weapon testing
by all States would be in the interest of mankind. It would make a
siguificant contribution to the aim of ending the quaiitative improvement of
nuclear weapong ang the development Qf"new types of such weapons and of
preveating the proliferation of nuclear weapons. Therefore, all efforts
ahould be made to conclude, as an important priority measure, a multilateral
nuclear test ban treaty at the'earliest possible date.



47. In this connection, it was pointed out that the halting of nuclear-weapon
testing had long been considered by the international commnity as a matter of
the highest priority. It was further stated that to place the problem in the
context of a halt in the testing of "nuclear explosives" was an attempt to divert
attention from the central issue of achieving the cessation of nuclear-weapon
tests by all States for all times and to hinder access by developing countries
to the full range of technological advances for economic and social development,
Other delegations pointed out that the issue of a nuclear test ban had been
explored under agenda item 1.

48, A number of delegations held that nuclear weapons, being weapons of mass
destruction, should not be used as substitutes for conventional weapons and that,
therefore, the adoption of measures for the cessation of the nuclear arms race
and nuclear disarmament should not be dependent on progress in the field of
conventionel disarmament. While these delegations recognized that the
international situation obviously had an impact on disarmament negotiations,
they pointed out that the continuation of the arms race ran counter to efforts
to ease tensions and promote international co-operation. On the other hand,
progress in disarmament, particularly nuclear disarmament, would contribute
significantly to improvement of the intermational situation and strengthening
of international peace and security.

'49. A view was expressed concerning the need to start negotiations in order

to lower the number of tactical nuclear wespons, with the aim of their ultimate
abolition. In this connection, several delegations commented on the

proposal for the establishment in Europe of a zone free of battlefield nuclear
weapons. Some delegations, while sharing the concern over the high
concentration of nuclear weapons in Europe, aftached special importance to
creating such a zone on both sides of the dividing line between NATO and

Warsaw Treaty Organization. Those States emphasized that every possible effort
mset be made to reduce and, indeed, completely eliminate nuclear weapons in
Burope. In their view, the proposal on the establishment in Europe of a zone
free of battlefield weapons offered an opportunity to move closer to this
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goal and to scale down military confrontation in Burope substantially. The
proposal also conformed to their belief that the establishment of nuclear-
weapon free zones in various parts of Burope may lessen the danger of nuclear
war.and give fresh impetus to détente and mitually beneficial co-operation.,

The delegation of one country belonging to this group of States stated the
readiness of its government to make its entire torritory available when such a
zZone was established, provided the principle of equality and equal security was
observed. The delegation of one nuclear-weapon State also expressed its
positive attitude to this proposal. Several other delegations noted that their
main criterion for all arms control end disarmament proposals, including

the creation of nuclear-weapon free zones, was the contribution such proposals
could make towards the prevention of any war, including .a conflict with
conventional weapaqns in Burope, and noted that the initiative did not meet this
requirement. They further noted that the determining factor for a territory
to be under nuclear threat is not whether nuclear weapons are stationed thers
but whether nuclear weapons are aimed at it. Negotiations that merely result
in moving the nuclear arsenals in Europe farther gpart would therefore not
enhance stability but would only create an illusion of greater sgcurity. Thay
would detract from the ongoing negotiations on the reduction of nucleazr weapons,
thereby making it more difficult to reach prompt results,

50. The importance of nuclear-weapon-free zones in different parts of the worla,
including in'Ihrope,.was also underlined in this context; initiatives of.
different States were mentioned.

51.. The nuclear-weapon States engaged in bilateral nuclear arms negotiations
were reminded of the request conteined in General Assembly resolution 37/78&,

to transmit to the Secretary-General-of the United Nations, not later than

1 September 1983, a joint report or two separate reports on the stage

reached in their negotiations. In this connection, .a view was expressed

that a joint report or two separate reports should also be submitted to the
Committee on Disarmament.
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52. A number of delegations deplored that, although the Committee on Disarmgment
was the single multilateral negotiating body in the field of disarmament and
nuclear weapons were a subject of the highest priority, it was not possible to
establish a working group to initiate multilateral negotiations because of the
opposition of certain nuclear-weapon States and their allies which based their
security policy on the possibility of the use of nuclear weapons. In the view
of these delegations, exchanges of views in plenary or informal meetings of the
Committee could not, as past experience in the Committee demonstrated, promote
the search for a common approach that would enable the Committee to fulfil its
negotiating role. Other delegations maintained the view that informal
meetings would be the most appropriate vehicle to determine such a common
approach, In this context, these delegations also called attention to the
description of their approach to arms control and disarmament as contained in
paragraph 40 above, A large number of delegations stated in this regard that
the perreptions of security and the approach to "arms control" and disarmament
of some States could not be used as an excuse for opposing the establishment
of an ad hoc Working Group on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and
nuclear disarmament.

53. With regard to "prevention of nuclear war, inciuding all related matters",
substantive matters were discussed during plenary meetings of the Committee,

In working papers CD/341 and CD/355 the necessity of urgent negotiations of
appropriate and practical measures for the prevention of nuclear war was
emphasized, In this connection, the Group of 21 proposed the establishment
of an Ad Hoc Working Group on the prevention of nuclear war. This proposal
was supported by the Group of Socialist States. It was also supported by
another nuclear-weapon State. Cther delegations stated that in their view

it would be premature to consider establishing a working group and suggested
that the Committee hold a structured discussion on the subject in a series of
informal meetings. Some of these delegations suggested in document CD/411
that these informal meetings identify possible practical and appropriate
negotiable measures in this field. - W.th reférence to this suggestion many
member States considered that those informal meetings would serve no purpose
and that they could not, under any circumstances, be a substitute for the

congideration of the question in a working group.
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54+ The Group of 21 reaffirmed the view that the greatest peril facing the
world today was the threat of destruction from a nuclear war vhich would have
devastating results on belligerents and non-belligerents alike. Members of
the Group reiterated the message made by the VIIth Conference of Heads of State
or Government in New Delhi in March 1983 which, inter alia, expressed a

demand for "an immédiate halt to the drift towards nuclear conflict which
threatens not only the well-being of humanity in our times but of future
generations as well", Members of the Group also stressed that they could not
accept that the security of their countries and the survival of mankind shoulad
be in continual and increasing Jeopardy as a result of the actions of a handful
of nuclear-weapon States. In their view, since a nuclear war would have
catastrophic consequences for the whole of mankind, all nations had a vital
interest in urgent negotiation of appropriate and practical measures for

the prevention of nuclear war. For that reason, the Group of 21 called

for the initiation of multilateral negotiations in the Committee on
Disarmament end, to that end, proposed the establishment of an Ad Hoc

Working Group.

55. A group of socialist countries also stressed the importance and urgency
of concrete steps for the prevention of muclear war. They denounced

certain strategic concepts or doctrines that were based on the assumption

that it was possible to attain victory in a nuclear war. They pointed out
that such doctrines also advocated the first use of nuclear weapons, In

this respect they stressed the importance of the unilateral obligation of

the nuclear-weapor State belonging to this group never to be the first to

use nuclear wespons and expressed hope that other nuclear-weapon States

which have not yet assumed such an obligation would. eventuslly reconsider
their positions. They also expressed concern on plans to deploy new
medium-range missiles in Western Europe. These delegations called for the
establishment of an A4 Hoc Working Group with & view to conducting
negotiations for the elaboration of concrete steps for the prevention of

miclear war,

-33-



56.  They believed that, in the first instance, it would be necessary to elaborate
such practical measures as"had already found bibad international’ aupport ‘and: for
whoae 1mplementatlon the polifical will ‘of the' corresponding Statds was- required
above all. In their view, thé following were amongst'‘Buch prioritis nelsures: the
renunciation by all nuclear-weapon States of the first use -of nuclear weapons; a
freege by all naeiear-weapép States 6n the ‘production and-deployment: of nuclesr
weapons and their means of éelivéry 88 well as on the production Jf fissionable
‘material, for the purpose of manufacturing various types of nuclear weagporig, aB &
first step to the reduction, and eventually, the elimfnation of their nuclear
arsendls, and the declaration by all nuclear-weapon Stités of a moratorium on all
nuclear explosions until such time as a treaty on the complete and general
prohibiﬁibh’or‘nuclear-weapon teats is concluded.,

57.' Another important step in their view, would be the coneclusion of a world
treatﬁ:én the non-usé of force in international relations. They. put forward a
groposal to conclude betweei States members of the 'two major militdryspolitical
alliances a tréaty on the mutual renuhciation of thé-use of ‘military foree.and the
maintenance of peaceful relations, whiéh would contain as .its core the mutusl
commitmenit not to' be the first to use miclear or conventional -arms .against one
another, and thus not to be the first to use against one another military foree in
‘general.” They also supported the proposal:for the conclusion of a convention on the
prohibition of the use-of nuclear weapons:and expressed their readiness: to-discuss
other multilateral steps aimed at the prevention of nuclear war, such as prevention
of accidental or unauthorized use of nuclear weapons and avoidance of surprise
attacks. In:tﬁeir"opinioﬂ;“measuresiof a bilateral nature should be considered in
relevant néiotiations among interested States.

58. A number’ of dolegations, iftluding thrée nuclear weapon States,: while: sharing
fully the concerns of other delegations about the need to pravent the dangeyr. of .
nuclear war, emphasized that the matter had to be considered in the broader context
of the prevention of all wars. In this regard, they underscored the supreme
importance of compliance by all States with their obligations under the Charter
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of the United Nations, especially the prohibition of use or threat of force under
its Artvicle 2. These delegations also emphasized as well the great importance 6'_
estabiishing and maintaining military balance and strategic stability and the A
significance that disarmament negotiations leading to deep reductions in nuclear
arsenals had in this context. The same delagations recalled their view that s
nuclear freeze and a non-first-use commitment limited to nuclear weapons would fail
to prevent armed conflicets effectively. At the same time they reaffirmed the
position of their States that none of their weapons, nuciear or conventional, will
ever be used except in response to armed attack. These delegations stressed that
nutlear arsenals had a single function, the prevention of war and preservation of
peace and security through the strategy of deterrence. The. elements of deterrence
and defence together with arms control and. disarmament are integral to the
maintefmnce of peacé and security.

59. The necessity for all States to conduct a policy of restraint to settle
peacefully -their: disputes and to make full use of regional security arrangaments,
as well as £ wide array of other practical measures, was emphasizedlin

document CD/357. The significance of confidence building measures which wohld
improve ‘the intermational political climate and thereby diminish the danger of war,
including nuclear war; the utility of measures against surprise attacks.and
measures to reduce the risk of accidental use of nuclear weapons; and other specific
and concrete measures were also reflected in document CD/357 and.fUrther elaborated
in document CD/380; |

60. ' These delegations proposed that the Committee should hold a structured énd
comprehensive debate on the subject, at informal meetings, taking into account

all the proposals and ideas that .had been advanced, with a view to identifying
appropriate and practical measures for. the prevention of nuclear war in all its
aspects.
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61. The Group of 21 pointed out that their experience of such debates at informal
nmeetings wds‘diacouraging; The Committee had held such informal meetings oh
cessation of the nuclear arms Pace and nuclear disarmament in 1981 without any
results. In spite of that, the Group of 21 expressed its willingness to accept

a series of informal méetings of the Committee’ provided these were to lead to the
initiation of the negotiating process through the accepted mechanism of & workihg
group to conclude an agreement on appropriate practical and effective measures for
the prevention of nuclear war. This view was shared by a Group of Socialist
countries and in document CD/406 a list of itéms was submitted to facilitate the
consiaeration andﬁnegotiation of practical measures for the prevention of nuclear
war., Aﬁother group of States did not accept that the outcome of informal meetings
on the question of the prevention of nuclear war could be prejudged but réfterated
their willingness, exbreésed inter alia in CD/411,”t6 hold such informal
consultations at an early date.

62. Several other delegations observed that there was a contradiction betwsen
expression of concern about thé.danger of nueclear waé, on the one hand, and mixing
up the urgent task of the prévention of nuclear war with a host of general issuds,
on the cther. Moreover, the attempt to bring in brodder and long term issués
relating to the prevention of all wars in the cons¥deration of the gquestion of
prevention of nuclear war amounted to disregarding the priority that the

General Assembly has unanimously attached to the question of prevention of nuclear
war. These delegations further stressed that the situation’calléed for measures
for preventing thé waging of nuclear war rather than ohly avoiding the risk of
accidental use of nuclear weapons.

63, Some delegati&ns, among them the authors of the working papérs mentioned in
paragraph 59, rejected these allegations and pointed to the necessary inter-
relationship between nucleai and conventional conflict, especizally in view of the
risk that any conventionar war, including in regions of the Third World, might
degenerate into a nuclear exchange. Their approach did in no way purport to
deflect from the dangers of nuclear war nor to deny its specificity, but was
designed to work for the prevention of nuclear war from a realistic and
comprehensive perspective. If one looked at the possible causes of war, it became
evident that the separation of various forms of conflict, as they might ultimately
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evolve, was difficult on logical as well .as practical srounds. In their view, it
was for this reason that the Committee had decided to formulate the agerida item as
it was. These delegations also pointed out that Article 2 of the United Natious
Charter, In their view, gbohibited the threat or use of force in all its forms.

64. The Group of 21 rejected this interpretation of item 2 of the agenda and
maintained that this particular item especially pertained to nuclear q1sarmament
and prevention of nuclear war. They recalled that they had always insisted on
inecluvuion of prevention of nuclear war as a separate item on the agenda. This view
was shared by the Group of Socialist countries.

65. A number of delegations stated that the placing of the consideration of the
prevention of nuclear war in the ‘context of the prevention of all wars was an
atienpt 8y some nuclear-weapon States .and their allies, which relied on the
possible use of nuciear weapons as a pillar of their.security policy, to blur the
fundamental difference between nuclear and conventional war inherent in the unique
destructive power of nuclear weapons. Those delegations also referred to the recent
repbit'lseued by ‘the World Health Organization, entitled "Effects of nuclear war on
health and health services", which abundantly iliustrated the devastating
consequences of the use of nuclear weapons. Those delegations underiined the
statement contained in that report that "the introduction of. nuclear weapons has
added totally new dimensions to warfare”. In their opinion, in view of the fact that
nuclear weapons were weapons of mass destruction, Article 51 of the Charter of the
United Nations enild not, under any circumstances, be invoked to justify the use of
nuclear wedpons ‘in the exercise of the right of self-defence against conventional
armed attack since nuclear war would threaten the very survival of manwind.

66. Other delegations maintained that no provision of the United Nations Charter
limits the right of States to make use of the mesns they deem the most appropriate,
subject to existing international agreements, in exereise of their inherent right
of individual or collective self-defence as recognized in Article 51,
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67. 1In this connection the Group of Socialist Countries recalled that in the
Political Declaration of the Warsaw Treaty Member States which was adopted in
Prague on 5 January 1983, it was stated that "any calculations on winning a
nuclear war after unleashing it are senseless" and that "such a war would
inevitably lead to the annihilation of whole ‘Peoples, colessal destruction and
disastirous consequences for civilization and all life on Farth".,. It was
further underlined that the military policy of States, in particular of the
nuclear weapon States "should be based exclusively on defence purposes and that
it should take into account the legitimate security interests of all States:

It must not hamper the conclusion of agreements which would lead to an effective
reduction of armed forces and armaments in strict compliance with the principle
of equality and undiminished security.".

68, One nmuclear-weapon State maintained that in order to reduce and eliminate
the danger of nucleer war it was required not only to take measures to ha't the
huclear arms race and proceed to nuclear disarmament but also for all States

to adhere strictly to the fundamental ‘principles of the United Nations Chartexr
and to refrain from the threat or use of force against the sovereignty,
territorial integrity or political independence of other States. In its view,
the two States possessing the largest nuclear arsenals should take the lead i%
achieving a substantial reduction in their arsenals. It endorsed the view that.
the use of nuclear weapons should be- prohibited vending nuclear disarmament and
reiterated its'position that it would, at no time and under mo circumstances,

be the first to use nuclear weapons and that it unconditionally undertook not

to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against non-nucleanr-weapon :States.

It a¥so held that to ensure the ‘Prevention of nuciear war, appropriate conventional
disarmament measures should be considered along with efforts to achieve nuclear
disarmament.

69. One member State recalled that since April 1982, in: the opinion it transmitted
to the Secretary-General following the request made by the Genersl Assewmbly in
resolution 36/81 B, and which was reproduced in document CD/282, it stressed that
the best way to prevent a nuclear war would be the adoption of effective
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measures as those desciibed in paragraphs 47 and 50 of the Final Document. The
Representative of this State, in the intervention he devoted entirely to this
item at the 234th plenary meeting, held on 16 August, described five concrete
measures to illustrate the nature of those which, in his opinion, deserve to

be qualified as "appropriate and practical measures" for the objective sought in
accordance with the recommendation of the General Assembly. The first four
measures have been examined for some time by the General Assembly, the Committee
on Disarmament, or both. The fifth and last measure, on the other hand, is
entively new since it would consist of the foliowing: (a) merging into a
single forum the two series of bilateral negotiations which the

United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics have been
conducting in Geneva for some time; (b) broadening the scope of such
negotiations, so that they would include not only strategic weapons and the
so-called intermediate or medium-range nuclear weapons, but also tactical nuclear
weapons, of which several thousands are deployed in advanced positions in
Europe; (.c) enlarging also the number of participants in such negotiations,

by including in them a Personsl Representative of the Secretary—General of

the United Nations, who would perform a dual function: on the one hand, he would
be therm to safeguard the legitimate interests of the non-nuclear-weapon States
which dv not beiong to any of the two major military alliances; on the other
hand, he would,vhenever it may seem advisable, help the two powerful parties

out of the impasses which frequently block their conversations. Many

Member States shared the opinions expressed above.

70. The delegation of the United States was of the opinion that the matters
veferred to above were within its competence. It expressed its understanding
of the views and concerns expressed above and reaffirmed the import.nce it
attachee to the prevention of nuclear war and to the achievement of substantial
reductions in strategic and intermediate range muclear farces to lower and

more stable levels.
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Tl. The delegation of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics shared the
concerns stated above regarding an ever growing spiral of the mmelear arms race.
It reaffirmed the readiness of the Soviet Union to reach an agreement which
would leave no nuclear weapons-- either medium~range or tactical ones -

in Wurope, as well as to freeze all the components of nuclear, including
strategrc, arsenals of the Soviet Union and the United States as a first step
to their drastic reduction and eventual elimination.

72. Other delegations recalled that the General Assembly, in its

resolution 37/78A of 9 December 1982, requested "the two negotiatir s parties
to bear constantly in mind that not only their national interests but also the
vital interests of all t*e peoples ~f the world are at stake in this question".
73. The Committee considered the propoeals for the estabiishment of an

ad hoc working group in £D/341 « 4 CD/355, but there was no consensus on them.

C. Effective internationa’ arrancements to assure
Jon-nuclear weapon States acainst the us2_ or
threat of use of nuclear weapons

7T4. The item on the agenda entitled "Effective international arrangements to

assure non-nucledr 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 4 to 8 April and from 11 to 15 July 1983.

75. The new documents presented to the Committee during its 1983 session uander
the ageénda item are included in the rsport submitted by the Ad Hoc Vorking
Group.

76. At its 236th plenary meeting on 23 August 1983, the Committee adopted the
report of the Ad Hoc Working Group re-established by the Committee under the
esonde item at its 207th plenary meeting (see paragraph 10 above)., That
report (CD/417) is an integral part of this report and reads as follows:
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"I. Introduction
"l. At its 207th plenary meeting, on 29 March 1983, the Commit“ee c» Disarmament
adopted the following decision, relating to item > on its agenda,. contained in
document CD/358, which, inter alia, reads:

'The Committse decides to re-establish for the duration of its 1983
session the Ad Hoc Working Sroupson a Nuclear Test Ban, Effective International
Arrangements to Assure Non~Nuclear-Weapon States Against the Use or Threat of
Use of Nuclear Weapons, Chemical Weapons and Radiological Weapons ...

'It i3 understood that the ad hoc working groups may start their work on
the basis of their former mandates. The mandate of the Ad Hoc Working Group
on a Nucléar Test Ban may thereafter be revised as decidéd by the Commjittee
wilch will considér this question with -appropriate urgency.

'The ad hoec working groups will report te.the Committee on the progress of
their work before the conclusion of its 1983 session.'

"II. Organization of Work,and Documentation
"2, At its 207th plenary meeting, on 29 March -1983, .the Committee on Disarmament
appointed Aubassador Mansur Ahmad, representatiwve -of Pakistan, as Chairman of the
Ad Hoc Werking Group. Mr. S.K. Buo and Mr. M. Cassandra of the United Nations
Department for Disarmament Affairs served as Secretary of the Ad Hoe. Warking Group
during the rirst and second parts of tne 1983 session respectively.
"3. The Ad Hoc Working Growp held nine meetings between 26 April and 29 April and
between 16 June and 22 August 1983,
4. At their request, the Committee on Disarmament, at its 208th plerary meeting
on 31 March 1983, decided to invite the representatives of the following States not
rembers of the Committee to participate in the meetings of the Ad Ho¢ Working Group

during the 1983 session: Austria, Finland, Norway.

"5, In carrying out its mandate, the Ad Hoc VYorking Group took into account
paragraph 59 of the Final Document of the tenth special session of the

General Assembly devoted to disarmament, in which '... the nuclear-weapon States are
‘calléd upon to take steps to assure the non-nuclear-weapon States against the

use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. The General Assembly notes the
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declarations made by the nuclear-weapon States and urges them to pursue efforts

to conclude, as appropriate, effective arrangements to assure non-nuclear~weapon
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear wéapons'. During the course

of its work, the Working Group also took ihto aécount other relevant paragraphs

of the Final Document.

"6, The Ad Hoc Working Group also took note of the letter of the Secretary-General
in document CD/336 transmitting resolutions adopted by the General Assembly at its
thtﬁfﬁiﬁéﬁénth“éésaion, and took note in particular of resolutions 37/80 and 37/81.
Paragraphs 3;, 4 and 5 of resolution 37/80 read as follows:

'3. Requests the Committee on Disarmament to contipue the negotiations
on the question of the strengthening of the security guarantees for
non-nuclear-weapon States during its session in 1983;

14, Calls once again upon all States participating in these negotiations
to make efforts to elaborate and conclude an international instrument of a

legally binding character, such as an international convention, on thia
matter;
's. Calls once again upon all nuclear-weapon States to make solemn

declarations, ideutical in substance, concerning the non-use of nuclear
weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States having no such weapons on their
territories, as a first step towards the conclusion of an international
convention, and recoumends that the Security Council should examine such
declarations and, if they all meet the above-mentioned objective, should
adopt an appropriate resolution approving taem,!

Paragraphs 3, 4 and 5> of resolution 37/81 read as foellows:

3. Appeals to all States, especially the nuclear-weapon States, to
demonstrate the political will necessary to réach agreement on a common
approach and, in particular, on a commor formila which could be included in an
international instrument of a legally binding character;

'4.  Recommends that further intensive efforts should be devoted to
the search for such - a common approachlop common formula and that the various
alternative approaches, ineludigg in particular those considered in the
Committee on Disarmament , spould be further explored in order to overcome the
difficulties;

5. Recommeénds that the Committee on Disarmament should actively
continue negotiations with a view to reaching early agreement and concluding
effective international arrangements to assure hon~nuclear~weapon States
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, taking into account the
widespread support for the conclusion of an international convention and
giving consideration to any other proposals designed to 2ecure the same
objective.'
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"T.  In addition to'the previous documents before the Ad Hoc Working Group 1isted
in CD/SA/WP.1/Rév.4, two documents from the 1981 session were recirculated to the
Group:- a working paper presented by the Netherlands (CD/SA/CRP.6) and’ another -
presanted by Pakiatan (CD/SA/CRP.7). A working paper was prepared by the
Seorstariat during the 1983 session, entitled 'Declarations on Security Assurences
to non-nuclear-weapon States made by the: five nuclear-weapon States, including
references to nuclear-weapon-free-zonas; and Protocol II of the Treaty for the
Proliibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America™ (CD/SAIHP.IO);l, which updataed
the deslarations of the nucle- »~weapon States contained in CD/SA/WR.2.. The
Group of 21 -presented a document (CD/407) to the Committee on the aubject;g{ ‘The
Sscretariat also prepared a document dated 20 April 1983, entitled "A compilation
of statemeiits made at' the twelfth special session of the General Assembly and
during the thirty-seventh regular session of the General Assembly, in 1982, on the
question of effective international arrangsmenta to assure non-nuclear-weapon
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons °.

SUBSTANTIVE NEGOTIATIONS

"8, " In pursuing the task entrusted to it, the Working Group bore particularly in
eind its special report to the Committee on Dzadrmament in view of the

geoond special session of the General Asaemﬁly devoted to disarmament (CD/281/Rav.l)
wherein it reviewed substantive negotiations on 'Effsctive international
'arr.ngamenta to assure non-nuclear-weapon States againat the use or threat ot use
of nuelear veapons ' during the 1979, 1980 and 1981 sessions of the Committes on
Disarmament, as well as the state of negotiations on the subject before the
ascend special seasion in 1982. The Working Group had held no mestings iince that
report until it was re-eaéabliahed'in'1983 end the prospect of further progress on
this issue was debated,
"J. A number of delegations generally regretted the fhct that there had been
little positive movement forward in the negotiations on the question ainco thc
Gro_p last met a year ago and they reiterated the Group ot 21's view, containod

in document CD/280 that further negotiationa in the Group ware unlikely to

be fruitful asz 1055 as'nuéloar-uaapon States did not exhibit a genuine political

"1/ See Annex I,
"2/ See &nnex II.
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will to reach a satisfactory agreement. They were of the view that nuclear-weapon
States were under the obligation to guarantee in clear and categorical terms that
non-nuclear-weapon States will not be made victims of threats or attacks with
nuclear weapons. One nuclear-weapcn=-State emphasized that these appreciations
should take full acccunt of the movement in its position that occurred at the
second spscial session of the Gensral Asgembly devoted to disarmament. Many
delegations,including two nuclesr-weapon States,shared the view that political will
was the central requirement for progress on this issue. In this regard other
delegations pointed to tnc spncific difficulties that had been revealed in
negotiations which stemmed from the differing perceptions of the security
interests of som: nuclsar and non-nuclear-weapon States and showed that the
question of negative sacurity assurances, in their view, cannot in fact be
divorced frem the wider issues of security in general. Some delegations expressed
their view on the inadmissibiliiy of this concept and stated that perceptions of
security interests could no:c be used &y an excuse ror not granting negative
guarantees or for the flacing of conditions on those declarations. One nuclear-
weapon State declarad that its unilateral commitment never to use or threaten to
use nuclear weapors ageinst thouse States which renounce the production and
acquisition of such weapoins and do not have them cn theipr territories was
effective, reliable and met the vital interests of non-nuclear-weapon States.

A number of dclegations from non-nuclear-weapon States held that the inflexibility
of the concerned nuclear--weapon States to remove the limitations, conditions and
exceptions contained in thair utnilateral declarations reduced to nothing the
credibility of their deciarations Three nuclear-weapon States rejected this
argument. and stated that the assurances they had provided had been solemnly and
formally given and remained fully in force.

"10. Some delegaticns held that the unilateral declarations of two nuclear-weapon
States were incompatible with the obligations of tinse two States under

Additional P»otocol II of the Treaty of Tlatelolco. Those delegations further
noted that the effectiveness of the treaty had been‘adversely affected by
interpretative declaraiions to tho Protocols which they held imposed conditions
contrary to the letter and spirit of the Treaty and derived from nultilateral
instruments that Zn their view were linherently discriminatory. They also stated
that the interpreiative daclarations amountad to reservations since they modified
the terms of the Treaty of Tlateluleo and reecalled in that connection the
provisions of Article iV of Additional Protocol II. The nuclear-weapon States
concerned dirapreed thnt an such incompativpility existed. They maintained that
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the declarations made on ratification of the Additional Protocols to the Treaty
of Tlatelolco were entirely consistent with the provisions of those Protocols

and the Treaty.

"1l. The importance of effective security assurances to non-nuclear-weapon

States was re-affirmed. It was widely held that there was an urgent need to
reach agreement on a 'common formula' which could be,included in an international
instrument of a iegally binaing character. There- was also no objection, in
principie, %o the idza of an international convention; however, the difficulties
involved were also pointed cut. Some delegations were of the view that the
Working Group had exhausted its discussions on the subject.

12, The Chairman suggested three mitually non-exclusive apprcaches for possible
adeption by the Working Group in its congideration of the subject, namely,

(1) to continue negotiations towards an agreement on a common formula which could
be included in an international instrument of a legally binding character;

(2) to examine the relevance and the direct implications of the non-first-use of
nuclear weapons to the so-called negative security assurances; and (3) to adopt
eny other approach which might help in the resolution of some of the problems.
"13. Some delegations expressed the view that the Working Group should proceed
immediately to the concrete elaboration of an international convention. It was
vointed out however that an agreement first on the substance of the assurances
would facilitate an agreement on the form.

"14. An exchange of views was held on the relevance of non-first-use of nuclear
weapors to security assurances offered to non-nuclear-weapon States. Some
delegatiohs felt that a non-fire-use pledge evidently amounted to a clear
guarantee that nuclear weapons would not ‘be used against non-nuclear-weapon States
since these States by virtue of their non-possession of nuclear weapons <ould
rnever provoke retaliation.

"15. A number of delegations underlined the significance of the non-first-use
obligations and pointed out that a unilateral ncn-first-use undertaking, if
assumed by all nuclear-weapon States without exception, would constitute an
important measure a.med at strengthening the security of mnon-nuclear-weapon States,
and therefore had direct implications and relevance to the Group's work. Some
other delegaticius stated that the commitment not to be the first to use nuclear
weapons cananot constitute an effective and credible guarantee foir non-nuclear-
veapon States, in so far as its validity erga omnes may at any moment be called
inte question by the actions of ancther nuclear-weapon State. Divergent views

on this issue remained.
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"16. In the course of deliberations and with a view to clarifying the subject
matter, a proposal was put forward that the question be examined according to the
categories of non-nuclear-weapon States containad in the five unilateral
declarations by the nuclear-weapon powers. These categories would be:

(1) non-nuclear-weapon States that belong to a military alliance with nuclear~
weapon States; (2) non-nuclear-weapon States that belong to a military alliance
and have nuclear weapons stationed on their territory; (3) non-nuclear-weapon
States that belong to a military alliance and do not have nuclear weapons stationed
on their territory; (4) non-nuclear-weapon States who do not belong to a military
alliance, but have military arrangements with a nuclear-weapon State involving
nuclear weapon assurances; (5) non-nuclear-weapon States that do not belong to a
military alliance and enjoy a denuclearized status deriving from their participation
in a nuclear-weapon-free zone. In this context it was pointed out that some of the
existing unilateral declarations made by the nuclear-weapon States specifically
referred to nen-nuclear-weapon States which are parties to the Non-Proliferation
Treaty or to other internationally binding commitments not to acquire nuclear
explosive devices. Many delegations pointed out that non-nuclear-weapon States as

a whole should be given clear and unambiguwus guarantees against. the use or threat
of use of nuclear weapons. Some delegations reiteratad their position that in

view of the manifest difficulties in providing effectiva assurances to all non-
nuclear-weapon States, at least those not belonging to any of the military alliances
should receive such guarantees. The discussion on the suggested approach however
remained inconclusive.

"17. Some delegations, referring to what, in their view, has come to be known as

the geographic proliferation of nuclear weapons, noted that the increasing
introduction and deployment of nuclear weapons in various areas of the world should
be averted, as it has serious implications for the non-nuclear-weapon States in
their respective regions. Other delegations stated that this notion of geographic
proliferation fails to take into account existing geographic asymmetries.

"18. One nuclear-weapon State reiterated that. it undertook unconditionally not to
use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear States and nuclear-free
zones.

"19. One nuclear-weapon State stressed the importance of its unilateral obligation
not to be the first to use nuclear weapons. The same nuclear-weapon State confirmed
that its unilateral commitment never to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons
against those States which rencunce the production and acquisition of such weapons
and do not have them on their territories remained fully valid,
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120, One nuclear-~weapon State recalled the substantial expansion of its position
presented during the seccend special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament and as contained in document CD/SA/WP.10.
121, Two nuclear-weapon States pocinted out that their unilateral assurances had
veen offercd in response to, and given in recognition of the security concerns
exprecsed by the non-nuclear-weapon Stites, and that these assurances were credible
and relilable and rcpresented firm declarations of policy.
"2, In conncction with those unilateral declarstions, some delegations expressed
the view that Artiecle 51 of the Charter of the United Nations cannot be invoked
to justify the use cr threat of use of nuclear weapons in the exercise of the right
of self-defence in case of armed attack not involving the use of nuclear weapons.
Other dzlegations maintaincd that no provision of the United Nations Charter limits
the right of States Pc make use of the means they deem the most appropriate,
subject to existing international agreements, in exercise of their inherent right
of individual or collective self-defence as recognized in Art. 51.
123, Many del:gztions reiterated their belief that nuclear disarmament constituted
the most effectlve security aussurance against the use or threat of use of nuclear
wcapons. A number of delegations further stated that if non-nuclear-weapon
States were resquired to accept unilateral declarations, as a sufficient assurance
of security, similarly nuclear-weapcn States should accept unilateral declarations
of non-nuclear-weapon Svatec as sufficient assurance that they do not possess
nuclear weapnns ncr intended to acquire such weapons.

"CINCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
"24. The Ad Hoc Working Group reaffirmed that non-nuclear-weapon States should be
affectively aasured Hv the nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use
of nuclear weapcns pending effective nmeasures of nuclear disarmament. Negotiations
on the substance of the effective arrangements however revealed that specific
difficulties related to differing perceptions of security interests of some nuclear-
weapon States and ron-nuciezar-weapon States persisted and that the complex nature
of the issues involved in evalving a common formula acceptable to all continued
to prevent =zgrecment on zueh a formula, as well as on an international convention.
Under these circumsteaces, no progress was achieved.
no5, Against this tackground, thc Working Group recommends to the Committee on
Disarmament that ways @nd means should be exploreil to overcome the difficulties
encountered in the negotiations to reach an appropriate agreement on effective
international arrangemasnts %fo assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or
threat of use of nuclear wexpons. Accordingly, a working group should be
re-established at tne Leginning of the 1984 session and consultations should take
rlace in order to determine the most appropriate course of action, including the

resumption of the activities of lhe vworking group itself M
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"ANNEX T

"DECLARATIONS ON SECURITY ASSURANCES TO NON-NUCLEAR-WEAPON STATES MADE
BY THE FIVE NUCIEAR WEAPCON STATES, .INCLUDING RIFERENCES TO
NUCLEAR WEAFON FREE ZONES; AND FROTOCOL II OF THE
TREATY FCOR THE FROHIBITION OF NUCIEAR
WEAPONS IN LATIN AMERICA
"I. DECLARATIONS ON SECURITY ASSURANCES

"CHINA: 'Pending the realization of complete prohibition and thorough
destruction of nuclear weapons, 211 nuclear countries must undertake
unconditionally not to use or threaten to use such weapons against
non-nuclear countries and nuclear-free zones.,

As is known to all, the Chinese Government has long declared on its own
initiative and unilaterally that at no time and under no circumstances will
China be the first to use nuclear weapons, and that it undertakes
unconditionally not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against
non-nuclear countries and nuclear-free zones.'

Letter from the Chinese
Government to the
Secretary-General of the

United Nations on the Prevention
of Nuclear War, 28 April 1982,
A/5-12/11 of 4 May 1982.

"PRANCE: declares that "for its part ..., it will not use nuclear arms against
a State that does not have these weapons and has pledged not to seek them,
except in the case of an act of aggression carried out in association or
alliance with a nuclear-weapon State against France or against a State with
which France has a security commitment'.

Address by Mr. Claude Cheysson,
Minister for Foreign Affairs, to
the 12th Special Session of the
General Assembly (SSOD II) on

11 June 1982, A/S-12/PV.9, p.69.

"It remains also ready 'to negotiate with nuclear-free zones participants in order
to contract effective and binding comnitﬁents, as appropriate, precluding eny use
or threat of use of nuclear weapoﬂs against the States of these zones'.

' CD/SA/WP.2 of 25 June 1980.



"JSSR: From the rostrum of the special session our country declares that the
Soviet Union will uever use nuclear weapons against those States which renounce
the production and acquisition of such weapons and do not have them on their
territories.

We are aware of the responsibility which would thus fall on us as a result
of such a commitment. But we are convinced that such a step to meet the wishes
of non-nuclear States to have stronger security guarantees is in the interests
of peace in the broadest sense of the word. We expect that the goodwill
evinced by our country in this manner will 1ead to more active participation
by a large number of States in strengthening the non-proliferation régime.

Tne Sovist Union is prepared to enter into an appropriate bilateral
agreement with any non-nuclear State, We call upon all the other nucleax
Powers to follow our example.'

Address by Mr. A, Gromyko, Minister for

Foreign Affairs of the USSR, to the

10th Special Session of the

General Assembly (SSOD I),

26 May 1978, Official Records of the

General Assembly Tenth Special Session

Plenary Meetings, Verbatim Records,

5th meeting, paras. 84~-86, p.78,
"ORITED KINGDOM: 'The United Kingdom is now ready formally to give ... the
following assurance ... to non-nuclear-weapon States which are parties to the
Non-Proliferation Treaty or to other internationally binding commitments not to
manufacture or acquire nuclear explosive devices: Britain undertakes not to use
nuclear weapons against such States except in the case of an attack on the
United Kingdom, its dependent territories, its armed forces, or its allies by
such a State in association or alliance with a nuclear-weapon State,'

United Kingdom Working Paper on the
Subject of Effective Intermational
Arrangements to Assure Non-Nuclear
Weapon States against the Use or Threat
of Use of Nuclear Weapons, CD/177 of

10 April 1981.

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

"™Most recently reaffirmed by

Mr, BEugene Rostow, Director United States
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, at
the 152nd plenary meeting of the CD on

9 February 1982 (CD/PV.152, p.15)."
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"II. TREATY FOR THE PROHIBITION OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS
IN LATIN AMERICA (TLATELOLCO)

"Additional Protocol II

"The undersigned Plenipotentiaries, furnished with full powers by their
‘raspactive Governments,

"Convinced that the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons .in
Latin America. negotiated and siszned in accordance with the recommendations of the
General Assembly of the United Nations in Resclution 1911 (XVIII) of
27 November 1963, repressats an important step towards ensuring the
ron-priliferation of .nuclear weapons,

"Aware that ‘the non-proliferation Of nuclear weapons is not an end in itself
but, rath.r, a2 means of achieving .general and complete disarmament at a later stage,
and

"Deairing to contribute, so far as lies in their power, towards ending the
armements race, especially in the field of nuclear weapons, and towards promoting
and strengthening a world at peace, based on mutual respect and sovereign equality
of States,

"Have agreed as follows:

"Article 1

"The statue of denuclearization of Latin America in respect of warlike purposes,
as defined, delimited and set forth in the Treaty for the Prohibitior c¢f Nuclear
Weapons in Latin Americe of which this instrument is an annex, shall be fully
respected by the Parties to this Protocol in all its express aimo and provisions.

"Articie 2

"The Governmenta represented by the undersigned Plenipotentiaries undertaks,
therefore, not to contribute in any way to the performance of acts involving a
violation of the obligations of article 1 of the Treaty in the territories to
which the Treaty applies in accordance with article 4 thereof.

"Article 3 ‘

"The Governments represented by the undsrsigned Plenipotentiaries also
undertake not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against the Contracting
Parties of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America.

"Article 4

"The duration of this Protocol shall be the same as that of the Treaty for the
Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America of which this Protocol is an annex,
and the definitions of territory and nuclear weapons set forth in avticlga 3and §
of the Treaty shall be applicable to thia Protocol, as well as the provisions



regarding ratification, reservations, denunciation, authentic texts and
registration oontained in articles, 26, 27, 30 and 31 of the Treaty.
"Article 5

"This Protoocol shall enter into force, for the States which have ratified it,
on the dats of the deposit of their respective instruments of ratification.

"IN WITNESS HHEREOF, the undersigned Plenipotentiaries, having deposited their
full powers, found to be in good and due form, hereby sign this Additional Protocol
on behalf of their respective Governments.

"Extracted from Status of multilateral

arms regulation and disarsemsnt agreements
Special Supplemsnt to the United Katl
Disarmament Yearbook, Volume II: 1977:;
pagea 60-81. Sales No. E.78.IX.2."
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"LNNEX IT

"STATEMENT OF THE GROUP OF 21 ON EFFECTIVE INTERNATIONAL
ARRANGEMENTS TO ASSURE NON-NUCLEAR WEAPON STATES AGAINST
THE USE OR THREAT OF USE OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS

"l. 1In its statement (CD/280) of 14 April 1982 the uroup of 21 had stated that

' further negotiations in the ad hoc working group on this item are unlikely to

be fruitful so long as the nuclear weapon States do not exhibit a gemuine
political will to reach a satisfactory agreement. The Group, therefore, urges

the nuclear weapon States concerned to raview their policies and %o present revised
positions on the subject to the second special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament which shall fully take into account the position of the
non-aligned, neutral and other non-nuclear weapon States',

"2. At the second special seesion the Nuclear Weapon States failed to meet the
concerns of the Group of 21 in this regard.

"3. In subsequent discussions in the Working Group the nuclear weapon States
have persistently upheld their existing unilateral declarations which reflect
their own subjective approach, with the result that the negotiations on this
item camnot be carried any further.

"4. The Group of 21 deeply regrets this situation,

"5. The Group of 21 reiterates its belief that the most effective assurances of
security against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons is nuclear
disarmament and prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons. The Group of 21
reaffims its adherence to the principles enunciated in the Group's statement
(CD/280) of 14 April 1982, regarding an agreement on the question of 'effective
international arrangements to assure non-nuclear weapon States against the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons' ,

"6, The nuclear weapon States have an obligation to gurarantee in clear,
unanbiguous terms that the non-nuclear weapon States will not be threatened or
attacked -~ “h nuclear weavons. The inflexibility of the concerned muclear
weapon States to remove the limitations, conditions and exceptions contained in
their unilateral declarations runs counter to their obligations to extend credible
assurances to *he non-nuclear weapon States against the use or threat of use of
nuclear weapons, The resulting impasse is preventing the working group from
proceeding to the elaboration of a common formula or common approach acceptable

to all to be included in an international instrument as called for by the
relevant resolutions of the United Nations.

"7. The Group of 21, therefore, .once again urges the concerned nuclear weapon
States to display the necessary understanding and political will in this respect
thus enabling the working group to resume vork at the beginning of the next
session,"
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D, Chemical weapons

77. The item on the agenda entitled "Chemical weapons™ was considered by
the Committee, in accordance with its programme of work, during the
periods from 1 Pebruary to 31 March and from 18 to 22 July 1983,

78« The list of new documents presented to the Committee during its 1983
session under the agenda item are listed in the report submitted by the
Ad Hoc Working Group. In addition to th: documents considered by the
4Ad Hoc Working Group, the Committee had before it, in connection with

the item, document CD/419, dated 23 August 1983, submitted by the
delegation of the United States of America, entitled "Workshop on
Verification of Chemical Weapons Stockpile Destruction".

79. At its 236th plenary meeting on 23 August 1983, the Committee adopted
the report of the Ad Hoc Working Group re-established by the Committee
under the agenda item at its 207th plenary meeting (see paragraph 10
above), That report (CD/416) is an integral part of this report and

reads as follows:
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"[.  INTRODUCTION
". In accordance with the decision taken by the Committee on Disarmament at its
207th meeting held on 29 March 1983, as contained in document CD/358,'the
Ad_Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons was re-established for the duration of the
1983 session on the basis of its former mandate. The Committee further decided
that the Ad Hoc Working Group would report to it on the progress of its work
before the conclusion of its 1983 session.
“II. ORGANIZATION QF WORK AND DOCUMENTATION
™. At its 207th plenary meeting on 29 March 1983, the Committee on Disarmament
appointed Ambassador D.S. McPhail of Canada as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group.
Mr. Abdelkader Bensmail, Senior Political Affairs Officer, United Nations
Department for Disarmament Affairs continued to serve as Secretary of the Working
Group.
"5. The Ad Hoc Working Group held 23 meetings from 6 April to 22 August 1903,
The Working Group benefited from the inclusion in delegations of national experts
in the period 22 June to 22 July 1983, In adaition, the Chairman held a number of
informal consultations with delegations.
". At the 216th plenary meeting of the Committee on Disarmament, the Chairman of
the Ad Hoc Working Group reported on the progress of its woxrk.
™. At their request, the representatives of the following States, not members of
the Cowmittec on Disarmament, participated in the work of the Working Group:
Austria, Denmark, Finland, Greece, Ireland, Norway, Portugal, Spain, Switzerland
and Viet Nam.
"6. During the 1983 session, the following officisl documents dealing with
chemical weapons were presented to the Committee on Disarmament:
- Document CD/338, dated 1 February 1983, entitled *Ietter dated

24 January 1983, from the Permanent Representative of the Socialist

Republié of Czechoslovékia, transmitting the fext of the Political

Declaration of the Warsaw Treaty Member States adopted in Prague on

5 January 1983.°7.



Document CD/342, dated 8 February 1983, entitled ‘Report of the Ad Hoo
Working Group on Chemical Weapons on its work during the period

17-28 January 1983

Document CD/343, dated 10 February 1983, submitted by the United States
of America, entitled 'United States detailed views on the contente of &
chemical weapons ban'

Document CD/349, dsted 21 February 1983, submitted by the Republic of Cubs,
entitled 'Letter dated 21 February 1983 from the Permenent Representative
of the Republic of Cubs transmitting the finsl summary report of the
Internetional Symposium on Herbicides and Defolients in War: The
long~term effects on Men snd Nature, held in Es Chi Minh City from

13 to 2C Jsnuary 1983

Document CD/350, deted 28 Februsry 1983, submitted by Spain entitled
'"Working Pa”per on technical aspects of a convention on chemical weapons®
Document CD/353, dated 8 March 1983, submitted by the United Kingdom of
Greet Britain and Nortnern Ireland, entitled 'Werification of non-
production of chemical weapons'

Document CD/378, dated 21 April 1983, submitted by China, entitled ‘On the
prohibition regime of the future convention tamming chemicsl \eapons
Document CD/387, dated 6 July 1983, submitted by the United States of
America, entitled Tllustrative on-site inspection pfocedures for
vexification of chemicel weapons stockpile destruction'

Document Cp/392, dated 13 July 1983, submitted by Finland, entitled
1letter dated 11 July 1983 from the Permsnent Representative of Finland
addressed t¢ the Chairman of the Committee on Disarmement, traensmitting
8 document entitled 'Systematic Identificstion of Chemical Warfare
Agents: Identification of Precursors of Wsrfare Agents, Degradafion
Products of Non-Phosphorus Agents, and some Potentisal Agents"‘

Document CD/393, dated 13 July 1983, submitted by Yugoslavis, .entitled
Working Paper on some technical aspects of the verificetion process in
8 chemical weapons convention' (also issued as CD/CW/‘WP.SS)

Document CD/396, dated 19 July 1983, submitted by Norwsy, entitled
'‘Working Psper on verification of a chemical weapons conventions:
sampling snd analysis of chemical warfare agents under winter
conditions™ |

Document CD/397, dated 19 July 1983, submitted by Norway, entitled
"Working Peper on verification of non~production of chemicsl weapons'
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"7T. In
Working

Document CD/ZOI, dated 29 July 1983, submitted by Yugoslavia, entitled
*Precursors ~ 'Key' Precursors' (also issued as CD/CW/CRP,82)

Document CD/ZO&, dated 9 August 1983, submitted by Bgypt, entitled
"Proposals to promote respect for the Chemical Weapons Convention and
compliance with its provisions'

addition, the following Working Papers were circulated to the

Group:

CD/CW/WP.45 entitled 'Report of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical
Wezpons on its work during the period 17-28 Jenuary 1983!

CD/CWVWP.46 submitted by the Netherlends, entitled *Suggested list of key
precursors - including those usable in multicomponent chemical weapon
systems !

CD/bW/WP.47 submitted by the United States of America, entitled

United States Delegation impressions of the CW technical consultations
held in January 1983

CD/CWVWP.48 submitted by the United Stetes of America, entitled *Working
bypothesis on systematic, international on-site inspection of the
destruction of declared stocka®

CD/CW/WP.49 entitled 'Statement by the Co-ordinator of Contact Group A"
CD/CW/WP.5C submitted by Poland, entitled '"Views of the Polish Delegation
on the results of tne consultatinng with delegationa on technical issues
held in the framework of the Ad Hac Working Group on Chemical Weapons
during the period 17 January - 4 February 19831

CD/bwwa.Sl subniitted by the United States of America, entitled
Preventing illegal prod stion of key precursors of nerve gasz'
CD/CW/WP.52 submitted by .he United States of America, entitled
Verification of non-production of chemical weapons"

CD/GW/WP.SB submitted by Bulgaria, entitled "Working hypothesis on
verification of destruction of declared stocks®

CD/CW/WP.54 submitted by Frence, entitled 'Precursors - Key Precursors !
CD/UW7WP.55 submitted by Yugoslavia, entitled Working Paper on some
technical agpects of the verification process in g chemical weapons
convention' (also issued as CD/393)

CD/CW/WP, 56, entitled 'Draft Report of the Ad Hoc Working Group on
Chenicel Weapons to the Committee on Disarmament®

CD/bWVWP.S?, submitted by the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, entitled "Werification of Non-Production of Chemical

Weapons ¢

-56~



®8. The following Conference Room Papers were also submitted to the

Working Groups:

CD/CW/CRP.65 entitled ‘Programme of work of the Ad Hoc Working Group on
Chemical Weepons from 17-28 January 1983

CD/CW/CRP.67 entitled fTimetable for the Chairmsn's consultations on
technical issues as presented in the report of the Working Group,
CD/334, para. 12 on 15 September 1982, to be held 17 Jenusry -

4 February 1983"

CD/CW/CRP,68 entitled 'Work Schedule - April 1983

CD/CW/CRP.69 submitted by Sweden, entitled "Statement msde by

Dr. J. Lundin of the Swedish delegation in the Ad Hoc Working Group on
Chemicel Weapons, Monday, 11 April 1983, on the question of 'no wmilitary
prepsration for use of chemical weapons!'"'

CD/CW/CR?.?O* entitled 'Contact Group C: Psper presented by the
Co-ordinator?

CD/CW/CRP.71 entitled 'Contact Group C: Paper presented by the
Co~ordinators Criteria for the objective and impartial verification of
a prohibition of use of chemical weapons'

CD/CW/CRP.?Z entitled *Chairman's summary of the discussions held in
Contact Group A in April 1983*

CD/CW/CRP.73 entitled 'Progress Report by the Co—ordinator”

CD/CW/CRP.74 + Rev. 1 and 2 entitled “Proposals by the Co-ordinstors
Procedure for declaring possession or non-possession of chemical weapons
and their possible components”

CD/CW/CRP,75* entitled 'Proposals by the Co-ordinstor: The destruction
or diversion of stocks of chemical weapons ?

CD/CW/CRP.?é and Corr.l submitted by Yugoslavia, entitled "Definition of
'Key'! Precursors?

CD/CW/CRP.?? submitted by Austrslia, entitled 'Diversion of chemical

weapons stocks'

CD/CW/CRP, 78 submitted by Austrelia, entitled "Questions relating to the
possible civilian use of chemicals contsining the methyl-phosphorus bond"
CD/CW/CRP.79 entitled "Report by the Co-ordinstor on the 'Criteris for
the objective snd impsrtial verification of a prohibition of use of

chemical wespons!?

-5 7~



- CD/CW/CRP.BO + Rev.l, 2, 3, 4, entitled '"Proposal by the Co-ordinator: Issues
relevant to the incorporaticn of a use pProhibition in the scope of the
Convention'!

- CD/CW/CRP.80/Rev.5 entitled ‘Report of the Co-ordirator on Issues relevant
to the incorporation of a use prohibition in the scope of the Conventj.on'-l

~ CD/CW/CRP.81/Rev.l submitted by Australia/The Netherlands, entitled
'list of precursors for super-toxic lethal chemicals and incapacitating
chemicals'

- CD/CW/CRP.82 submitted by Yugoslavia, entitled 'Precursors - "Key®
Precursors' (also issued as CL/401)

- CD/CW/CRP.85 submitted by Czechoslovakia, entitled 'Concept of Precursors
in the CW Convention®

- CD/CW/CRP.84 submitted by the Federal Republic of Germany, entibtled 'List
of key precursors?

- CD/CW/CRP.85 entitled 'Report of the Co-ordinator on the result of the
work of Contact Group A

- CD/CW/CRP.86 entitled 'Report of the Co-ordinator on the work of
Contact Group D!t

- CD/CW/CRP.87 entitled 'Report of .the Co-ordinataor on the Structure and
functions of the Consultative Committee and its subsidiary organs?

"III. SUBSTANTIVE WORK DURING THE 1983 SESSION

"9. During its 1983 session, the Working Group intensified its efforts aimed at
elaborating a Convention on the basis of existing material and new proposals made
by delegations. The main tasks of the Group were to attempt to resolve the
remaining major items of substance on which there ig still disagreement and to
record the substance of agreement where this has already been reached. To this
effect, it accepted the Chairman's proposal to set up four Contact Groups which
dealt with specified aspects of the following spheres of the Convention as follows:

"(a) Contact Group A: Existing stockpiles

(Co-ordinator: Colonel J. Cialowicz, Poland)
"(b) Contazt Graup B: Compliance provisions and verification issues
(Co~ordinator: Mr. S. Duarte, Brazil)
"(c) Contact Group C: Prohibition of use
{Co~ordinator: Mr, R.J. Akkerman, The Netherlands)
"(d) Contact Group D: Definitions
(Co-ordinator: Dr. J. Iundin, Sweden)
"l0. Having considered and remitted these matters to Contact Groups, the remaining
two major issues considered in 1983 - destruction of existing means of production

and non-production; and lesser issues requiring attention; were considered by the
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Woxking Group itself. Areas of seeming consensus - much of the scope of prohibition,

many definitions, certain co-operative and confidence-building measures, certain

aspects of national implementation and international verification, and preambular

and additional provisions relating to substance -~ were not discussed in detail, but

of courseé were taken into account on the basis of earlier work in arriving at the

Working Group's conclusions in 1983. Specifically, the Working Group considereds
Wa) Existirig means of production -

Differences in this area are among the most difficult to resolve;
problems exist regarding the declaration of plants; the need to inspect,
close and seal declared plants was explored, as well as approaches to their
elimination; problems of timing of declarations, the specification of
location, the method of elimination, possible special requirements for binar:
facilities were also considered; proposals for systematic internationasl
verification were advanced;

"(b) Non-productidén of chemical Wweapons in the chemical industry -

Basic differences remain in this area, particularly with respect ..
possible restrictions on chemicals for permitted purposes and the development
of lists of e.g. key precursors, and the verification measures which might be
applied. (Subsequently remitted to Contact Group D);

"(¢) Prohibition of transfer -

Agreement was reached that iransfers, except for elimination purposes,
would be restricted but the allowsble circumstances and amounts for such
transfers require further sorsideration:

"(d) Non-development -

While there is agreement that future development of chemical weapons
should be prohibited, verification by any systemat.c means would appear
difficult because of {the need to preserve the right to undertake work on
protection or other permitted purposes.

"The Working Group 4id consider other items including certain definitions, small-
scale production for permitted or protective purposes, stockpile elimination,
military preparations for the use of chemical weapons and the preparatory commission,
and the results in some cases were further ~emits to the existing Contact Groups,

and in others, simply a reconfirmation of the state of Play reported in earlier

Contact Group reports.
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wll. The Woxrking Group's agreed conclusions on substantive matters are recordad in
the eystematic and integrated manner set forth in ammex 1 for the consideration of
Governments. Both common and unagreed views on individual provisions of a
convention appear. Annex 1 does not, however, necessarily take full account of
certain instances which need further reflection on individual understandings or
undertakings. In particular this applies to the definitions of a fprecursor’,
'key precursor' and “production facilities®, existing stocks of chemical weapons, and
the range of possible applications of on-site inspection.
"IV. CONCIUSIONS ON THE SUBSTANCE OF A POSSIBIE CONVENTION
"12. The Ad Hoc Working Group recommends to the Committee on Disarmaments

"(d) that the views set forth in ammex 1 to this report, substantive
provisions to be included in a chemical weapons convention, be used as the basis for
the further work of the Working Group;

"(b) that the views contained in the 1983 reports of Contact Groups appended
as annex II to this report, including the draft formulations for possible use in
a future convention, together with other relevant previous reports and documents
of the Committee and future ones, also be utilized in the further elaboration of
a convention; and

"(c) that the Working Group resume negotiations immediately at the outset of the
1984 session of the CD with a view tc intensive negotiation aimed at the final
elaboration of a Convention at the earliest date.



"ANNEX I

"The Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons considers the following
substantive provisions should be included in a Chemical Weapons Convention.
(Portions not agreed to by all delegations are indented and introduced by:

"l. and, where they are additional proposals;

™. or, where they are alternatives to other texts).
“I., GENERAL PROVISIONS
"A. Purpose.and Commitments
"l. General Purpose of the Convention.
An undsertaking to ban chemical weapons
2. Basic Undertakings

"(a)

"(b)

Yc)
Xd)

Ye)

An  undertaking not to develop, produce, otherwise acquire,

stockpile, retain or transfer chemical weapons.

An undertaking:
To exclude through the implementation of the provisions
of the Convention, which complement the prohibitions of
the 1925 Geneva Protocol, the use of chemical weapons
in any armed conflict.

or not to use chemical weapons in any armed conflict

or not to use chemical weapons in ahy circumstances

or to observe, by States not parties to the Gensva Protoesl
on the prohibition of the use of chemical weespons the
terms of its provisions, and to recall, by States parties
to the Protocol, their commitments under it.

An undertaking to eliminabe:/ existing stockpiles of chemical

weapons.

An undertakling to eliminate:/ existing facilities for the

production of chemical weapons.

An undertaking not to assist, encburage or induce anyone to

engage in activities prohibited by the Convention.

and An uridertaking not to engage in any military preparations
to use chemical weépons.

"2/ As indicated on pages 71 and 72.
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'B. Definitions and Criteria
". Definitions
An understanding that, in accordance with the general purpose

ériterion of the Convention
"a) Chemical weapons means:
"(1) super-toxic lethal, other lethal, or other
harmful chemicala, and their precursors,
regardless of the method of production, except
for those intended for permitted purposes as
long as the types and quantities involved are
consistent with such purposes
"or chemical warfare agents and their precursors;
({1) munitions or devices specifically designed to
cause death or other harm through the toxic
properties or chemicals released as a result of
the employment of such munitions or devices; or
"(ii1) any equipment
and or chemical
specifically designed for use directly in connection
with the employment of such munitions or devices.
"and (b) Chemical warfare agents means:
e.g. toxic chemical substances whose types and
quantities accord with hostile and military
purposes and whose toxic effects are used to
interfere directly with the normal functions
of mah, animals and plants in such a way as to
lead them to death, temporary incapacitation,
permanent injury, damage, and for the phrposes
" of the Convention, chemical warfare agents can
‘be divided into three categories, super-toxic
lethal, other lethal, and other harmful

chemicals.
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"(¢) Permitted purposes means:

"(1) non-hostile purposes, that is, industiial, agricultural,
research, medical, law enforcement, or other paaceful
purposes, or protective purposes; and

"(11) military purposes which are not related to the use of
§hemical weapons.

and (d) Protective purpcses means:

purposes ¢ .rocily related to prote¢tion'agninst
chemical weaponsg.
‘w(e¢) Production facility means:
any building or equibmént which in Qny degree was
designed, constructed or usad for the production of
any chemicals, including key precursors, primarily
useful for chemical weapcna,_or_qesisned, constructed
or used for filling chemical weapons;.
or (to be determined)
"(f) Precursor means:

a chemical that by any reaction'takes part in the production

of a toxic end product,—’ which for the purposes of the

Convention is defined as a chemical in accordance with the

general purpose criterion. '

"(g) Key precursor means:

a precursor which plays a most important role in the

production of, or in determining the characteristics of

the end product:f and has little peaceful useﬁl

and and used at the last stage of the synthesis.

"#/ Or, possibly, chemical warfare agent (to be determined, see page 64).

"1/ As determined in an annex to the Convention referred to below
indicating the criteria for inclusion and measures for ensuring- compliance
with thes Convention.
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n2. Toxicity Criteria
An understanding that for the purpose of classifying chemicals
according to their toxicity the following criteria apply:a/
"a) a 'super-toxic lethal chemical' has a median lethal doae
which is less than or equal to 0.5 mg/kg (subcutaneous
administration) or 2,000 msfmin/m3 (by inhalation);
Wb) an 'other lethal chemical' has a median lethal dose which
is greater than 0.5 mg/kg (subcutaneous administration) or
2,000 mg-min/m3 (by inhalation) and less than or equal to
10 mg/kg (subcutaneous administration} or 20,000 mg-min/m?
(by inhalation): and
j(c) an ‘other harmful chemical' has a median lethal dose which
is greater than 10 mg/kg (subcutaneous administration) or
20,000 mg-minfnﬁ_(by intalation).
"C. Compliance
". National Implementation Measures
An undertaking to adopt measures in accordance with constitutional
processes to implement the Convention, to monitor compliance
with it, and to prohibit or prevent any activity under national
Jurisdicticn or control in violation of it.
"2, National Technical Means
An understanding that technical procedures for collecting
information on compliance that are under national control will
bé utilized in 2 manner consistent with generally. recognized
principles of international law.

ﬁg/f"ﬂhen'measured'by an agreed nmethod set forth in an annex to the
Convention.
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n3,  Systematic International Procedures
An undertaking to ensure systematic verification of compliance
with the provisions of the Convention by:
®a) data reporting

the provision of data on production and use and other

information to the Consultative Committee on a periodic

basis; anéll
wb) on-site inspections
on-site monitoring utilizing automatic instruments and/or
mandatory inspections by an international 1napectorateil
(1) 'on an immediate basis', i.e. involving the presence
of inspectors as soon as feasible,
"411) f'on a continuocus tasis', i.e. involving the presence
' of inspectors at all times during an operation,
"(111) ‘'on a periodic basis', i.e. involving regular visits
to an operation at fixed intervals as established by
the Censultative Committee,

"({v) ‘on a quota basis', i.e. involving an agreed number of
regular visits to be determined by the Consultative
‘Committee on the basis of agreed criteria and data
commnicated by States,

"(v}) ‘on a random basis', i.e. involving an agreed number
of visits which follow an irregular pattern with
limited advanced warning,

"(vi) on any:.other agreed basis arranged bilaterally or by
the Consultative Committee.

/ In accordance with declarations referred to below and lists of
chemicals set forth in annexes to the Convention that will be subject to revision
by the Consultative Committee. -

"4/ On the basis of agreed procedures set forth in an annex to the Convention.
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"4. Challenge Procedure
"An ugdertaking to ensure non-routine verification of compliance
with the provisions of the Convention by the epplication of
fact~finding procedures including on-site inspection
on a voluntary basis
or on the basis of a stringent obligation to permit
such inspection :
arranged bilaterally or by a justified request -to the
Consultative Committee
"II. SPECIFIC PROVISIONS FOR ELIMINATION
"A, Bxisting Stocks of Chemical Weapons
"l. Initial DeCIarations§7
"(a) An undertaking to submit initial declarations to
the Consultative Committee:
"(i) not later than 30 days after entry into force
or adherence to the Convention;
"(ii) stating the possession or non-possession of eny
chemical weapons regardless of the guantity or

locaticn;

n(iii) stating the presence of stocks of chemical
weapons which are under the jurisdiction or
control of someone elses

4(iv) stating the composition of #11 stocks of chemical
weapong; -all chemicals, including precursors
comprised in such stocks, should be declared by
their chemical names, toxicities, where applicable,
and weights in metric tons in bulk and filled into
munitions; munitions should be declared by types,
calibres, quanti*ies and chemical fill; devices
and 'specifically designed;‘equipment should be

declared,

"/ On the basis of the provisions of the Convention and in accordance
with procedures established by the Consultative Committee (note that this
footnote applies to all declarations and reports referred to in this record).
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and by type and quantity,and for devices, also
by size and chemical fill,
and declaration of locations of all stockpiles
and composition of the stocks at cach
location;
"(v) ocertifying that the acguisition or transfer of
chenical weapons
along with any assistance
or including technological eguipment for the
production of chemital weepons and relevant
technical documentation
has ceased.
"(b) A&n undertaking to submit the initial declarations of
stocks of chemical weapons to verification by means of
systematic international on-site inspection on an
immediate basis
0¥ on a quota basis for those stocks stored at
specialized facilities for the destruction of
stocks
or challenge procedure
"2, Interim and Other Measures
n(a) An undertsking to submit declared stocks to verification
between the initial declarations and comméncement of
elimination by
continuous monitoring with on-site instruments
and systematic international on<site inspection
on a periodic basis
or on a quota basis for those stocks stored at
specialized facilities for the destruction of stocks
or challenge procedure
n(b) An undertaking not to tiove "éhemical weapons stocks
from present Yocations after-entiry into force or
adherence to the Convention except for purposes of
elimination or for protective purposes
and other peypmitted purposes.
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Wc) An undertaking to submit to the Consultative Committee
30 days
or 6 months
after entry into force or adherence to the Convention,
initial plans for the elimination of all stocks of
chemical weapons including type .of operation, schedules
with respect to quantities and types of chemical
weapons to be destroyed, and products; and
simltaneously
or Jjust before entry into operation
locations of destruction plants to be used
wd) An undertaking to submit to the Consultative
Committee
annual
9or periodic
reports of progress on implementation of plans for
the elimination of stocks of chemical weapons.
n(e) An undertaking to submit to the Consultative
Committee
annually
or 3 months before the implementaticn of each
stage
detailed plans for elimination of stocks of chemical
weapons during the next
year
or stage,
n(£f) An undertaking to notify the Consultative Committee
of the elimination of chemical weapons within 30 days
of the completion of their elimination.

and "(g) An undertaking to submit notificetions to the
Consultative Conmittee conceraing old stocks found
after the initial declaration, as to
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1) within 30 days, the estimated quantity and type,
how, where and when they were found, why they wers
previously unknown, and where they are stored;

Wi1) within 90 days, the exact quantity and type,
including the chemical namés, formulae and
quantities of the chemicals found, and plans for
their elimination, ard

W4ii) within 30 days after cozpletion,-certification of
eliamination.

and (h) An undertaking to accept international control

of stocks until their final elimination;
5, Elimination of Stocks
“Kil An undertaking to é#liminate as rapidly as possible all
#tocks of chemical weapons,
and including old stocks found after the initial
declaration,

by destruction

or by destruction or diversion to permitted purposes

fblloﬁing nqn-reversibl, procedures which will allow

systematic international on-site inspection and in

!éQPPﬂlnce with a acheduleéj which will maintain a

b.iqncq of securi.y during the entire elimination

stage, with commencement within

o 6 months and completion within 10 years

or 6_montha in regard to binary and multicomponant
chemical weapons only and completion of the operation
within 2 years and commencement within 2 years in
regard to all other chemical weapons and completion
within 10 years after entry into force of the
Convention.

"§/ To be agreed and set forth in an annex to the Convention.
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(b) Anp undertaking to submit the climination of stocks
of chemical weapons to systematic international

verification by continuous on-site monitoring with

instruments, and by systematic internatiocnal on-site

inspection

on a continuous basis

or on a quota basis.
"B. Existing Means of Production
. Initial Declaration
"(a) An undertaking to. submit declarations to the Consultative
Committee not later than 30 days after entry into force or

adherence to the Convention

"(1).

"(ii;

and

stating the possesaion or.non-posseasion of
capacities for prcduction of chemical weapons,
the capacities themselves, and stating the
presence or non-prezence of production faciliitiaes’
and their capacities under the jurisdiction or
control of somecne else;

stating whether or not any production facility is
under its jurisdiction or control; stating the
presence on its territory of any production
facility, which is under the jurisdiction or
control of anyone else and the location of any
such fhcility; and stating the location, nature,
capacity, types of products and chemical names of

products for any production facility which has been

under its jurisdiction or control at any time
since ...ccccececccricenss
certitﬁing that all broduction or filling in
facilities posséssed.or present has ceased.
(b) An undertaking to submit the initial declaration
of production facilities to vertification by
systeratic international on-site inspection
..on an immediate basis.
or challenge procedure.
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">, Interim and Other Measures

"(a) An undertaking at entry into force or adherence to
the Convention to cease all activities a% any
production facility except those required for closure
and elimination or conversion to the destruction of
chemical weapuns stocks, and to close each facility
in a manner which will render it inoperative in a
verifiable way.

n(b) An undertaking at entry into force or adherence to
the Convention not to undertake construction of any
new production facilities or the conversion of any
other existing facilities for purposes of producing

, chemical weapons. |

" (¢) An undertaking to submit the inactive status of
production facilities to verification between the
declaration of their location and commencement of
elimination by

continuous monitoring with on-site sutomatic
instruments and systematic international
on-gite inspection on a periodic basis,
or. chdlenge procedure.

"d) An undertaking to submit to the Consultative

Committee plans for
the closing and destruction of all production
facilities, 30 days after entry into force or
adherence to the Convention

or the elimination of each plant, one year before
the commenccment of its elimination, and its
location.

"(e) An underteking to submit to the Consultative
Cdmmittee

annual
or periodic
reports of progress on implementation of plans for

the elimination of production facilities.
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"(f) An undertaking to submit to the Consultative Committee
annually, detailed plans concerning elimination of
production facilitius for the next year

or 3 months before the implementation of each stage,
notifications concerning elimination of production
facilities, including their location, for the next
atage.

'"(g) An undertaking to certify to the Conmsultative Committee within
30 days that the elimination of production facilities has been
completed.,

"h) An undertaking to submit to the Consultative Committee

within 30 days of entry into force or adherence
to the convention
or within the time period provided for in the plan for
the destruction of stocks
plans for the temporary conversion of any production
facility for the destruction of stocks of chemical weapons,
including its location.

"(i) An undertaking to notify the Consultative Committee within
30 days that the destruction of stocks of chemical weapons
in a temporarily converted production facility has been
completed.

"J« Elimination of Production Facilities
"(a) An undertaking to eliminate all production facilities,

including any facilities temporarily converted for the
destruction of stocks of chemical weapons, by
razing them
or destroying or dismantling them
employing procedures which permit verification and
in accordance with a echedulei'? which will maintain

"I/ To be agreed and set forth in an annex to the Convention.
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a balance of security during the entire elimination
stage, with commencement within
6 months and completion within 10 years
or 6 months in regard to facilities producing binary
weapons with completion of elimination within
2 years; and commencement within 3 years in
regard to the facilities producing asll other
chemical weapons and completion within 10 years.
b) An undertaking to submit the elimination of each
production facility to verification by
systematic international on-site inspections,
of each facility at an agreed level
' or challenge procedure.
"TIY, OTHER SUBSTANTIVE PROVISIONS
A. Future Chemical Weapoas Non-Production Verification
An undertaking to submit the non-production of chemicals for use in
chemical weapons to systematic international verification in additiom

to the use of a challenge procedure, by-é/
"1, Super-toxic Lethal Chemicals
Na) a limitation to an amount which is the lowest possitle and
in any case does not exceed one metric ton of the aggregate
quantity of super-toxic lethal chemicals
and their key precursors
produced, diverted from stocks, or otherwise acquired
annually or possessed at any one time
for protective purposes

or for all permitted purposes?

"8/ In accordance with procedures set forth in an annex and on the basis
of lists of chemicals, including those of particular risk, to be determined by
the Consultative Committee following agreed criteria.
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"(b) a limitation of the production of these chemicals to a single
small scale facility having a capacity limit of

"(¢) a notification to the Consultative Committee of the
location and capacity of the small scale production
facility within 30 days after entry into force or
adherence to the -Convention, or when constructed later,

days before the date of commencement of operations;

"(d) monitoring of the small scale production facilitv by
annual data reporting with justification, on-site
instruments, and systematic international on-site
inspection

on an agreed level
or on a quota basis

and 2. a prohibition of the preduction of compounds with

methyl-phosphorus bond in commercial production
facilities
and to restrict such production to the single small-
scale facility.
n3. Other Lethal and Other Harmful Chemicals
n(a) monitoring of production and use by annual data reporting;
and (b) a declaration to the Consultative Committee of the
location of facilities for the production of certain
other lethal and other harmful chemicals deemed to pose
a particular risk.
ng. Key precursors
n(a) Monitoring by annual data reporting of production and use
and and declaration to the Consultative Committee of the
location of facilities for the production of key
precursors;
and and systematic international on-site inspection on a

random Basis.
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"B. Verification of the Prohibition of Use
An understanding that provisions for international verification by means

of a challenge procedurey shall apply equally to complaints of the use
of chemice) weapons

"C. Permitted Transfers
"], Transfer for Elimination Purposes
"(a) An understanding that, by mutual agreement, chemical weapons
may be transferred between parties for purposes of

elimination.

"(b) An understanding that all declaration and verification
provisions normally applicable to.the elimination of stocks
of chemical weapons will also apply to stocks transferred

v for purposes of elimination with an additional notification
to the Consultative Committee immediately before commencement
of the transfer,

"2, Transfer for other purposes
Wa) An undertaking not to transfer super-toxic lethal chemicals
and their key- precursors to non-parties;
{b) An understanding to limit tramsfer to another party of
super-toxic lethal chemicals
and and of their key precursors
for permitted purposes
or for protective purposes
to a maximum of
100 grams
or

in any 12 month period

"(¢c) An undertaking by both parties to submit an advance report
to the Consultative -Committee for each transfer and an
snnual summary report of all transfers including in both

the chemical names, weights and destination.

"9/ On the basis of procedures to be agreed and set forth in an annex.
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“Iv.

OPERATIONAL PROVISIONS

HA.

“B.

Hational Means for Implementation

M. National Implementation Measures

"(a) An undertaking to adopt measures necessary in accordance with
constitutional processes to implement the Convention, and in
particular to prohibit and prevent sny activity'in violation
of the Convention anywhere under nstional jurisdiction or
control.

"(b) An undertsking to submit to the Consultative Committee
information concerning the legislative and administrative
measures taken.,

"2,  Responsibilities

"(a) An undertaking to provide, through sny national orgenization
or authority asesigned to implement the Convention, sssistance
to the Consultative Committee including data reporting,
assistance for international on-site inspeetiuns and a prompt
response to all requests for the provision of expertise,
information and laboratory support.

"and (b) An undertaking to co-operate fully with the
Consultative Committee in the exercise of its
verification activities and not to interfere in
any manner with the conduct of legitimate
verification activities.

National Technical Means

An understanding that national technical means may be utilized

to collect information on compliance, that such means will not

be interfered with, and that any State party that possesses

national technical means of verification may place the information

8t the disposal of other parties.
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or An understanding that where national technical means are utilized
to collect infermation on compliance, and not interferred with,
that all parties shall have accass to such information.
or Ne provision
"C. JInternational Means for Implementation
"1. Depository
To be determined.
"2. Preparatory Commission
An undertaking to establish a Preparatory Commission composed of
representatives of all signatory States to convenes after the
Convention is open for signature for the purpose of carrying out
the necessary preparations for the entry into force of the
provisiops of the Convention and to prepare for the establishment
of the Consultative Committee.l2’
"3. Consultative Committee
"{a) An undertaking to establish a Consultative Committgeli,
composed of representatives of all States Parties, which
ghall convene not later than 30 days after entry into force
of the Convention, to carry out broad international
consultations and co-operation among States Partiea,Ato
oversee the implementation of the Convention and to promote
the verification of continued compliance by performing
acientific and technical review functions and by preoviding
a forum for discussion of any problem related to the
implementation of the Convention.
and to decide on practical measures to be taken by parties
to the Convention in case of vielation.

"10/ In accordance with guidelines set forth in an annex to the Convention.

"11/ In accordance with specifications, organization and functions set forth
in an annex to the Convention.
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"(b) An undertaking to meet in regular sessions of the
Consuliative Commiitee every ... years, and to hold
extraordinary sessions at the request of any State Party
or the Executive Council.,

"(c) An undertaking to establish an Executive Council composed
of representatives of .,,. States Parties appointed by the
Consultative Committee ss well as a.Technical Secretariat
and other subsidiary bodies as necessary.

"(d) An understanding that the Executive Council will carry
out the functions of the Consultative Committee when it
is not in session and will also be responsible for

. receiving and disseminating data and information,
receiving requests on challenge: procedures and deciding
on specific action to be taken, and overseeing systematic
on-gite inspections.

"(e) ‘An.undersianding that the Technical Secretariat will
provide administrative .support to the. Executive Couvncil
and -the Consultative Committee and will render technical
agsigtance to States Parties and the Executive Council.

. CO-OPERATION AND .CONFIDENGE-BUILDING PROVISIONS
"R. Consultation and Comopersiion
".. Bilateral Consultative Process

"(a) An undertaking to consult and co-operate, directly or
through appropriate procedures, including the services of
appropriate international organizations and of the
Consultative Committee in any matter related to the
implementation of the Convention, and to endeavour to
clarify and resolve, through bilsteral consultation, any
gituation which may give cause to doubts ebout compliance
with the Convention, or which gives rise to concerns sbout
a related sgituation which may be considered ambiguous,

"(b) An undértaking to provide informetion to assure complisnce

. with the provisions of the Convention.
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4%,  International Consultative Procedures

"(a) An undertaking to co-operate fully with the Consultative
Committee and its subsidiary organs and/or international
organizations, which may, as appropriate, give scientific,
technical and administrative support to the Consultative
Committee in order to facilitate fact-finding activities so
as to ensure the speedy clarification of the situation which
gave rise to the original request.lg/

"(b) An understanding that at any time a request may be submitted
to the Consultative Committee or its appropriate subsidiary
body to carry out a challenge procedure to clarify and
resolve any situation considered to be ambiguous or which
gives rise to suspicion about actions in breach of obligations
deriving from the provisions of the Convention. —2/

"(¢) An undertaking to treat favourably and in good faith a
request for an on-site inspection by the Consultative
Committee or its appropriate subsidiary body, and to
submit a prompt and full explanation for the reasons
for a refusal, which should be considered an exceptional
response.

An underteaking to treat favourably and in good faith a
request for an on-site inspection by the Consultative
Commitiee or its appropriate subsidiary organ. A
refusal should be accompanied by the submission of a
prompt and full explanation of its reasons. The
Consultative Committee shall assess the explanation
submitted and may send another request, taking into
acoount all relevant elements, including possible new
elements received by the Consultative Committee after
the original request. If a second request is refused,

IS

recourse may be had to appropriate procedures under the
Charter of the United Nations.

"12/ In accordance with procedures set forth in an annex to the Convention.

w13/ In acoordance with detailed procedures to be agreed and set forth in
an annex to the Convention.
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"C .

"3, Assistance
Wa) An undertaking to provide assistance and support the provision

of assistance to a party to the Convention threatened or

adversely affected as a result of the violation of the

provisions of the Convention.

"and (b) An undertaking to provide assistance or support
being provided in accordance with the Charter of
the United Nations te any party to the Convention
which has requested such assistance and which the
Security Council decides has been exposed or is
possibly being exposed to danger as a result of a
violation of obligations assumed under the
Conivention by another party to it.

"4, United Nations
n(a) An understanding that parties will retain at all times their
ability to take whatever action they deem necessary within the
framework of the Convention or the Charter of the

United Nations to resolve differences concerning the

application.of the Convention.

‘and (b) An undertaking to co-operate in carrying out any
investigation which the Security Council may
initiate, in accordapce with the provisions of the
Charter of the United Nations, on the basis of the
complaint reczived by the Security Council which
ahall inform the parties to the Convention of the
result of the investigation.

Protection of Population and Environment
An undertaking to.protect the 'population and the environment in
fulfilling the obligations connected with the elimination of stocks of

chemical weapons and production facilities.

Promotion of Development Goals
An undertaking to facilitate the ecreation of favourable conditions

for the economic and technical development and for international
co-operation in the field of peaceful chemical activities-while-
precluding interference with areas of activity unrelated to the

purposes of the Convention.
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or An undertaking to avoid hampering the economic or technological
development of States Parties to the Convention or international
co-operation in the field of peaceful and protective chemical
activities, including the international exchange of chemicals
and equipment for the production, processing or use of chemicals

for peaceful and protective purposes.

"vI. ADDITIONAL PROVISIONS

"A.

Preamble and Other Provisions
"}. An understanding that the Convention will not limit or detract from

obligations assumed under other Treaties including:

"(a) the 1925 Protocol for the Prohibition of Use in War of
Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and of Bacteriological

» Methods of Warfare;

"(b) The Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production
and stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin
Weapons and on their Destruction; .
and (c) The Convention on the Prohibition of Military or Any

Other Hostile Use of Environmental Modification
Techniques.
"and 2. An undertaking to declare, within 30 days of entry into
force or adherence to the Convention, the location and
nature of any facility under Jjurisdiction or control

designed, constructed or used since

for the development of chemical weapons.
Withdrawal
An understanding that withdrawal may be exercised if extraordinary events
related to the subject matter of the Convention have Jeopardized the
supreme interests of a State. Notice of withdrawal will be given three
months in advance including a statement of the extraordinary events.
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"AD HOC WORKING GROUP ON CHEMICAL WEAPONS

"CONTACT GROUP A

"In order to pursue its negotiations, the Ad Hoc Working Group needs to examine
the issue of existing stockpiles in a comprehensive fashion. This involves
consideration of, inter alia, the following areas:

"1.
"2.
"y
"y,
"g,
"s.
",
"8.
"9,
"10.

Relative aspects in scope;

All declarations;

Timing of declarations;

Monitoring of declarations;

Destruction plans;

Timing of destruction;

Destruction methods;

Monitoring of destruction;

Other compliance requirements and confidence building measures; and

Resulting work requirements for national and international implementation
organizations.

"To assist the Working Group in its consideration of these matters, a contact
group will be established.
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" INSTRUCTIONS TO CONTACT GROUP A

"To further the Working Group's objectives, the contact group will axamine
and report on specific questions relating to treatment of the issue of existing
stockpiles as requested by the Working Group chairman. Specifically it will
consider:

= the techniques suitable for monitoring the.cdestruction of stockpiles;
and

- the basic content of declarations required.

"In examining these questions, the contact group should proceed in a systematic
fashion, drawing on material from all areas as necessary, and taking national
positions into account as alternatives to be considered. The contact group
reports from 1982 should provide a useful starting point. The contact group
should not focus on "technical matters' as such, although it si.ould identify areas
where existing technical advice is insufficient. Essentially, the contact
group's task is to identify the political and operational decisions needed to
permit the Working Group to negotiate successfully provisions on these questions
for inclusion in a convention.

"The contact group-chairman will report orally as necessary to the
Working Group chairman and will submit a short written report prior to the.last
Working Group meeting in April. To assist the Working Group in its negotiations,
the contact group in-this: report should note in particular the consensus reached
and areas in respect of each question in which differences have not been resolved.
"MEETINGS OF CONTACT GROUP

"The contact group will meet at the discretion of its chairman and meeting
times must be scheduled and announced through the Secretariat.

"Meetings will be informal, but interpretation services must be available,
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"Report of the Co-ordinator on the Results of the
vork of Contact Group A

"The terms of reference approved by the Working Group directed the
. Contact Group to concentrate its attention on the consideration of the two
subjects:
- the techniques suitable for monitoring the destruction of stockpiles, and
- the basic content of declarations required.

"The Contact Group began to consider the actusl steps of the destruction
process for chemical weapons stocks in order to evaluate whether werification
of destruction of stockpiles should be carried out by a quota system of
inspections or by continuous inspections. In this connection the Contact Group
took note of the United States document CD/387 of 6 July 19835, devoted to
specific methods for on-site verification on a continuous basis. Other documents
have been also discussed. Delegations continued to hold differing views, as
reflected in CD/294, CD/343, and other documents,

'With respect to the consideration of the basic content of declarations,
delegations continued to hold differing views, in particular, on the content
of initial declarations of gtockpiles, as reflected in CD/334.

"Some other questions related to the issue of existing stockpiles have also
been discussed, '

"Common Views and Topics for Further Discussion

"Baged on consultations with delegations the co-ordinator presented, for
oconsideration of the Contact Group, a paper outlining some points on stockpiles
on vhich commonality of views appeared to exist and also outlining some points
requiring further discussion. Consideration of the points confirmed that they
could serve as a suitable basis for further work and future elaboration. These
points are the following:
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"A. Possession or non-possession of chemical weapons, as defined, should be
declared within 30 days.

'B. The presence on a State's territory of stocks of chemical weapons under
the jurisdiction or control of anyone else should also be declared within 30 days.,
(Thus, the same stocks would be declared by the possessing State and by the State
on vhose territory the stock is.)

"c. States which Possess chemical weapons saould also provide specifio
information on their chemical weapons stockpiles at the same time., The information
should cover not only toxic chemicals but also precursors in the stockpiles,
mmitions and devices, and specifically designed equipment.,

'D.  Chemical weapons stocks should be dest:oyed/eliminated:y 'as rapidly as
possible.

'B. To ensure that no party gains a unilateral advantage, destruction/
elimination should be carried out according to a general schedule agreed during
the negotiation of the convention,

"F.  The destruction/elimination process should begin not latver than
++« months/years and be completed not later than 10 years.

"G. General plans for destruction/elimination of stocks should be declared
within ... days/months. The plans should describe:

"(i) type of operation;

"(ii) details of implementation of the agreed general schedule;
"(iii) what is to be destroyed and at what location;

"(iv) destruction products.

"H.  The destruction/elimination process should be carried out employing
agreed procedures which permit systematic international on-site verification,
The process should not be easily reversible,

"I.  An annual/periodic notification should be provided regarding
implementation of plans for destruction/elimination of chemical weapons stocks,
The notification should include: _

"(i) a progress report of stocks destroyed/eliminated during the
last year/period including details of types, quantities, and
destruction methods; .

" ¥/ An understanding has been reached that here and subsequently in the
wording destruction/elimination the first word ("destruction") reflects the
approach of the delegations which are in favour of the complete destruction
of the stocks of chemical weapons, while the second word ( "elimination")
corresponds to the approach of other delegations which envisage the possibility
of both destruction and diversion of the stocks of chemical weapons for non-
hostile purposes.
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"(ii) plans for destruction/elimination during the next year/period
including details of types, quantities, and destruction methods.
"J.. A certification that all chemical weapons stocks have been destroyed/
eliminated should be provided within 30 days after the process has been completed.
"X. Destruction of stocks should be subject to pystematic international
on-site verification, including systematic internstional on-site inspection.
"L. Provisions. should be included regarding:
(i) transfer of declared stocks from_one party to another for the
purpose of destruction; and,
(i1) chemical weapons found after the initial declaration has been mde.A
"M. A chemical weapons production facility could be temporarily converted
for destruction of chemical weapons. The converted facil:tty would have to 'be
destroyed as soon as it wes no longer in use for deatruction of stocks but not
later than the dea.dline for completion of stockplle destruction.
"N. All necessary precautions should be taken for the protection of the
population and the environment. 4
"0. Specific principles for verifma.tion of destruction.
(Separate section under preparation. o
"For further discussion:

- Should the location of CW stocks be declared as part of the initisl
declaration?

~ What informetion should be provided about the CW stocks in the initial
declaration?

- Should the declared stocks .be subject to prompt and systematic international
on-site inspection? If s'o, on what basis? Should the declared stocks be
subject to systematic international on-site monitoring until they are
eliminated? If so, on what basis?

- As an alternative to destruction, could some stocks also be eliminated by
allowing them to be used for non-bostile purposes? If so, which chemicals
could be used? What quantities? Under what verification provisions?

"%/ This section has not yet been prepared.



- Specific measures for systematic international on-site verification:
(separate section under -prepara.tion)f/
- What should be the deadline for beginning the actual elimination of stqcks?
- In what terms should the agreed general schedule for stockpile destruction
be defined?
- What should be the nature of the provisions regarding: .
(a) transfer of declared stocks from one party to another for the
purpose of destruction; and,
 (b) chemical weapons found after the initial declaration has been
*made?
" Co-ordinator's suggestions for more precise wording on certain 1 points
"In an attempt to reflect, in more precise wording, certain aspects of -the
common points set forth above, the Co-ordinator presented to the Contagt.Group
his suggestions. In the course of their elaboration, the views of some delegations
were taken into account. The Co-ordinator stated that his suggestions in no way
committed delegations. The Co-ordinator's suggestions are as follows:
"1, States Parties to the Convention shall be guided, in accordance with their
resulting obligation, to declare pobsession and non-possession of chemical .weapons

and their possible components, by the following:

"Each State depending on whether or not it posscsses chemical weapcns, as
defined in totality of paragraphs ... of the article .., (definition of chemical
weapons) or in any one of those paragraphs individually, regardless of the
quantity, on its own territory or elsewhere, under its authority:

"(a) within 30 days after the entry into force of the Convention will semd
to the Consultative Committee a-'declaration, which confirms the fact that it
possesses chemical weapans, or will give a negative answerj;

" (b) a State in possession of chemical weapons, not later than 30 days after
the entry into force of the Convention, will deelare its stocks of. chemical
weapons (procedure for 'declaring such stocks is’ subject to negotiation),

" Taking into account further comsideration . in Contact Group D of the questions
connected with chemicals for permitted purposes, this formula could be. supplemented
by the provieiona according to which each State Party, whether or not in possession

"%/ This section has not yet been prepared.
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of chemical weaponsy will albo bé reguired to make declarations, if it possesses
stocks of key precursors of supertoxic lethal chemicals, to be used forxr pemi't’ted
purposes, and if it possesses stocks or other lethal and/or harmful chemicals, to

be used for permitted purposes.

"2, (1) Each State Party, having chemical weapons under its jvxisdicticn or
control on the territory of anyother State, regardless if the latter is a Party
to the Convention or not, undertakes to declare the presence of its chemical
weapons stockpiles on the territory of that other State not later than 30 days
after the entry into force of the Convention or its accession to it; to withdraw
those chemical weapons from the territory of such a State not later than ....u...‘.:
(tc be elaborated) after the entry into force of the Convention or its accession |
to it with a view ta destroying/eliminating them; or %o destroy/eliminate those
chemical weapons stockpiles directly on the territory of that State in agreement
with it, under the condition that the latter agrees to the verification procedures
as provided for under this Convention.

"(2) Each State Party, having on its territory chemical weapons sfockpiles
which are under the jurisdiction or contrecl of another State, regardlegs-1f. the
latter is a Party to.the Convention or not, undertakes, not later than 30 days
after the entry into force of the Convention or its accession to it, to declaxe
the known presence of such weapons on its territory.

"3, fThe destructim/elimina"cion of the stocks.of chemical weapons shall be
initiated by each State .-P&'r.ty.possessing such weapons not later-than
oss months/years and should be completed not later than 10 years atter the

Convention enters into force or accession of the State to .it.

4, Each State Party to the Convention having chemica.i veapons stocks under its
Jjurisdiction or control, undertakes not later than 30 days after des¢ruction/
elimination of the stocks of chémical weapons to certify that all chemical

weapons stocks have been destroyeéd/eliminated.

"5, (1) Each State Party is-entitled to transfer its stockpiles -of ‘Chémical
weapons to another Stai;e Party foi ‘the purpose of their destrugtion,

"(2) A1l such stockpiles would, notw:.thstandlng their transfer t6 another
S%ate for the purpose of destruction, be su‘b,ject to the provisions of the
Convention and its related annexes which apply to stock'piies in general
(e.g. declarations of stockpiles, timing of destruction, includj,ng the
need to ensure a balanced schedule of destruction,’ a@eed procedures for

destruction, periodic notification of progress in destruction, etc.)
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"(3) Such transfers will be on the basis of an agreement between the
participants, the text of which is to be elaborated in accordance with the
guidelines contained in the annex and is to be transmitted to the
Consultative Committee.

"(4) Bach State Party transferring its stockpiles for destruction to-another
State Party should also undertake to declare, before the commencement of the
operations on ‘ransfer and transportation, the time-table of transfers and
transportation including quantity and composition of stocks to be transferred at
a given time and the location of the facility on the territory of another
State Party at which the destruction of stockpiles will be carried out. .

"(5) The State Party conducting the destruction of stockpiles of chemical
weapons which belong to another State Party, should not later than 30 days after
the completion of their destruction make an appropriate declaration about it.

"(6) The transfer of the stockpiles of chemical weapons for purposes of
destruction by one Party to the Convention to another State Party, the
transportation of the stockpiles and their destruction are subject to verification
in full measure, as it is envisaged in Chapter ... of the Convention.

"6. The destruction of stocks of chemical weapons shall be carried out by each
such State Party at a specialized facility (facilities)or at facility (facilities)
temporarily converted for such purposes, whose iocation and technical parameters
shall be declared by this State Party in accordance with ... In case of
temporarily converted facility (facilities) for the purposes of destruction,

it (they) shall be destroyed in the agreed manmer immediately after the termination
uf their use for the destruction of stocks and in any event not later than

10 years after the Convention enters into force or accession of the State to it.
"T. Bach State Party during the destruction/elimination of the stocks of
chemical weapons, undertakes to take all necessary precautions for the protection
of the population and the environment.
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"AD HOC WORKING GROUP ON CHEMICAL WEAPONS

" CONTACT GROUP B

"In order to pursue its negotiations, the Ad Hoc Working Group needs to
examine in detail the procedures required for the resolution of compliance
guestions. This involves consideration of, inter alia, -the following areass
1. Information exchanges demonstirating compliance;

"_2; Sequence of events in resolution cf compliance questions;
"3, EBvidence required to support challenges;

"4, ° Fact-finding measures;

"5. On—-site inspecjgiong;“ )

"6, Obligations .on nations;

"7. Role of consultative committee;

8. Appeals to the United Nationsj

"9, Other relevant compliance procedures and eonfidence
building measures; and

Y10. Resulting work requirements.-for national and international
implementation organizations.

"To assist the Working Group in its consideration of these matters, a
contact group will be established.



"INSTRUCTIONS TO CCNTACT GROUP B

"po further the Working Group's objectives, the contact group will exemine and
report on specific questions relating to treaiment of "thé issue of non-compliance
as requested by the Working Group chairman. Specifically it will consider:

"_ the fact-finding measures which shculd be in place for dealing with
challenges on compliances;

~ the nature of the evidence which should be available to justify
initiation of a challenge and an on-site inspection; and

- the obligation on naticns to accept cn-site.inspections as a regult
of a challenge.

"In examining these questions, the contact group should proceed in a systematic
fashion, drawing on material from all areas as necessary, and taking national
positions into account as elternatives to be considered. The contact group reports
from 1982 should provide a useful starting point. ‘The contact group should not
focus on "technicsl matters" as such, although it.should identify areas where
existing technical advice is insufficient. Essentially, the contact group’s task
is to identify the political and operational decisions needed to permit the
Working Group to negotiate successfully provisions on these questions for
inclusion in a convention.

"The contact group chairman will report orally as necessary to the Working Group
chairman and will submit a short written report pricr to the last Working Group
meeting in April. To assist the Working Group in its negotiations, the contact

group in this report should note in particular the consensus reached and areas
in respect of each question in which differences have not been resolved.

"MEETINGS OF CONTACT GROUP

"The contact group will meet at the discretion of its chairman and meeting
times must be scheduled and announced through the Secretariat.

"Meetings will be informal, but interpretation services must be available.
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" progress Report by the Co-ordinator

"The Contact Group examined the ten points contained in the general
directions given to it by the Working Group, and in particular the three specific
questions it was requested to consider, The following texts sum up the
discussions held by the Contact Group.

"Text No. 1

"on !the fact-findigg measures which should be in place for dealing with
challenges on compliance!, the Contact Group reviewed the conténts cf
Element XIII (Consultative Committee) as it appears in the Annex to CD/334,

It was generally felt that the Consultative Committee, composed of all

States Parties to the Convention, should have as its subordinate bodies a
technical secretariat and a sub-organ of reduced membership to operate on a
permanent basis, ?he possibility of establishing additional sub-organs was

not discussed. The technical secretariat would have routine administrative
functions such as receiving requests from States parties, providing technical
informetion, handling communications to and from States parties;organizing expert
teams for action decided by the competent organ, etc, The other stb-orgen would
have a smaller membership than the Consultative Committee and would be composed
of a fixed number of representatives of States jariies chosen on a basis yet to
be determined. Such a number should be small enough to ensure its speedy
convening and practical functioning and a' the same time representztive enough
to ensure its authcrity, The Contact Group considered alternatives for the

name of such a body ('Fact-Finding Panel' and 'Executive Council! were suggested),
It was also generally agreed that such a body should be able %o be convened on
short notice, and to take decisions on behalf of the Consultative Committee with
regard inter alia to the following matters: +to he seized with requests from
States parties; deciding on specific action to be taken regarding the request
(information, fact-finding, on-site inspections); evaluation of reports
submitted to it as a result of the action decided; reporting to the
Consultative Committee; requesting the convening of the Consultative Committee.
In this respect, the decision-making process should be further discussed.
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"Pext No. 2

"On !ihe nature of the evidence which should be available tc justify
initiation of a challénge and an on-site inspection? and !'the obligation on
nations to accept on-site inspsctions as a result of a challenge®, the discussions

in the Contact Group touched on a number of points recorded on CD/334 and
CD/342, in particular the results of the work of the Contact Groups established
during the 1982 Session of the Committee on Disarmament, The result of the
discussion in the Contact Group is summed up below,

"It was generally considered desirable that in seeking the resolution of
questions concerning oompliance with the Convention, States parties follow the
sequence of steps describbd in the text below, States parties should nevertheless
retain at all times their ability to take whatever action they deemed necessary
in the framework of the Convention or the Charter of the United Natioms to
resolve differences concerning the application of the Convention,

"It was also generally considered that a refusal by a State party to accept
on-site inspections requested by the competent organ of the Convention should be
exceptional and accompanied by a full explanation of the reasons for such a
refusal,

"1. States parties to this Convention undertake to consult and co=operate,
directly among themselves or through appropriate procedures, including the
services of appropriate international orgenizations and of the Consultative Cowmittee
in any matter related to the implementation of this Convention.

"2. States parties to this Convention shall endeavour to clarify and resolve,
through bilateral consultution, any situation which may give cause to doubts
about compliance with this Convention, or which gives rise to concerns asbout a
related situation which may be considered ambiguous. A State party seized with a )
request from another State party for clarification of a particular situation shall
promptly provide the requesting State party with all relevant information in
comnection with the request with a view to the satisfactory conclusion of the
issue,

*3. In order to facilitate the satisfactory sélution of situations referred to
in Section 2 above, the States parties concerned may request the co-operation
and good offices of the Consultative Committee, or its subsidiary organs for
the solution of the issue,
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n4, Having regard to the procedures contained in Sections 2 and 3 above, any
State party may request the Consultative Committee or its appropriate subsidiary
organ to carry out, in the exercise of its functions, appropriate procedures
with regard to itself or another State party to clarify and resolve any
gituation which may be considered ambiguous, or which gives rise to suspicion
about actions by another State party in breach of obligations deriving from the
provisions of this Convention. Such a request may include a request for an
on=-site inspection,

4.1 Requests sent to the Consultative Committee or its subsidiary organ under
Sectior. 4 above should contain objective and concrete elements supporting a
suspicion of non-compliance with the Convention and should be directly relevant
to the complaint.

®4,2 All States partigs undertake to co-operate fully with the Consultative Committee
and its subsidiary organs and/or international organizations, which may, as
appropriate, give scientific, technical and administrative support to the
Consultative Committee in order to facilitate their fact-finding activities so
as to ensure the speedy clarification of the situation which gave rise to the
original request.,

4,3 A request for an on-site inspection by the Consultative Committee or its
appropriate subsidiary organ shall be treated favourably and in good faith by
the State party which receives it., A refusal should be accompanied by the
submission of a prompt and full explanation of its reasons, The
Consultative Committee shall assess the explanation submitted and may send
another request, taking into account all relevant elements, including possible
new elements received by the Consultative Committee after the original request,
If a second request is refused, the State party which originated the request may
have recourse to appropriate procedures under the Charter of the Unit.. Nations,

"4.,4 The Consultative Committee shall notify all States parties of the
initiation of any of the procedures referred to in Section 4 above and shall

provide all available information related thereto to any State party upon request.
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" Report of the Co-ordinator

on_the

#"Structure and Functions of the Consultative Cuamittee
and its Subsidiary Organs

"l, A Consultative Committee, composed of representatives of all States Parties to
the Convention and presided over Yy -eees., shall be established within 30 days
after entry into force of the Convention,

"2. The Consultative Committee shall convene in (venue) not laver than (time)
after the Convention enters into force,

"3, The Consultative Commitiee shall subsequently meet in regular sessions every
vosee (time). Extraordinary sessiuias may be convened at the request of any
State Party or of the Executive Council,

"4e  eeee. (time) after the Corvention is open for signa.ture,y a Preparatory
Commigsion, ccmposed of representatives of all signatory States, shall be convened
tor the purpose of carrying out necessary preparations for thz coming into force
of the Convention's provisiocns, including preparing the first session of the
Consultative Committee, Th= guidelines for the activities of the Preparatory
Commission are contained in Anmex .... (suggestions: CD/343, page 10).

"5, The Consultative Committee shall carry out broad international consultations
and co-operation among States Parties to the Convention, oversee the implermentation
of the Convention, and promote the ve-ification of the continued compliance with
the Convention',** and for those purposes it shall:

"(a) review new scientific and technical developments which could affect the
operation of the Convention;

"(b) provide & forum for discussion of any questions relating to the
implementation of the Convention.

"#/ Suggestions were made to the effect that a minimum number of signatures
should be required for the convening of the Preparatory Commission.

v%%/ Suggestions were made to the effect that the Consultative Committee should
carry out the functions of a Review Conference of the Convention,
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"6. In order to assist it in carrying out its functions, the Consultative Committee
shall establish an Executive Council composed of representatives of ... (mnnber)
States Parties appointed by the Consultative Committee, as well as a Technical
Secretariat (and other subsidiary bodies to be agreed upon),

"l The Executive Cpunci) ghall be responsible for carrying out the functions of
the Consultative Committee specified in (a) end (b) of Section 5 above during the
period when the latter is not in scssion. it shall also be resnmonsible for the
following functions:

(a) co-operate with States Parties to ensure the implementation of, and
compliance with the Convention;
v) obtain, keep and disseminate information submittod by States Partias
regariing matters pertaining to the Convention;
| "(c) render services to States Parties, facilitating consultaiions among them;
"(d) be seized with requests from States Parties;
(e) decide on specific action to be taken regarding such requesto;
(£) receive the reports submitted to it as a result of the action undertaken;
"(g) report to the Consultative Committee;
"(h) request, when it deems necessary, the convening of the Consultative
Committee;
'ti) oversee the carrying out of systematic on-site inspections to ensure:
- destruction of chemical veapons stockpiles
- monitoring of small-scale production of super-toxic lethal chemicals
for [permitted purposes] [non-hostile military purposes}*-/
- as may be agreed upon, compliance with other obligatiouns
(e.g. non-production of chemicai weapons, non-use, elimination of
production facilities, etc.).

"8, In addition %o providing the necessary administrative support to the Consultetive
Committee and the Executive Council, the Techmical Secretarias (a.nﬁ/or other
subeidiary bodies to be further agreed upon)ff/ shall:

"(a) render technical assistance to States Parties and to the Executive Council
in implementing the provisions of the Convention;

"(b) receive from States Parties and distribute %o them date relevant to the
implementation of the Convention;

" ¥/ Subject to further elaboration of relevant definitions.
"#%/ See last sensence of Section 6 above,
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"(c) elaborate technical questions relevant to the implementation of the
Convention, such as drawing up for recommendation to the Conmsultative Committee
(or the Dxecutive Council) of lists of key precursors, technical procedures, etc.j
"(4) assist the Executive Council as further agreed upon in tasks related
to information, fact~finding, systematic on-site inspection and challenge inspection.
"9. The detailed specifications of the functions and organization of the

Consultative Committee and its subsidiary organs shall be spelt out in an Apnex
to the Convention.
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" AD_hOC WORKING GROUP ON CHEMICAL WEAPONS

" CONTACT GROUP C

"In order to pursue its negotiations, the Ad Hoc Working Group needs to
examine in depth the question of including a prohibition of use in the chemical
weapons convention and its implications. This involvea consideraticn of,
inter alia, the following arsas:

1.
"e.
"y,
"4
",
" 6.

Alternative ways for including prohibition of use;

Relation to other items in scope;

Relation to similar provisions in other conventions;

Legal aspects relating to international law;

Application of general challenge and fact-finding procedures;
Requirements for spucial compliance and verification procedures;
Obligations on nat.ions;

Role of consultative committee;

Other relevant aspects; and

Resulting work requirements for national and international
impiementation organizations.

"To assist the Working Group in its consideration of these matters, a contact
group will be astablished.
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"INSTRUCTIONS TO CONTACT GROUP C

“To further the Working Group's objectives, the contact group will examine and
report on specific questions relating to treatment of the issue of prohibition of
use as requested by the Working Group chairman. Specifically it will consider:

"~ legal and other restrictions on including a measure for prohibition of use
in a chemical weapons treaty; and

"~ special requirements, if any, in addition to the normal challenge and
fact-finding procedures necessary to investigate suspected use.

"In examining these questions, the contact group should proceed in a systematic
fashion, drawing on material from all areas as necessary, and taking national
positions into account as alternatives to be considered. The contact group
reports from 1982 should provide a useful starting point. The contact group
should not focus on "technical matters" as such, although it should identify
areas where existing technical advice is insufficient. Essentially, the contact
group's task is to identify the political and operational decisions needed to
permit the Working Group to negotiate successfully provisions on these gquestions
for inclusion in a convention.

"The contact group chairman will report orally as necessary to the
Working Group chairman and will submit a short written report prior to the last
Working Group meeting in April. To assist the Working Group in its negotiations,
the contact group in this report should note in particular the consensus reached
and areas in respect of each question in which differences have not been resolved.
"MEETINGS OF CONTACT GROUP

"The contact group will meet at the discretion of its chairman and meeting
times must be schedulad and announced through the Secretariat.

"Meetings will be informal, but interpretation services must be available.
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"Report by The Co-ordinator on the "Criteria for the objeetive
and impartial verification of a prohibition of use of

chenical weapons"

"{.1 The procedure assuring the verification of a prohibition of use of chemical

vweapons should allow for rapid action. This applies both to the administrative
treatment of a request for verification, by the organ responsible under the
Conventioh, and to access to site (if considered necessary). Acocess to site
should at any rate *take place within a +ime period after the reported event that
would facilitate examination of any material including identification of symptonms
in the human bedy of possible victims. Urgency would moreover be imperative in
view of the seriousness of an allegation of use, the prohibition of which is
after all the ultimete goal of the convention.

I.2 T the Convention should specifically state a time limit, this should in
any oase be an indicative one. The procedures established within WHO for rapid
dispatch of WHO epidemicel teams might serve as an example. Possible
co-operation with WHO could be explored. It was argued with respect to a
time-limit, albeit indicative in nature, that generally speaking the longer the
tiwe allowed to lapse affer a reported event before an investigation is
undertaken, the less likely it will be that the team produce decisive evidence.
The likelinood of finding decisive evidence would decreass ‘with time.
Climatological and other environmental factors could influence the time factor
both ways. Suggestions for the commencement of investigations varied from as
early as 24 hours after the reported event, %o up to four weeks thereafter. It
was suggested that the question of the speed with which an investigation should
be initiated might be usefully worked out in guidelines under the responsibility
of the Consuvltative Committee.

IT.1 The speed with which an investigation could proceed would depend o0 an
important degree on the messure of preparation. A list of laboratories,
equipment and qualified "inspectors" could be composed for the responsible treaty
organ to draw from at short notice. A standardized methodology could be
elaborated in the form of a guideline for the collection and analysis of
iqfofmation and samples, vhich would include an assured indisputable "chain of
custody" with respect to a sample from the moment it was taken to the moment

6f its scientific enalysis and identification.
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"II.2 Preparation could also focus on the availability of technical equipment
to be used by an investigation team in an on-site inspection, including
protective equipment for such a team,

"11.3 Special arrangements should be concluded, preferably .agreed beforehand,
to ensure access to a zene of presumed use and to ensure safety if coubat is
imminent in the zone. A possible role for the Intermational Committee of the
Red Cross, as an organization with experisnce of working in conditions of armed
conflict, was suggested. Danger could never be totally excluded and would have
to be accepted.

" IT.4 In the case of an intended on-site inspection under combat conditions the
responsible organ under the Convention should launch a gtrong appeal for
cessation cf hostilities. It was believed that in certain types of conflict
access to the zone of combat was not feasible without cessation of hostile
action.

"II.5 The armed forces involved in the conflict could be asked to co-cperate.
National authorities of the State on whose territory use might have occurred
should to ‘the best of their ability assist the investigating team.

"II.6 The investigation would be of an intermationsl nature. The authorities
representing the armed forces allegedly involved in use of chemical weapons
as well as the national suthorities mentioned in paragraph 5 above could be
conferred the right to be represented on the investigating team on an ad hoc
basis,

"II.7 It was suggested that wherever preparation was required as referred to
above, a technical preparatory committee could be charged with the eleboration
of the necessary details.

" II1.1 The investigation should comprise a "forensic" procedure; in this context
it could focus on defining the confines of the reported site; date and time of
the reported event; weather conditione at the time of the reported event
methods and means of delivery of the reported agents; impact on plant, animal
and human life. A series of events might have to be contemplated simultansously.
It was observed that such a chain of elements of evidence was a8 weak asg its
weakest element. Attention shonld therefore be focused on all elements alike,
individually, as well as in their interrelations.

" III.2 For a final conclusion to be reached the availability of information on
the presence of the chemicals under consideration in the region under
consideration for reasonz of a non-hostile nature could be essential., The
same could be true for pathological phenomena related to contamination with or
intoxication by chemicals of a non-hostile origin. The authorities in whose
territory the phenomena occurred could extend useful assistance in providing
such information.
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"Report of the Co-ordinator on

"Igsues relevant to the incorporation of a use
prohibition in the scope :of the Convention

"Discussions have centred on the -desired coverage of a use prohibition in the
Convention. Commonality of views has been cbserved to take shape on the following
aspects:

“". the prohibition should apply with respect to use against all States, not

conly States Partiea to the Convention;

". the prohibition should apply in any armed conflict (to be further defined,

for example in an agreed understanding);

". the Convention should provide for verification of alleged use of c¢hemical

weapons;

"= the Convention should provide for a clause of non-interference with the

relevant international treaties;

". the Convention should contain the 'traditional' withdrawal clause;

". the Convention should in its preambular part contain a reference to

the obligations set forth in the Geneva Protocol of 1925.

"Other aspects as yet eluded consensus:

. whetheér the use prohibition should apply to riot control agents;

" . whether the use prohibition should apply to herbicides;

"Comment: a solution to these questions could be found in the framework of the
definitions in the Convention.

". how to uphold in law the deterrence value of remaining stocks in the

period preceding their destruction;

"Comment: the right of any State to resort to reprisals seems not to be affected
by any of the proposed draft texts. Rather the question seems to be how the
States concerned could preserve, if they would choose to do so, a much broader
right to retaliate during this period. The remaining question would then be in
which form this eoncern could be met.

". the extent to which the 1925 Geneva Protocol has been subsumed in

customary interhational law and how this should be reflected in the
(preambular part of the) Convention;
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"Comment: though there was general recognition of the existence of a rule of
customary international law regarding non-use of chemical weapons, pesitions
variad as to the scope of such rule and, accordingly, as to tae desirability
and way to reflact such rule in the Convention.

n"The Co-ordinator, in an attempt to take account of the commonality of
views referred to above, suggested formulations that are contained in
Appendix I.
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"Appendix I

"Preambular pai-«eraph

'Taking cognizance of the obligations énshrined in the Protocol for %the
Prohibition of the Use in War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Gther Gases,
and of Bacterlological Methcds bf Warfare, signed at Geneva on
17 June, 1925.!

"Operativegparagraphs

"7, [See Appendix XI]

"II. The States Parties to this Convention, having accepted to be bound by the

obligation not to use chemical weapons in any armed conflict, in accordance
with Article .... hereby accept thal the procedure laid down in Article ...
shall apply to the varification of compliance with the said obligation.

"III. 1. PFothing in the Convention should be interpreted as in any way limiting
or detracting from the obligations assumed by any State under the Protocol for
the Prohibition of Use in War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and of
Bacterilologiecal Mzthods of Warfare, signed at Geneva on 17 June, 1925,

"2. Nothing in the Convention should be interpreted as in any way limiting
or detracting from the obligations assumed under the Convention on the Prohibition
of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological)
and Toxin Wezpons and on thcir Destruction.

"3Z. Nothing in the Convention should be interpreted as in any way limiting
or detracting from the obligations zssumed under the Convention on the Prohibition
of Military or /ny Other Hostile Use of Environmental rvodification Techniques.
"IV. Each State Party sh2ll in exercising its national sovereignty have the right
to withdraw from the Cenventicn if 1L decides that extraordinary events, related
to the subject matter of %he Convention, have Jecpardized the supreme interests
of its country. I% shall give notice cf such withdrawal to all other Parties to
the Convention and to the Uriited Nations Securitv Ccuncil three menths in advance.
Such notice shall include a statement of the extraordinary events it regards as

having jeopardized its supreme intercats.
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Appendix II
"With regard to a first operative paragraph relating to non-use of

chemical weapons, a suggestion was made for .a formula in which an unequivocal
undertaking to exclude the use of chemical weapons is placed in the framework
of the recognition that such undertaking would complement the prohibitions in
the 1925 Geneva Protocol. This formula, as drafted by the co-ordinator, reads
as follows:

"tI. States Parties to the Convention undertake, through the
implementation of the provisions of this Convention which
complement the prohibitions of the 1925 Geneva Protocol, to
exclude the use of chemical weapons in any armed conflic%.'!

"The possibility of making this formula the basis for further work has
bee.: considered; however no agreement could be reached thereupon and
delegations felt that the matter had to be further studied.

"Meanwhile, a number of delegations maintain preference for solution to
the incorporation of a use prohibition in the scope of the Convention through
direct inclusion of such a prohibition in Element I (of CD/CW/WP.33), while
other delegations continue to prefer a solution whereby commitment of Partiecs
as well as non-Parties 20 the 1925 Geneva Protocol ia reflected to observe
the Protocol's provisions regarding prohibition of the use of chemical weapons
in all armed conflicts.

"The matter should be resolved in further intensive consultations.
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"AD HOC WORKING GROUP ON CHEMICAL WEAPONS
"CONTACT GROUP D

"In order to pursue its negotiations, the Ad Hoc Working Group needs to
examine some definitions further and to develop the criteria necessary to
identify and list chemicals whose production must be prohibited for chemical
weapons purposes and for which compliance with the ban must be verified. This
involves consideration of, inter alia, the following areas:

", Scope of the prohibition;

2. The basic prohibitions/general purpose criterion;

>, All terms requiring definition for purposes of the convention;

", Terms where adequate definition is still lacking;

5. Categories, if necessary, within which chemicals may be identified
for control and verification of production;

"6. Criteria for assigning chemicals to categories including toxicity
criteria and chemical criteria;

"7. The preparation of lists;

"8. The use of categories, criteria and lists in verification;
"9, Verification procedures; and

"10. The effects of verification procedures in industry.

"To assist the Working Group in its consideration of these matters, a contact
group will be established.
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"INSTRUCTIONS TO CONTACT GROUP D

"To further the Working Group‘s objectives, the contact group will examine
and report on specific questions relating to definitions, criteria and precursors
as requested by the Working Group chairman. Spe sifically. it will consider:

"~ reaching common agreement on the definition of the terms chemical
weapons, precursors and key precursors;

"~ providing agreed criteria and onec or more lists of precursors suitable
for use in establishing controls and verification procedures to guarantee
the non-production of chemicals for chemical weapons purposes; and

"~ verification methods and limitations that might be devised on the basils
of the agreed definitions and criteria.

"In examining these questions, the contact group should proceed in a
systematic fashion, drawing on material from all areas as necessary, and taking
national positions into account as alternatives to be considered. Previous contact
group reports from 1982, the results from discussions in January 1983 and material
already obtained in consultations and in the Working Group in 1983 should provide
a useful starting point. The contact group should consider related technical
information as necessary and identify the political and operational decisions
needed to permit the Working Group  to negotiate successfully provisions on these
questions for inclusion in a convention.

"The contact group co-ordinator will reposrt orally as necessary to the
Working Group chairman and will submit a first report by 13 July 1983. To assist
the Working Group in its negotiations the contact group in its reports should note
in particular the consensus reached and areas in respect of each question in
which differences have not been resolved.

"MEETINGS OF CONTACT GRCUP

"The contact group will meet at the discretion of its chairman and meeting
times will be scheduled and announced as agreed with the Secretariat.
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"Report of the Co-ordinator on the work of Contact Group D

". The discussions of the Contact Group concerned the mandate given to the Group by
the Chairman of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons, specifically: definitions
of chemical weapons; precursors and key precursors; criteria for, and one or more
lists of, precursors, as well as procedures for verification of production of such
precursors. The Group was later given the task of discussing also small-scale
facilities for production of super-toxic lethal chemicals for agreed purposes.

"2, The discussions were based on previously presented material as well as material
presented during the discussions as given in the list of references attached to this
report.

"5« The report is set out in two parts. The first part contains views which the
Co-ordinator feels have not met with objections from delegations participating in
the discussions 1q the Contact Group although no delegation is bound by the specific
formulations used.' In the second part views, which have not met wiih full agreement,
are recorded, including alternatives and objections which have been presented during
the discussions.

“PART 1

"Structure

ns4. The convention should contain definitions of chemical weapon, precursor and key
precursor, criteria for selecting key precursors as well as a list or, if agreed,
lists of agreed key precursors.

"Definitions

5. The following concepts regarding the definition of chemical weapon appearing in
CD/334 seem to continue to obtain general support:

"(a) The definition should comprise only such concepts as are necessary for the
purpose of the convention.
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"(b) The definition shouid express the typical effects of chemical weapons,
i.e. that their effects are due to the utilization of the toxic properties of
chemicals to cause death or other harm.

"(c) The term ‘'chemical weapon' should be applied tc three different categories

of items:
n({) Toxic chemicals which meet certain criteria, and their precursors.
"(11) Munitions and devices which meet certain criteria. This category
includes binary and other multi-cemponent munitions or devices.
w({11) Equipment specifically designed for use directly in connection with
the employment of such munitions or devices.

"The toxicity criteria given in CD/334 were not discussed further in the

Contact Group, since they seem to be generally agreed.
"6. For the purpose of the convention precursor should be defined.
"7, The definition of a key precursor should express the following concepts:

-.It should be a substance which plays a most important role for the
production of/toxic chemicals for chemical weapons purposes/chemical
warfare agents/.:/

- For this reason production of a key precursor for permitted purposes might
create conditions for the violation of the convention and should be
subject to particular provisions under the convention.

- A key precursor should normally meet all agreed criteria in order to be
selected for listing.

"Critepria
"8, Criteria, and provisions derived from them regarding key precursors could
be the following:
w. One criterion should be that it would be particularly important in
determining the characteristics of the end product.
"_ Another criterion is that it has relatively 1ittle use for non-hostile
purposes.
uCpiteria could be revised when scientific or 'other development so required.
"The purpose of the criteria would be t6 select key precursors whicb should

be placed in a list or, if agreed lists.

n®/  Pending final definition of chemical weapons.
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"List of key precursors

"9, There should be a list or, if agreed, lists containing chemical substances
which meet all the agreed criteria of key precursors. In addition, a chemical
substance, notwithstanding that it does not meet all the criteria, could be, as an
exception, included in the list of key precursors on the basis of decision taken
by the States Parties to the Convention. Such decision should take into
consideration the potential role of a chemical substance for chemical weapons and
its role in the commercial chemical industry. The list should be previewed
periodically and revised, if nhecessary, with the aim of adding chemical substances
or deleting those which no longer meet all the agreed criteria, or no longer need
to be included as exceptions.
"Permitted purposes

"10. There was a common view that ‘permitted purposes' had been expressed in an
equal way in CD/§94, CD/334 and CD/343. Differences in formulations did not
detract from the common understanding of this issue in the three documents.
Accordingly the concept of ‘permitted purposes”, as well as 'protection purposes'
which-form a sub-category of 'permitted purposes', could be used as a common
basis for the discussion of the problems connected with a 'small~scale production
facility'. a preliminary formulation might be the Tcllowing:

"Permitted purposes means:
- Non-hostile purposes, that is: 1ndustr1al,agricu1tura1, research, medical
or other peaceful purposes, law-enforcement purposes, or protective purposes;
- Military purposes which are not related to the use of chemical weapons.
"Small-scale production facility

"1l. With respect to provisions for a smallescale facllity for protective/permitted
#*

purposes-/ the following views below were expressed:

sttt ——

"®*/ The expression 'protective/permitted purposes' reflects the common
undergianding that the production of a declared single small-scale production
facility should relate to 'protective purposest which are part of "permitted
purposes', irrespective of whether delegations held that such production should
relate to all permitted purposes or only to protective purposes,
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"(a) Production of super-toxic lethal chemicals for protective/permittad
purposes should be limited to a single declared small-scale facility for each party;:

"(b) The capacity of the facility should not exceed an agreed limit;

"(e) -The aggragate quantity of super-toxic lethal chemicals/and key precursors/
for protective/permitted purposes should be as low as possible and not exceed an
agreed limit;

"(d) The single, small-scale facility should be subject to systematic

international on-site inspection.

"Verification procedures for non-production of key precursors for chemical weapons
purposes '
"12. 1In order to verify the declared production for permitted purposes of listed

key precursors, it was considered generally agreed that such production would,

like all aspects cf the Convention, be subject to verification by challenge under

the provisions of the Convention. It was also agreed that regular exchange of

information regarding such production should be provided for in the Convention.
"The above-mentioned measures, or other measures to be agreed, should be set

out alongside each chemical or class of chemicals on the list.

"PART 2 - ALTERNATIVE VIEWS

"Definition of chemical weapons

"13. Some delegations heid that the definitions of chemical weapons should include

the concept 'chemicql warfare agent' as was suggested as an alternative also

in CD/334. Differeht'suggestions were put forward for this purpose in written and
cral proposals submitted to the Committee on Disarmament, the Working Group and

the Contact Group or were contained in earlier documents (seé list of references).
"Definition of ‘'chemical warfare agent
"14. It was suggested that a definition of chemical warfare agent should be included
in the Convention.

"Definition of precursor

"15. A suggestion for thc definition of 'precursor’ was the following: for the
purpose of the convention a precursor is a chemical which, by isomerigzation; or
reaction with another chemical, or both, lead t6 the formation of/chemical

weapons/.
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"A- view was put forward that the definition of precursor should be based on the
concept of chemical warfare agent.
"Definitions of key precursors

"6. Some delegations felt that a definition of key precursors contained in chemical
weapons or military stockpiles would not be necessary since the key precursors
falling under such a definition automaticaily would have to be declared and eliminated
under the Convention. Only key precursors to be produced under supervision for
permitted purposes need to be defined.

"The definition shall contain the cancept that the key precursor shall be listed
together with:

#"(a) The ecriteria or other grounds which constitute the reasons for putting
it on the 1list;

"(b) The measures for ensuring compliance with the Convention, agreed
individually for sach key precursor.

“Othera felt that the definition of key precursors should be related to all
the chemicals which meet all the demands of criteria of key precursors, irrespective
of for which purposes they are produced and where they are stored.

"Sueh a definition must serve for the purposes of composing a list of key
precursors, declarations, destruction or diversion of stockpiles, and verification
of limitation of production in the peaceful chemical industry.

"The definition of key precursor should serve as a guide for the evaluation
of criteria in the future.

"A view was put forward that the definition of key-precursors should be based
on the concept of chemical warfare agent.

"Criteria

"17. Some delegations considered that a third criterion for selecting key precursors
should be that the precursor takes part in the final stage of the prodeution of

the toxic chemicals used for chemical weapons.

"Other delegations thought that this criterion, to be acceptabls, should
specify the 'final stages'. Fopr alternative suggestions see the list of references.

"Some delegations did not find it necessary to include this oriterion at all.

"Criteria would also guide in a general way the measures of verification
(e.g. exchange of information) which should acoompany the sclected key precursors
on the list.
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"ist of key precursors

"18. With regard to the content of the list of key precursors several suggestions
and variations of earlier suggestions were put forward. Although all delegations
seemed able to accept the inclusion of ceriain chemicals in a list (or lists), views
differed with respect to other chemicals and, to the reasons why they should be put
on a list of key precursors.

"A list, or, if agreed, lists of key precursors to be produced for permitied
purposes UNdsr supervision could- contain all or some of the chemieals or types of
chemicals which had been suggested earlier (see list of references), together with
agreed verification measures to be applied for each substance or class of chemicals
iisted.

"Smell-scale production facility

"9, In addition to. the common views expressed on provisions for a small-scale
production facility for protective/permitted purposes, it was considered that the
following issues need further discussion:

"(a) Should production of key precursors for protective purposes be limited to
& single small-scale facility for each Party?

"(») Should production of super-toxic lethal chemicals for permitted purposes
other than protective purposes be restricted to a small-scale facility?

"(c) Should production of key precursors for permitted purposes other than
protective purposes be restricted to a small-scale facility?

"(d) Should production for protective purposes of all compounde containing
methyl-phosphorus bonds be restricted to a small-scale facility?

"(e) Should production for permitted purposes of all compounds containing
methyl-phosphorus bornds be restricted to a small-scale facility?

"(£) What should be the agreed amount of super-toxic lethal chemicals and key
precursors which a Pexrty might have on hand for protective purposes?

"(g) Should there be a 1imit on the amount of super-toxic lethal chemicals and
key precursors which a Party might have on hand for all psrmitted purposes, including
protective purposes? If so, what should be the agreed amount?

"(h) What should be the agreed production/capscity limit for a small-scale
production facility for protective purposes?

"(1) What should be the agreed production/capacity/limit for production of
super-toxic lethal chemicals at a small-scale production fac’ilty for permitted

purposes?
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(3) If production for permitted purposes of super-toxic lethal chemicals znd
key precursors were allowed in commexrcial industry, should there be a
produotion/cepacity/1init?

n(k) What should the verification objectives and guidelines be for each of ths
possible production restrictions abovae?

"Verificgtion procedurss for non-producticn o
Purposes

"It was proposed by the Co-ordinator that the folloving topics should be further
discussed:
"~ Details on iie kind of information to be exchanged, e.g. concerning declarstions
of production facility location and capacity, production level, civil use, eto,
"- On-site inspection on a random or periodic basis,
"The discussions did not deal with how the non-production of the chemicals oy
undeclared facilities could be verified."
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" CD/294

»CD/326

"CD/334

"CD/343
" CD/353
"CD /401
"CD /oW NP. 46
*CD /O /WP .51
" CD /oW /MR, 52

»CD,CW/WP. 54
" CD/CW/CRP.62*%

" CD/CW/CRP. 76
" CD/CW/CRP. 78

" Cp/CW/CRP.81/Rev.1

" CD/CW /CRP.83

"List of References

Basic provisions of a convention on the
prohibition of the development, preduction

and stockpiling of cnemical weapons and on
their destruction.

Proposals on Meclaration', Werification'
and the 'Consultative Committee.

Report of the Ad Hoc Working Group on
Chemical Weapons to the Committee on
Disarmament.

United States detailed views on the
contents of a chemical weapons ban.

Verification of non-production of
chemical weapons

Precursors - key precursors

Suggested list of key precursors, including
those usable in multicomponent chemical
weapon systems.

Preventing illegal production of key
precursors of nerve gas.

Verification of non-production of
chemical weapons.

Precursors - key precursors.

Suggested alternative wording for
Element II and Annex I.

Element II = General definition of
chemical weapons.

Definition of 'key precursors'.

Questions relating to the possible civilian
use of chemicals containing the

zethyl-phosphorus bond.

Lisv of precursors for super-toxic
chemicals and incapacitating chemicals.

Concept of precursors in the CW
Convention.
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Yugoslavia
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"CD /CW /CRP. 84

"cD/CW/CTC. 29
6D /e /6TC. 34

"CD/CW /CTC. 41

"ast of héferences (continued)

Linting of key precursors.

'Precursors ' and 'key precursors'.

Definition of 'precurscrs' and
‘key precursors’.

Illustrative liat of binary chemical
Tyobems.
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80. At its 237th plenary meeting on Friday, 26 August 1983, the Committee
on Disarmament decided that the Ad Hoc Working Group on Chemical Weapons will
resume its activities on 16 January 1984.

E., New types of weapons of mass destruction and new
systems of such weapons: radiological weapons

81. The item on the agenda entitled "New types of weapons of mass destruction
and new systems of such weapons; radiological weapons" was considered by the
Committee in accordance with its programme of work, during the periods from

11 to 15 April and from 25 to 29 April 1983.

82. The list of new documents presented to the Committee during its 1983
session under the agenda item are listed in the report submitted by the

Ad Hoc Working Group.

83. At its 236th plenary meeting on 23 August 1983, the Committee adopted the
report of the Ad Hoc Working Group re-established by the Committee under the
agenda item at its 207th plenary meeting (see paragraph 10 above). That
report (CD/414) is an integral part of this report and reads as follows:
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"I. INTRODUCTION

"1. At its 207th plenary meeting, on 29 March 1983, the Committee on Disarmament
adopted the following decision, relating to item 5 on its agenda, contained in
document CD/358, which, inter alia, reads:

'The Committee decides to re-establish for the duration of its
1983 session the Ad Hoc Working Groups on a Nuclear Test Ban, Effective
International Arrangements to Assure Non-Nuclear-Weapon States Against
the Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons, Cheinictl Weapons and
Radiological Weapons ...

'It is understood that the ad hod working groyps may start their
work on the basis of their former mandates ..

'The ad hoc working groups will report te the committee on the
progress of their work before the conclusion of its 1983 session.!

h

"II. ORGANIZATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTATION

"2, At its 207th plenary meeting, on 29 Mapch 1983, the Committee on Disarmament
appointed Ambassador Curt Lidgard, representative of Sweden, as Chairman of the
Ad Hoc Working. Group, Dr. Lin Kuo-Chung of the Unfited Naiions Department for
Disarmament Affairs served as Secretary of the Ad Hoe Working Group.

"3, The Ad Hoc Working Group held six meetings b¢tween 8 April and 29 April and
between 13 June and 17 August 1983,

"4. At its 1at meeting, on 8 April, the Ad Hoc Working Group, upon the Chairman's
suggestion, decided to establish two groups (A and B) to undertake substantive
examinations of the two ma jor issues before the Working Group. X/ Group 4, under
the coordinatorship of the representative of the United States of America, would
consider questions relating to "traditional radiological weapons subject matter"
and Group B, under the coordinatorship of the represcntative of the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republies, would examine issues related to prohibition of attacks against
nuclear facilities. It was the understanding that the gquestion of linkage between
these two isgues would be left aside for the time being and would be considecred
in the Ad Hoc Working Group itself at the end of the current session.

e ————

"%/ A delegation, while not opposing the establishment of Group B, abstained
from nartiéﬁoating in that Group.
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"s. 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 Hoc Working Group during the 1983 session: Austria, Burundi, Finland, Greece,
Ireland, Norway, Senegal and Spain.

"s. In carrying out its mandate, the Ad Hoc Working Group took into account
paragraph 76 of the Final Document of the first special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament. It also took into consideration the
relevant recommendations of the United Nations Disarmament Commission, in particular
those adopted in connection with the Second Disarmament Decade in 1980. In addition
to.various resolutions adopted by the General Assembly on the subject at its
previous sessions, the Working Group took into account in particular
resolution 37/99C of the General Assembly. Paragraphs 1 and 2 of that resolution
read as follows:

'l. Requests 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 weapons,
in order that it may be submitted to the General Assembly at its
thirty~eighth session;

r2. Further requests the Committee on Disarmament to continue its search
for: a solution to the question of prohibition of military attacks on
nuclear facilities, including the scope of such prohibition, taking into
account all proposals submitted to it to this end;'

"7. During the 1983 session, the Ad Hoc Working Group had before .t the following
additional documents for consideration:

" (1) CD/345 A Group of Socialist Countries: Ensuring
the Safe Development of Nuclear Energy
(14 February 1983);

" (2) CD/RW/WP.41 United Kingdom: Definition of Radiological
(CD/374) Weapons and the scope of a Radiological
Weapons Treaty (13 April 1983);

" (3) CD/RW/WP.42 Chairman's Working Paper: Meetings in
the Firat Part of 1983 Session
(14 April 1983);

" (4) CD/RW/WP.43 Chairman's Working Paper: Meetings in
the Second Part of 1983 Session
(26 April 1983);

"(5) CD/RW/WP.44 Chéirman's Working Paper, containing
) Coordinators' progress reports of
Groups A and B (29 April 1983);

" (6) CD/RW/WP.45 and Corr.l Sweden: Compliance and Verification
(21 June 1983);

" (7) CD/RW/WP.46 Proposal by the delegation of the
United States of America (16 June 1983);

" (8) CD/RW/WP.4T United Kingdom: The Prohibition of
Attacks on Nuclear Facilities
(30 June 1983);
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" (9) CD/RW/WP.48 Group of 21: Proposal for an Article on
"Peaceful Uses" (30-June 1983);

" (10) CD/RW/WP.49 Japan: Proposal for Article I
("Definition™) Article II ("Scope of
Prohibition") and the related Article
(6 July 1983);

" (11) CD/RW/WP.50 A compilation of types or categories of
nuclear facilities to be considered
(9 August 1983);

" (12) CD/RW/WP.51 A compilation of alternative mechanisms
for the linkage between "traditional
radiological weapons subject matter" and
Pprohibition of attacks against nuclear
facilities" (11 August 1983);

" (13) CD/RW/CRP.19 Suggestions by the Coordinator on the
\ Issues of Definition, Peaceful Uses, and
Relationship to Other Agreements
(28 April 1983);

" (14) CD/RW/CRP.20 Suggestions by the Coordinator for the
Structure of. a Treaty Prohibiting
Radiological Weapons (23 June 1983);

" {15) CD/RW/CRP.20/Rev.1 Submission bty the Coordinator of Group A
(3 Auguat 1983);

" (16) CD/RW/CRP.21/Rev.l Report of Group A (9 August 1983);

" (17) CD/RW/CRP.22/Rev.2 Report of Group B on the question of

prohibition of attacks against nuclear
facilities (12 August 1983);

" (18) CD/RW/CRP.23 Draft Report of the Ad Hoc Working Group
on Radiolegical Weapons (11 August 1983);

" (19) CD/RW/CRP.24 A list of proposals regarding the question
of prohibition of attacks against nuclear
facilities (10 August 1983).

"During the course of deliberations in the Working Group, as well as in Groups A
and B, the Secretariat also prepared a rnumber of informal working papers with a
view to assisting the work of the Groups. They are listed as follows:

"(1) Cbmbiiat@on.of texts regarding "Definition" and."Scope of Prohibition" as
contained in CD/31, CD/32, CD/RW/WP.20 and .CD/RW/WP.39;

"(2) Compilation’ of texts regaiding "Peaceful Uses" as contained in CD/3},
CD/32, CD/RW/WP.20 and CD/RW/MWP.39;

"(3) Compilation of texts regarding "Relationship with other disarmament measures
and agreements" as contained in CD/31, CD/32, CD/RW/WP.20 and CD/RW/WP.39;



"(4)

Il(s)
Il(6)

"(7)

11(8)

"(9)

] (10)

"(11)

1" (12)

1" (13)

"(14)

1 (15)

n (16)

" (17)

"8.

Compilation of texts regarding 'Compliance and Verification' as contained
in CD/31, CD/32, CD/RW/WP.20 and CD/RW/WP.39;

A list of proposed draft treaties on radiological weapons;

A 1i8t of proposals on the draft preamble part of the Treaty on Radiological
Weapons;

A list of proposals on 'Definition' and 'Scope of Prohibition' parts of the
Treaty on Radiologlcal Weapons;

A 1ist of proposalé on 'Peaceful Uses' part of the Treaty on Radlolngical
Weapons;

A 1ist of proposals on 'Relationship with other disarmament measures and
agreements ! part of the Treaty on Radiological Weapons;

A 1ist of proposals on "Compliance and Verification' part of the Treaty on
Radiological Weapons;

A list of proposals on 'Amendments ', 'Review Conferences', 'Duration and
Withdrawal !, !'Adherence, Entry into Force, Depositary' parts of the Treaty
on Radinlogical Weapons;

A list of proposals on 'Annex' part of the Treaty on Radiological Weapons;

A list of proposals regarding the question of prohibition of attacks against
nuclear facilities;

A compilation of texts of provisions contained in certain existing legal
instruments regarding the question of prohibition of attacks against nuclear
facilities;

Compilation of specific proposals which may facilitate the formulation of
a list of criteria regarding the scope of prohibition of attacks against
nuclear facilities;

A preliminary list of types or categories of nuclear facilities to be
considered;

A compilation of alternative mechanisms for the linkage between "Traditional
radiological weapons subject matter" and "prohibition of attacks against
nuclesr facilities'.

" III. SUBSTANTIVE NEGOTIATIONS ON THE SUBJECT
DURING THE 1983 SESSION

In accordance with the Programme of Work adopted by the Ad Hoc Working Group

as contained in document CD/RW/WP.42, Groups A and B held three meetings each
between 11 and 28 April, under the coordinatorship of Mr. Morris D. Busby (USA)
and Mr. Yury Nazarkin (USSR) respactively. The Coordinators of. Groups A and B
submitted progress reports, as contained in Annexes I and II of

document CD/RW/WP.44 respectively.
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"9. During the second part of the 1983 session, Group A held nine mestings

between 13 June and 8 August, under the coordinatership of ¥Mr, Morris D. Busby (USA).
The Coordinator submitted the report of the Group on 1ts work to the Ad Hoc Working
Group on Radiological Weapons, as contained in Annex I of this report. Group B

held 11 meetings between 21 June and 12 August under the coordinatorship of

Mr. Boris P. Prokofiev (USSR). The Coordinator submitted the report of the Group

on its work to the Ad Hoc Working Group on Radiologieal Weapons, as contained in
Annex II of this report.

"10. At its 4th and 5th meetings, on 11 and 15 August, the Ad Hoc Working Group
considéred th. question of linkage” between the two ma jor ‘issues before the

Working Group, namely ‘traditional radiological weapons wittject matter' and
'prohibltion of attacks against nuclear facilities'. Taking into account varigus
suggestions and proposals made by delegationa, the Secretariat prepared a
compilation of alternative mechanisms for ‘the linkage between them (CD/RU/WP.51)-
The compilation contains the following alternative mechanisms:

"(1) One single treaty on radiologicai weapons covering both issues, in light of
the fact that attacks against nuclear facilities ooifld be tantamount to the
use of radiological wedpons;

"(2) One general treaty on radiological weapons containing two protocols, namely:
Protocol 1 dealing with 'traditional radiological weapons subject matter!'
and Protocol IT dealing with "prohibition of attacks against nuclear
facilities";

"(3) One treaty with one protocol, either intagral or optional, namely: the
treaty itself dealing with 'traditional radiological weapons subject
matter' and the protocol dealing with ‘'prohibition of attacks against
nuclear facilities';

"(4) Two separate treaties dealing with the two issues with clauses of
understanding that the conclusion of one treaty will be pending the
coneclusion of the other treaty;

"(5) One treaty dealing with 'traditional radiological weapons subject matter!,
with clauses of understanding that the relevant provisions contained in
the existing legal instruments, in particular, the Additional Protocel I
of 1977 to the Geneva Conventions of 1949 should be amended in such a
manner that the question of 'prohibition of attacks against nuclear
facilities ' be fully covered;

"(6) Two separate treaties dealing with the two issues independently without
any linkage.

"In addition the following alternative mechanisms were suggested:

"(1) One treaty on the 'traditional radiological weapons subject matter' with
the insertion of a clause stipulating that the Contracting Parties
undertake to start negotiations as soon as possible on the prohibition of
attacks against nuclear facilities.

"(2) One treaty dealing with the ‘traditional radiological weapons subject
matter' could have clauyges of understanding to the effect that the
question of prohibiting military attacks against nuclear facilities,
including the question of the scope of such a prohibition, be further
considered with a view to reaching agreement on these issues.
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" On the basis .of this:compilation delegations h-d a general exchange of views. The
discussions revealed that positions. of- delegationa on this queation continuad to be
considerably far apart from each other.

»

“IV. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

"l1. :Although:centain outstanding 1ssues continued to remain in the “traditional
radiological weapons subject matter', the extensive discussions ‘and intensive
negotiations in Group A have further clarified many of the problems involved and
would-pave the way for future work on the subject. The substantive examination of
the question of profifbition of attacks against nuclear facilities in Group B was
considered:useful and neceesarny and: to have-led to a better comprehension of the
problsis.: The various positions of delegations, especially as to the scope of
prehibition and.legal aspects of the. issue, were clarified. The discussion
contrituitéd considerably  to- the. exsmination of common approaches and of potentias
activities of the Group in: the future.

"12. It was recognized that the 'traditional radiological weapons subject matter'
and the question of prohibition of attacks agajnst nuclear facilities were
important and that these isc-ies needed solution. The Committee on Disarmament
couid continue to be the most appropriate forum to deal with them.

3. The Ad.Hoc.Working Group agreed. to recommend to the Committee on Disarmament
to re-establich an ad hoc warking group at .the beginning of its 1984 session to
continue its work and in that context to review and assess how best to make progress
on the subject matter."”
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"ANNEX I

"REPORT OF GROUP A

“L. As requested by the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Radiological
Weapons on 8 April 1983, Group A has considered the subject of radiological weapons
in the "traditicnal' sense. A separate group was requested to deal with the
question of prohibition of military attacks on nuclear facilities. Group A held

12 meetings during the course of this session. The purpose of Group A, as defined
by the Chairman, was to '...try to solve the still outstanding substantive issues
and leave for the time being the question of the linkage between them.'

"2, At its initial meeting on 11 April 1983, Group A decided on & vworking method
vhereby there would be substantive discussion of four outstanding issues: the
question of a definition of radiological weapons; the question of an appropriate
article in the treaty regarding peaceful uses; the question of undertakings and
obligations of states in the related field of nuclear disarmament; and the question
of compliance provisions. The Co~ordinator proposed, and the Group agreed, that
negotiations should be held on these issues, based on all existing proposals as
well as suggested compromise texts which the Co-ordinator would brepare and present
to the Group, in order toc arrive at accommodaticns. Group A would attempt to find
congsensus and to forward to the full RW Working Group am overall treaty taxt.

"3. Based on previously submitted consolidated texts and all relevant proposals,
Group A considered each of the four ouistanding issues. In this context, Group A
took note of and expressed appreciation for the efforts of Previous chairmen of
the Radiological Weapons Working Group, Ambass .dor Komives of Hungary and
Ambassador Wegener of the Federal Republic of Germany. During the course of these
deliberations, the Co-ordinator submitted, on his own responsibility, several
suggesticns for compromise (CD/RW/CRP.20) which were in turn discussed by the Group.

"4. Differences on matters of substance remain. On 3 August 1983, the
Co-~ordinator prepsred a consolidated negotiating text of a radiological weapons
treaty (CD/RW/CRP.20/Rev.1) and submitted it to the Group. The purpose of the
Co-ordinator's text was to reflsct in a single document the state of the
negotiations, including areas of agreement and disagreement. The Co-~ordinator
pointed out that the text contained internal brackets and in some cases al ternative
language. This method had been employed not to indicate agreement on the
unbracketed portion of the text but, rather, to highlight key issues upon which
subsequent negotiations should focus.

"5. The Group considered the Co~ordinator's text. There was no agreement on the
text, but the Group agreed that the Co-ordinator forward it, along with this report,
to the Radioclogicel Weapons Working Group, it being understood that the text was
Prepared on his own responsibility, "



"Annex to ANNEX I

" Submission by the Co-ordinstor

" Attachéd, for consideration of Group A, is a draft Treaty Prohibiting
Radiological Weapons, which har been prepared following consultations with
delegations, as agreed at the meeting of Group A on 8 July 1983. The draft
includee provisions regarding verification and consultation/compliance .
procedures which it had not been possible to include in CD/RW/(RP.20.

" Attachment: as stated.



" TREATY PROHIBITING RADIOLOGICAIL WEAPONS
"The States Parties to this Treaty,

"Determined to strengthen international peace and security and to preserve
mankind from the danger of new means of warfare,

"Desiring to contribute to the cause of halting the arms race and recognizing
that an agreement on the prohibition of radiological weapons would contributs.to
this end,

"[Affirming the obligation of all States] [Determined] to pursuve negotiations
in good faith on effective measures relating to the prohibition of recognized
weapons of mass destruction and to bring about general and complete disarmament
under strict and effective international control,

"Reaffirming in this regard the urgency of the pursuit and early conclusion
of negotiations on effective measures aimed at the cessation of the nuclesr arms
race and nuclear disarmament,

A

"Noting the provisions contained in other agreements relating to this
objective,

" Conscious that the use of [any form of] radiological weapons could have
devastating consequences for mankind,

" Stressing therefore the particular importance of accession to this Treaty by
the greatest possible number of States,

"[Affirming the principle that the benefits of peaceful applications of
radicactive materials should be available to 2ll States Parties to this Treaty,
with due consideration for the needs of the developing countries, and recognizing
the need for peaceful uses of sources of radiation from radioactive decay in
different fields of human activities,]

"Recalling that the General Assembly of the United Nations has urged the
prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling, and use of radiological
weapons,

" Have agreed as follows:
"Article I

"l. Bach State Party to this Treaty undertekes never under any circumstances to
develop, produce, stockpile, otherwise acquire or possess, transfer, or use
radiological weapons. For the purposes of this Treaty, the term ‘radiological
weapon' means: .

"(a) Any device, including any weapon or equipment, specifically designed

to employ radiocactive material by disseminating it to cause destruction, damage,
or injury by means of the radiation produced by the decay of such materialj;
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"(t) Any radicactive material specifically [designed] for employment, by its
dissemination, to cause destructicn, damage, or injury by means of the radiation
produced by the decay of such material.

"2s EBach State Party to this Treaty also undertakes never under any circumstances
to employ deliberately, by its dissemination, any radiocactive material to cause
destruction, demage, or injury by means of the radiation produced by the decay of
such material, whether or not such material is specifically defined as a
radiological weapon in paragraph 1 of this article.

"3, Each State Party to this Treaty also undertakes not in any way to assist,
encourage, or induce eny person, State, group of States, or intérmaticnal
organization to engage in any of the activities vhich the States Parties to the
Treaty have undertaken not o.cngage in under the provisions -of paragraphs 1 and 2
of this article. ,

n [Articke II

"l, Each State Rarty to this Treaty undertakes to contribute [ to the fullest
possible extent] [fully] to the strengthening of international co-operation in
the peaceful uses of radicactive materials and of sources of radiation from
redioactive decay[, and to the development of adequate measures of protection for
all States against harmful effects of radiation].

"2, Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes to facilitate, and has the right
to participate in, the [fullest possible] [full] exchange of equipment, materials,
and scientific and technological information regarding the peaceful uses referred
to in paragraph 1l of this article, taking inito account the needs of the developing
countries,

"3. Nothing in this Treaty shall be interpreted as affecting the inalienable
right of the States Parties io this Treaty to develop and apply their programmes
for the peaceful uses of nuclear energy and to international co-operation in this
field[, congistent with the need to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons];
and no provisions of this Treaty shall hinder the use of sources of radiation
from radic..tive decay for peaceful purposes, in accordance with generally
recOfnized principles and applicable ruies of intermational law concerning such
use,

" Article III

"Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes to prevert loss of and to prohibit
and prevent diversion to radiological weapons of radioactive materials that might
be used for such weapons.

" Article IV

"BEach State Party to this Treaty undertakes, in accordance with its
constitutional procedures, to take any measures which it considers necessary
to prohibit and prevent any activiiy in violation of the provisions of the
Treaty anywhere under its jurisdiction or control.
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"Article V

" [1. The provisions of this Treaty shall not apply to nuclear explosive devices or
to radiocactive material produced by them].

" 2. Nothing in this Treaty shall be interpreted as in any way limiting or
detracting from any existing rules of international law applicable in armed
conflict or limiting or detracting from obligations assumed by the States Parties
under any other relevant intermational agreement.

" [Article V bis

"The States Parties to this Treaty undertake to pursue urgently negotiations
for the cessation of the nuclear arms race, the conclusion of effective measures
to prevent the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, and the achievement of
nuclear disarmament, ]

"Article VI

A
"l. The States Parties to this Treaty undertake to consult one another and to
co-operate in solving any problems which may be raised in relation to the
objectives of, or in the application of the provisions of, the Treaty,.

"2. C(onsultation and co-operation pursuant to this article may also be undertaken
through appropriate international procedures within the framework of the

United Nations and in accordance with its Charter. These international

procedures may include the services of ‘appropriate international organizziions,

ag well as of & consultative committee and a fact-finding panel as provided for
in“article VII of this Treaty.

"3. The States Parties to this Treaty shall exchange to the fullest possible
extent, bilaterally or multilaterally, informetion deemed necessary to provide
agsurance of fulfilment of their obligations under the Treaty.

"Article VII

"l. For the purpose of effective fulfilment of paragraph 2 of article VI of this
Treaty, a consultative committee and 2 standing fact-finding panel shall be
established. Their functions and rules of procedurs are established in
Annexes I and II, respectively, vhich constitute integral parts of the Treaty.

"2. Any State Party to this Treaty vhich has reasons to believe that any other
State Party may not be in compliance with the provisions of the Treaty, or which
has concerns about a related situation which may be considered ambiguous, and is
not satisfied with the results of the consultations provided for under article VI
of the Treaty, may request the Depositary to initiate an inguiry to ascertain
the facts., Such a request should include all relevant information, as well as
all possible evidence supporting its validity.

"3. For the purposes set forth in paragraph 2 of this article, the Depositary
shall convene as soon as possible, and in any case within 10 days of the receipt
of a request from any State Party, the stending fact-finding panel established
pursuant to paragraph 1 of this article.
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"4. If the possibilities for fact-finding pursuant to paragraphs 2 and 3 of this
article have been exhausted without resolution of the problem, [ five or more States
Parties] [any State Party] may request the Depositary to convene a meeting of the
consultative committee of States Parties to consider the matter.

"5. Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes to co-operate to the fullest
possible extent with the consultative committee and with the fact-finding panel
with a view to facilitating their work.

"[6. Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes to provide assistance, in
accordance with the provisions of the Charter of the United Nations, to any
State Party to the Treaty which has been harmed or is likely to be harmed as a
result of violation of the Treaty.]

"{7. The provisions of this article shall not be interpreted as affecting the
rights and duties of States Parties under the Charter of the United Nations,
including bringing to the atteation of the Security Coumcil coneerns about
compliance with this Treaty,]

" Article VIII

"l. Any State Party to this Treaty may propose amendments to the Treaty. The
text of any proposed amendment shall be submitted to the Depositary, who shall
promptly circulate it to all States Parties.

"[2. Any State Party prcposing amendments to this Treaty may request the Depositary
to seek the views of the States Parties on vhether a conference should be convened
to consider the proposal. Thereupon, if requested to do so by a majority of the
States Parties, the Depositary shall convene a conference to which he shall invite
all States Parties to consider such a proposal.]

"3. An amendment shall enter into force for all States Parties to this Treaty
which have accepted it, upon the deposit with the Depositary of .instruments of
acceptance by a majority of the States Parties. Thereafter, it shall enter into
force for any remaining State Party on the date of deposit of its instrument of
acceptance,

"Article IX
"l. This Treaty shall be of unlimited duration.

"2, Each State Party to this Treaty shall in exercising its national sovereignty
have the right to withdraw from the Treaty if it decides that extraordinary events,
related to the subject matter of this Treaty, have Jjeopardized the supreme .
interests of its country. It shall give notice of such withdrawal to all other
States Parties[,] [and] to the Depositary[, and to the United Nations
Security Council] three months in advance. Such notice shall - include & statement
of the extraordinary events it regards as having jeopardized its supreme interests,
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"Article X

"1, [Five] [Ten] years after entry into force of this Treaty, a conference of
States Parties shall be convened by the Depositary to review the [scope and]
operation of the Treaty, with a view to assuring that the purposes of the preamble
and the provisions of the Treaty are being reslized [and to consider any proposals
for amendments then pending]. Such review shall take into account any new
scientific and techmological developments [likely to affect the provisions of]
[relevant to] the Treaty. [States fnot Parties] [signatories] to the Treaty shall
be invited to the conference as observers.]

"2, At intervels of five years thereafter, a majority of States Parties may obtain,
by submitting a proposal to this effect to the Depositary, the convening of further
conferences with the same objectives.

"3s If no review conference has been convened within 10 years following the
conclusion of the previous review conference, the Depositary shall solicit the
views of all States Parties on the holding of such a conference. If one-third
or 10 of the States Parties, whichever number is less, respond affirvmatively,
the Depositary shall take immediate steps to convene the conference.

" Article XI

"le This Treaty shall be -open to all Sfa.tes for signature. Any Stéte which does
not sign the Treaty before its entry into force in sccordance with paragraph 3 of
this article may accede to it at any time.

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

"3. This Treaty shall enter into force upon the deposit of instruments of
ratification by [fifteen] [ twenty] governments in accordance with paragraph 2
of this.article,

"4. For States whose instruments of ratification or accession are deposited after
the entry into force of this Treaty, it shall enter into force on the date of the
deposit of their instruments of ratification or accession.

"5 The Depositary shall promptly inform all signatory and acceding States of the
date of each signature, the date of deposit of each instrument of ratification or
accession, and the date of entry into force of this Treaty and of any amendmenmts
thereto, as well as of the receipt of other notices, ‘

"6. This Treaty shall be registered by the Depositary in sccordance with
Article 102 of the Charter of the United Nations,

"Article XII
"This Treaty, of which the English, Arabic, Chinese, French, Russian and
Spanish texts are equally authentic, shall be deposited with the Secretary-General

of the United Nations, who shall send certified copies thereof to the
governments of the signatory and acceding States,
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"ANNEX I

" [Consultative Committeel

‘1, The consultative committee of States Parties[, in addition to establishing the
fact-finding panel as provided for in amnex II,] shall undertake to resolve any
problen which may be raised by the [States Parties] [State Party] requesting a
meeting of the committee. For this purpose, the assembled States Parties shall

be entitled to request and receive any information which a State Party is in a
position to communicate,

"2, The work of the consultative committee shall be organized in such a way as to
permit it to perform the functions set forth in paragraph 1 of this amnex. The
committee shall [decide procedural questions relative to the organization of its
w’o’rk] [ take decisions], where possible by ccnsensus, but otherwise by a majority
of those present and voting, f;here shall be no voting on matters of substance.]
The chairman shall have no vote,

"3« Any State Party may participate in the work of the consultative cormittee.,
Eaoh representative on the committee may be assisted =t meetings by advisers,

"4. The Depositary or his representative shall serve as chairman of the
committee,

"5+ The consultative committee shall be convened by its chairmen|:

(a) within 30 days after entry into force of this Treaty for the purpose
of establishing the standing fact-finding panel;

(b)] as soon as possible and in any case within 30 days after- a request for
a meeting pursuant to paragraph 4 of article VII of the Treaty,

"6, Each State Party shall have the right, through the chairman, to request
from Statee and from international organizations such information and assistance
as the State Party considers desirable for the accomplishment of the committee's

vork.
"T. A summary of any [problem-solving] meeting, incorporating all views and

information presented during the meeting, shall be prepared., The chairman shall
distribute the summaxy to 2ll States Parties."
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"ANNEX 1T

» [Fact-Finding Fanel]

"l. The standing fact-finding panel shall undertake to make eppropriate findings
of fact and provide expert views relevant to any problem referred to it by, the
Depositary pursuant to paragraph 3 of article VII of this Treaty. [Pursuant to
paragraph 5 of article VII of the Treaty, the fact-finding panel may carry out
on-site investigations when necessary.] : '

{2, The fact-finding panel shall be composed of not more than 15 members
representing State Parties:

:(2) Ten members shall be appointed by the [chairman] [consultative comnittee]
after consultation with States Parties. In selecting these members due regard shall.
be given to emsuring an appropriate geographic balance. Members shall be named for
a two-year period, with five members being replaced each year:

(b) In addition, those permanent members of the United Nations Security Council
who are parties to the.Treaty shall also be represented on the fact-finding panel.].

'"{2. The fact-finding panel shall be composed of not more than (blank) members
representing States Parties. Members of the initial panel shall be appointed by
the [chairman, after consultation with States Parties,] [ consultative commi ttee]
at its first meeting, one-third being named for one Year, one-third for two yeavs,
and one-third for three years. Thereafter all members shall be named for &
three-year period by the chairman [of the consultative committee following
principles decided by the committee during its first meeting andj after ,
consultation with States Parties, In selecting the members, due regard shall be
given to ensuring an appropriate.geographical-balance.]

"3, Each member may be assisted by one or more advisers.

"4. The Depositary or his representative shall.-rsérve as chairman of the panel[,
uniess the panel decides otherwise under the procedures established in
paragraph 5 of this amnex].

"5s  The work of -the.fact~finding panel shall ‘be organized in such a way as %o
permit it to perform the .functions set forth .in paragraph 1 of this amnex. [At.
the first meeting of the panel, to be held not later tham 60 days after its
establishment [by the consultative committee], the Depositary shall submit
recommendations, based on consultations with States Parties and signatories, as
to the organization of the work of the panel, including any necessary resources. )
[The panel shall decide procedural cuestions relative to the organization of its
work, where possible by consensus, but otherwise by a majority of those present
and voting. There shall be no voting on matters of substance.] [The panel
shall take decisions, vhere possible by consensus, but otherwise by a majority
of those present and voting.| The chairman shall have no vote.
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"6. Each member shall have the right, through the chairman, to request from States
and from international organizations such information and assistance as the member
considers desirable for the accomplishment of the work of the panel,

"T. The State Party requesting the inquiry and any State Party against which the
inquiry is directed shall have the right to [participate in the work of the panel]
[ve represented at meetings but may not teke part in decisions], whether or not
they are members of the panel.

"8. The fact-finding panel shall, without delay, transmit to [the Depositary]
[all States Partiee] a report on its work, including its findings of fact and
incorporating all views and information presented to the panel during its
proceedings[.] [, together with such recommendations as it may deem appropriate.
If the panel is unable to secure sufficient data for factual findings, it shall
state the reasons for that inability.] [The Depositary shall distribute the
report to all States Parties,]"
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"ANNEX II

"REPORT OF GROUP B ON THE QUESTION OF PROHIBITION
OF ATTACKS AGAINST NUCLEAR FACILITIES

"I,  INTRODUCTION

"l. In accordance with the decision adopted by the Ad Hoc Working Group on
Radiological Weapons at its first meeting on 8 April 1983, Group B was
established with the purpose of considering the question of prohibition of
attacks against nuclear facilities with the understanding that the question of
linkage between this issue and the 'traditional radiological weapons subject
matter' would be left aside for the time being.

"e, In carrying out of its task, Group B took into account all relevant proposals
submitted on the subject and held three meetings between 18 and 28 April, under the
Co-ordinatorship of Mr. Yury K. Nazarkin, representative of the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, during the first part of 1983 sgession. The Group devoted its
efforts to the consideration of various issues involved in the subject such as
scope, legal question, zones, as well as compliance and verification. At the
conclusion of the first part of the 1983 session, the Co-ordinator submitted a
progress report on the work of Group B of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Rediological
Weapons at its second meeting held on 29 April 1983, as contained in Annex II of
document CD/RW/WP.44.

"3. During the second part of 1983 session, Group B held 14 meetings between
21 June and 12 August under the Co-ordinatorship of Mr. Boris P. Prokafiev,
representative of the Union of Soviet Socislist Republics. At the initial
meeting of this period, the Group decided, upon the suggestion of the Co-ordinator
to continue to concentrate its efforts on those issues which have been considered
during the first part of the session. )

"4 In the course of its deliberations the Group slso considered the various-
proposals, suggestions and commentaries contained in the documents and vorking
papers submitted to the Committee and its subsidiary bodies before and during
the 1983 session. The list of these documents is contained in document
CD/RW/CRP.24, as snnexed to the report of the Ad Hoc Working Group., In addition
to these documents, the Group took into consideration the proposals made and the
views expressed by delegations con the question of prohibition of attacks against
nuclear facilities in the Committee on Dissrmament and the reguler and special.
sessions of the United Nations General Assembly. In this connection a number
of delegations stressed the importance of the question of ensuring the safe
development of nuclear energy as propoged at the thirty-seventh session of the
United Netions General Assembly, which was the other side of the problem of
prohibition of attacks against nuclear facilities.
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"TI. SUBSTANTIVE DISCUSSIONS ON THE SUBJECT
"ijectives

"5« The view was widely held that there was & need for effective international
legal measures prohibiting attacks against nuclesr facilities because such attacks
could result in mass destruction., In this connection, a view was expressed that
attacks on certain nuclear facilities might lead to such a destructive effect as
that of a nuclear explosion. There was also an exchange of views concerning the
precise nature of the objective to be pursued, namely, whether the purpose should
bes

- to prohibit attacks on such facilities as a form of radiological weapon
or, more precisely, as a means of radiological warfare;

- to avoid effects of weapons of mass destruction;

- to strengthen the existing legal protection of such facilities;
~ %o ensure the safe development of nuclear power energy; or

- a combination of the objectives mentioned above,

"While many delegations held that the objective, in keeping with the mandate of
the Working Group, should be the avoidance of effects of mass destruction, no
consensus could be reachad on this issue. Some delegations srgued that
approaches which relied on the concept of an sttack on a nuclear facility being
equivalent to the use of a radiological weapon, or on concepts of 'mass
destruction' were unlikely to be fruitful. They suggested that a more practical
approach should be edopted which would try to establish the primary purpose of
any further ban of attacks on nuclear facilities, determine practical limits to
the scope of any new ban and from these considerations determine how far existing
instruments were already adequate in this respect, Other delegations stated
that sttempts to thwart negotiations on a subject of such high importance to
international community should also not be a2llowed to be fruitful, They pointed
out that avoidance of possible mess destruction through radiologicel warfare by
attacks on nuclear facilities was indeed the basis as well as the primary purpose
of the Group's work., The existing instruments were entirely insufficient in
this respect,

"Scope of prohibition

", There was general understanding among the delegations that the question of s
definition of the scope of the ban, or the kind of nuclear facilities to be
protected, constituted one of the key issues of a future international ingtrument,
In this connection a number of specific proposals and suggestions were made
regarding categories or types of nuclear facilities to be covered by a possible
agreement. Several main points of views were expressed in that regard and it
was suggested that the prohivition of attscks should apply tos

- All nucleer facilities;

~ All nuclear facilities in non-nuclear-weapon developing States;
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— Civilian nuclear facilities only;

— Civilisn nuclear facilities above a specified power threshold for nuclear
reactors and above a specified level of gquality snd quantity of radio~
active materials for other facilities;

— &11 nucleer facilities subject to IAEA safeguards system.

"It was generally understood, hownver, that naval vessels, submarines, space
vehicles as well as other devices having nuclear installations and designed as
weapons systems would not be considered within the context of 'nuclear
facilities' as referred to under the subject of prohibition of attacks against
nuclear facilities.

"7 In connection with the scope of the ban, some delegations drew attention to
the fact that there was also s problem of dual-purpose nuclear facilities, that
is, facilities which can be used both for peaceful and for military purposes,
and a problem of distinguishing between military and civilian miclear
fecilities. Other delegations stated that the difficulty in strictly
distinguishing between military end civilian nuclear facilities was another
important resson for all nuclear facilities to be protected, A view was expressed
in this regard that an effective existing criterion to identify nuclear
facilities for peaceful purposes is the IAEA safeguards system and that therefore
among nuclear facilities for peaceful purposes at least those facilities under
the IAEA safeguards should be included in the scope of protection.. Other
delegations considered that this criterion was not sufficient.

"8, Some delegations stated that 81l nuclear facilities in the non-nuclear-
weapon States were civilian facilities, and at least, these should all enjoy
protection from attacks. Other delegations held that the scope of any agreement
should not zutomatically include all nuclear facilities whether located in
non-nuclear-weapon States or nuclear-weapon States. Further, a view was also
expressed that the concept of 'generic danger' might be applied when identifying
the types of facilities to be protected, and that that concept might also be
used to determine the points in time when protection should begin snd cease to
operate,

"9, It was suggested that the scope of a possible future treaty could very well
be limited to nuclear power end research reactors, nuclear fuel production and
reprocessing plants as well as fissionable materials, spent fuel and high level
vwaste storage,

" Legal aspects of the question

"10. The Group examined some legal aspects of the problem of prohibition of
attacks against nuclesr facilities. The discussion centered on questions whether
certain relevant provisions in the existing international instruments, in
particular Additional Protocol I (1977) to the Geneva Convertions of 1949, are
adequate, as well as possible types of an agreement to be elaborated. In this
connection some delegations steted that the existing internst: mnal law provided
for a substantisl protection of the nuclear facilities in question, and that they
hed not been convinced of the necessity for additional protection, Other
delegations held that since the protection covered by the Additional Protocol I
was inadequete in scope, contained a number of reservations and allowed a
subjeetive interpretation of its relevant provisions by military commanders on a
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tactical level, there was a clear need for ,a new international agreement, for the
necessary protection of nucleer facilitics. In the course of discussion the
question of the application of the ENMOD Convention to the issue of military
attacks on civilian nuclear facilities was also rsised.

" Zones

"11, The Group also discussed the rationale of estsblishing protective zones
around nuclear facilities to be protected, In this context zones based on
circles with a definite radius were mentioned., However, substantial doubts were
expressed as to the feasibility and usefulness of the concept of protective zones,
egpecially in view of the existing differences in the design, typical inventory
and location of the various facilities to be protected. Another view was held that
there were difficulties with that concept in the case of nuclear power stations,
It was suggested that, instead of protective zones, a provision should be
included that an attacker should assume absolute liability if severe radiological
consequences occur. The problem of clandestine use of protective zones for
military purposes was also touched upon.

" Compliance and verification

n12, With regard to matters concerning compliance and verificetion sspects of s
posgible asgreement it was argued that consideration of those igsues would depend
to a great degree on the scope of prohibition, It was felt in this connection
that solution of this problem would be possible only after the scope of the ban
had been determined, Some delegations pointed out that the guestion of
verification and compliance should be seen in its proper perspective and in
seeking a ban on attacks on nuclear facilities it is the prohibited action, not
the mechenism of control on the potential victim, which ought to be the subject
of verification and compliance. Other delegations considered this view somewhat
over-simplified, A view was also held that the issue of compliance and
verification was irrelevant since it was sufficient to establish the fact of an
attack. Some delegations were of the opinion that if the scope of the agreement
would be limited to those facilities which were placed under the IAEA safeguards
system the control procedure could be much simplified and made more 2fficient
with respect to all such facilities, except those in the possession of nuclear-
weapon States, Other delegations believed that such an approasch was
discriminatory and had no relevance to the question of complisnce and
verification.,

" III., CONCLUSIONS

"13., 1In spite of differences of opinion among delegations on gpecific matters,
it was generally recognized that the question of prohibition of attacks against
nuclear facilities was an important issue which needed solution and that it was
also a complex problems. The exchange of views on the subject in the Group was
congidered as necessary and useful. It helped to clarify the various positions
of .delegations, in particular the scope of prohibition and the relevant legal
questions. °~ It also contributed substantially to the examination of possible
common approaches and potential main avenues of the activities of the Group in
the future," '
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"ANNEX III

sals re ' e question of prohibition

of attacks against nuclear facilities

CD/345

CD/RW /WP, 3

CD/RW/NWP .6

CD/RW/WP.19
CD/RW/WP.23

CD/RW/WP. 25
CD/RW/WP.25/Add.1/Rev.1

CD/Rd /WP . 33

CD/RW /WP, 34
cp/323 (CD/RW/WP,.37)
cp/331 (CD/R/WP.40)

CD/RW/4P.45 and Corr.l

CD/RW /WP.47

A group of socialist countries: Ensuring the Sefe -
Development of Nuclear Mnargy.

Canada: Commenis on major elements of a treaty
prohlbiting the developmeut, production stickpiling
and use of radiological weapons.

Sweden: Proposals for Articles I, II and III of a
treaty prohibiting radiological warfare including
the development, production, stockpiling and use of
radiological weapons.

Sweden: Memorandum on certain aspects of a convention
prohibiting radiological werfare.

Group of 21: Working Paper on certain elements of the
Convention on the Prohibition.

Chairman‘®s Statement (9 March 1982),

Chairman's Amended Proposal for the organization of
work during the opening.

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 Apzil 1982,

Sweden: IMemorandum of certain aspects of a convention
prohibi ting radiological warfare,.

Japan: Working Paper on prohibition of attacks against
nuclear facilities.

Federal Republic of Germany: Working Paper on issues
relating to a prohibition of attacks against nuclear
facilities in the framework of a radiological weapons
treaty.

Sweden: Compliance and Verification.

United Kingdom: Working Paper on the prohibition of
attacks on nuclear facilities.
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"15.

meé.

CD/RW/WP .50

CD/RW/CRP,13

_CD/RW/CRP,16

A compilation of types or categories of nuclear
facilities to be considered (Prepared by the
Secretariat)

The Netherlands: Proposal on invitation to the

iEEErnational Atomic Energy Agency.

Pakistan: Proposal ox definition of facilities to
be protected.”
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84. The Committee considered the question of new types and systems of

weapons of mass destruction at plenary meetings. Some delegations,

recalling the proposals made earlier by them, noted that the most

effective way of dealing with this question was to conclude a general
international agreement o6n a comprehensive prohibition of '%he: develdpment and:
manufacture of new types-and aystems of weaponsa. of mass ‘destruction. An annex
could contain a list of types of weapons to be prohibited. The: stope of such
an agreemént Hould'permie the conclusion of separate agréstants Banning -
specific types of weapons  of mass destruction. In that connedtion, they
expresaed deep concern regarding the development, testing and: production of

the "nuclear neutron wedpon”. As a first step, the pertianent mohbers of the
Security Council and bdther rdlitarily significant States should: mhke.
declarations, igéntical in substance, pledging not to develdp any new typss of-
weapons of maes destruction, atid their declarations should be endorsed by the
Security Council. Furthersore, thoy reiterated that the Committee on
Disarmament should set up an ad hoc grbup of qualiTied’ gbvernmental: expertsto
elaborate both a géneral agreement a8 well as separate Hgresments on. specific
nevw weapons of mass destruction.

85. Other mombers continued to believe thdt it would be more apprdpriate to
negotiate agreements to ban potential new weapons of mass destruction oma
case-by-case basis, as such weapons may be identified. They 'pointed out that
no such weapon has bden identified so far, A gerieral prohibvitory agreemant
would be too ambiguous to de useful in conérete situations and would not parmit
the definition ahd”Implementation of the appropriate ‘verification measures.
Théy still consider’that tHe practice followed up to now .- paricdie infermal
meetings with the’ﬁabﬁtéipation of experts ~ allows the Committee to follaw
this question in an appropriate manner and ‘adequately to idantify any cases
which might require particular consideraticn and which would justify the
opening of specific negotiations. They added that the so=-called nutlear neutron
weapon could not be considered as 'a néw weapon of mass destruction néor was it
based on new sciéntifi¢ principles. They also pointed out that any conaideration:
of thls subject belénged under agenda item 2 and drew attentisn to the Chairman's.
statement made at the time of the udoption of the Committee’s 1983 agenda, to
wit: ",., it is understood that the question of the rueclear fieutron weapon

is coveréd by agenda item 2 of the agenda ...".

86. Severél aelegations cmphasized the need to approach this problem, baking
into account the priorities ‘established within the Commtttee, in order to.
study the possibilities of elaborating & genoral agreement or several specific
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agreemants on the sybject of new types of weapons of mass destruction and new
systems of such weapgns. For this purpose, the idea of associating scientists
in the work of the Committee.on .this subject through the establishment of an
ad_hoc body, with an appropriate mandate, has also been put forward.

. F. Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament
87. The item on the. agenda entitled "Comprehensive programms of disarmament"
was considered by the Committee, in accordance with its programms of work,
during the periods from.l February to 31 March and from 1 to 5 August 1983.
88. At ita 236th, plenary moeting on 23 .August 1983, the Committes adopted
the repart of the. Ad_Hoc Working Group re-gatablished by the Committee under
the agenda item:at its 176th plenary meeting on. 5 August 1982. That
report: (CD/415) is-an integral part of this report and reads as follows:

-142-



"I. INTRODUCTION

1. At its 176th plenary meeting, on 5 August 1982, the Committee on Disarmament
decided to re-establish tne Ad Hoc Working Group on the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmatient to continue negotiations on the Programme as envisaged in pabagraph 109
of the Final Documient of the first special session of the General Assembly dewvoted
to giaarmameqt, with a view to submitting a revised draft: Comprehensive: Programme of
Disarmament §p the General Assembiy at'its thirty-cighth session, taking into..account
the views expressed and the prdgress achieved on the subject at the second-speeial
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament. It was understood that .the
Ad Hoc ‘Workitg Group would not conduct formal meetings during the remainder of the
1982 session of the Committee, but that informal consultations or meetings of an
exploratory character would be held. In accordance with that degision, the '
Working Group resumed its work on 16 February 1983.

"II. ORGANIZATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTATION

2. At its 176th plediary meeting on 5 August 1982, the Committee on Disarmament
reappointed Ambassador Alfonso- Garcia ' Robles (Mexico) as Chairman of thé;Ag Hoc
Working Erbup; Miss Aida Luisa Levin, United Nations Department for Disarmament
Affairs, served &s Secretary of the Working Group.

"3.  The Ad Hoc Wérking Group held 12 meetings- between 16 February and 19 August 1983.

"4. At their request, the Committee at its 208th plenary. meeting on 31 March 1981
and 212th plenary meeting on 14 April 1982, decided to invite the repregentatives
of tn@jzﬁilowing;S%Eﬁéﬁinot members of the Committee to participate in the meetings
of the Ad Hoc Workirg ‘Group:  Austria,- Burwndi, Demmark, Pinland, Greece, Ireland,

Norway, Portugal, 'Senegal, Spain, ‘Tunisia apd Turkey. .

"5. The Ad Hoc Working Group had before it the ddcumentation_submitted'during
previous sessions of the Committee on Disarmament. _:/

"III. SUBSTANTIVE WORK DURING THE 1983 SESSION

"6, In accordance with its 'mandate, the Ad- Hoc Working Group took as the basis for
its work the texts'that resultéd from the negotiations on the Comprehensive Programme

"# /  The list of documents submitted during the previous sessions of the .
Committee on Disarmament may be found in the reports of the Ad Hoc Working Group
to the Cqmm;pték'bﬁ‘iﬂsabmamént which 'are an integral part of the Committee's reports
for those sessions (CD/139, CD/228 and ¢D/292).
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of Disarmament at the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to
Disarmament (A/8-12/32, Annex I), whith, ad stated in the report of the Ad Hoc
Committee established at that session, reflected the peraistence of significant
differences of opinion oh various aspe#cts of the Programme, notably the chapter on
Measures and stages of implementation (A/S-12/32, paragraph 28).

"T. The Ad Hoc Working Group decided to establish Contact Groups to proceed with
the elaboration of the various sectiohs of the Compreherigsiva Programme of
Disarmament as follows: Contact Group on Objectives; Contdct Group oh Principles;
Contact Group on Priorities; Contact Group on Measures and stages of implementation
and Contact Group on Machinery and Procedures. The Workihg Group further decided
to appoint Ambassador Frangois de la Gorce (France) as Co-drdinator of the Contact
Group on .Objectives, Ambassador Baruch Grinberg (Bulgaria) as Co-ordinator of the
Contact Group on Principles, Ambassador Celso Antonic de Souza e Silva (Brazil) as
Co-ordinator of the Contact Group on Priorities, Ambassador Mansur Ahmad (Pakistan)
as Co-ordinator of the Contact Group on Measures and stages of implementation, and
Ambassador Curt Lidgard (Sweden) as Co-ordinator of the Contact Group on Machinery
and Procedures. During.the second part of the session, Ambassador Ahmad was unable
to continue as Co-ordinator of the Contact Group on Measures and stages of
implementation and, at his suggestion, the Chairman of the Working Group acted as
Co-ordinator of that Contact Group. Also during the second part of the session,
the Working Group appolnted Ambassador Borislav Konstantinov (Bulgaria) as
Co-ordinator of the Contact Group on Principles in view of the fact that
Ambassador Grinberg could not continue performing that function.

"8. Efforts were made in the Contact Groups to achieve agreement on the sections
of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament assigned to them. However,
differences >f view persisted. Further efforts to reconcile those differences
were made in the Ad_Hoc Working Group. In addition, informal consultations were
held during June, July and August under the guidance of the Chairman of the
Working Group. With a view to reaching agreement, where it was not possible to
arrive at generally acceptable new formulations, the language of relevant
paragraphs of the Final Document of the first special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament was largely used.

", The resulting texts are included in the Annex to this report. As indicated
therein, the texts of some paragraphs are pending. In addition, differences of
view remain regarding the appropriateness of including certain paragraphs and the
desire to add further paragraphs. It was agreed that their placement in the
Programme should be decided at a later stage, bearing in mind that duplication
should be avoided.

"10. 1In the time available to it, the Ad Hoc Working Group was not able te
consider the Introduction. It agreed to include in the Annex to this report the
“draft of the Introduction prepared by the Chairman of the Working Group during the
second special session of the General Aszembly devoted to disarmament in his
capacity as Chairman of the Working Group on the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament that was established at that session, it being understood that this
draft would, in any case, need to be redrafted in light of the over-all content of
the Programme.

"1l. The Ad Hoc Working Group was also unable to devote attention to questions
relating to stages of implementation, time frames and nature of the Programme.
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" IV. CONCLUSION

"12. ‘The Ad Hoc Working Group agreed to submit to the Committee on Disarmament

the texts that are annexed to this report, on the understanding that delegations
could not take final positions until agreemsnt was reached on outstanding points
of difficulty and until the document was complete. The Working Group further
agreed to recommend to the Committee that thoss texts be submitted to the

General Assexbly for further consideration at the Assambly's thirty-eighth session
with a view to the final adoption of the Comprshensive Programme of Disarmament.
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"ANNEX

"Texts for the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament submitted
by the Ad Hoc Working Group

"I. Introduction */

"l.  The threat to the very survival of mankind posed by the existence of nuclear
weapons and the contlnnlng arms race, which already in 1978 gave rise to the
justified alagm of the General Assembly, far from disappearing has considerably
increased durihg the four years that have elapsed since the holding of its first
special session devoted to disarmament. It was thus natural not to unduly delay the
convening of the second special session, which, with the same purpose as the first,
had been explicitly provided for in the Final Document of that session.

"2, Both in the generaldebate of this second special session of the Assembly, in
which an impressive number of heads of State or Government and Ministers of Foreign
Affairs participated, as well as in the deliberations of the Ad Hoc Committee and
the Working Groups, it became evident that there had been no erosion in the support
of all fundamental conclusions of the Final Document, such as the followings

"(a) The objective of security, which is an'inseparable element of peace, has
always been one of the most profound aspirations of humanity. Yet the accumulifion
of weapons, particularly nuclear weapons, today constitutes much more a threat than

a protection for the future of mankind since, far from helping to strengthen’ _
1nternatlonal security, it on the contrary weakens it, and since existing arsenals
of nuclear weapons alone are sufficient to destroy all life on earth.

"(b) The arms race, particularly in its nuclear aspect, runs counter to
efforts to achieve further relaxation of international tension, to establish
international relations based on peaceful coexistence and trust between all States,
and to develop broad international co-operation and understanding. The arms race
impedes the realization of the purposes, and is incompatible with the principles, of
the Charter of the United Nations, especially respect for sovereignty, refraining
from the threat or use of force against the territorial integrity or political
independence of any State, the peaceful pettlement of disputes and nonylntervention
and non-interference in the internal affairs of States. -On the other hand,
progress ‘on détente and progress on disarmament mutually complement and strengthen
each other,

"(¢) Military expenditures are reaching ever higher levels, the highest
percentage of which can be attributed to the nuclear-weapon States and most of their
allies, with prospects of further expansion and the danger of further increasee in
the expenditures of other countries. The hundreds of billionis of dollars spent
annually on the manufacture or improvement of weapons are in sombre and dramatic
contrast to the want and poverty in which two thirds of the world's population live.
This colossal waste of resources ig eaven more serious in that it diverts to
military purposes not only material but also technical and human resources which
are urgently needed for development in all countries, particularly in the
developing countries.

fﬁ/ Draft prepared by the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group during the
second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament in his -
capacity as Chairman of the Working Group on the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament established at that session. The draft was not discussed in the
Ad Hoc Working Group.
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"(d) Enduring international peace and security cannot be built on the
accumulation of weaponry by military alliances nor be sustained by a precarious
balance of deterrence or doctrines of strategic’ superiority. Genuine and lasting
peace can only be created through the effective implementation of the security
system provided for in the Charter of the United Nations and the speedy and
substantial reduction of arms and armed forces, by international agreement and mutual

example, leading ultimately to general and complete disarmament under effective
international control.

"%, It was undoubtedly for reasons like the above that, in one of the last
Paragraphs of the Programme of Action outlined in the Final Document, the

General Assembly decided that the implementation of the priorities defined therein
should lead to general and complete disarmament under effective international
control, which 'remains the ultimate goal of all efforts exerted in the field of
disarmament'. The Assembly completed this statement adding that the negotiations
on general and complete disarmament shall be conducted concurrently with
negotiations on partial measures of disarmament and deciding that, with this
purpose in mind, the Committee on Disarmament should undertake the elaboration of
a 'comprehensive programme of disarmament encompassing all measures thought to be
advisable in order to ensure that the goal of general and complete disarmament
under effective international control becores a reality in a world in which
international peace and security prevail and in which the new international
economic order is strengthened and consolidated’,

"4 The General Assembly did aot only stress several times the importance of this
goal which it called the 'ultimate goal' of all disarmament efforts. On more than
one occasion it stated also its opinion as to which should be the 'immediate goal’
defining it as 'the elimination of the danger of a nuclear war and the

implementation of measures to halt the arms race and clear the path towards lasting
‘peace’ .,

"5+« Bearing in mind those antecedents and taking as the main basis for its
deliberations the draft transmitted by the Committee on Disarmament, the

General Assembly has elaborated this Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, which
received the approval by consensus of all the States Members of the.United Nations
which participated in its second special cession devoted to disarmament. In
addition to the present introduction, the Programme comprises five chapters whose
titles, clearly indicative of their contents, are the following: 'Objectives',
'Principles', 'Priorities', 'Measures and stages of implementation', and

'Machinery and procedures'.

"6, It has not been possible to reach agreement for the Comprehensive Programme
to become a treaty, as some States would have Preferred in order to make its
pProvigions legally binding. There has been, however, unanimous support for the
idea that all necessary steps must be taken to enhance the political and moral
value of the Programme. It has thus been agreed- that a gpecial copy of the
Programme shall be carried by a personal representative of the Secretary~General
to the capifals of all States Members of the United Nations, in order to have it
signed by the respective heads of State or Government. This symbolic act will be
a clear sign that this time there is the required "political will" %o proceed
along the road of uninterrupted negotiations in good faith in the field of
disarmament. Should there bz some States where constitutional obstacles prevent
recourse to the above procedures, alternative methods of similar significance
should be employed. Thus the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, although not a
treaty in itself, would indeed become a source of numerous successive treaties
thanks to which mankind may start. the twenty-first century in conditions totally
different from those that prevail at present and are the cause of deevest concern.
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"II. Objectives

"l. The immediate objectives of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament should be
to eliminate the danger of war, in particular nuclear war, the prevention of which
remains the most acute and urgent task of the present day, to implement measures to
halt and reverse the arms race, in particular the nuclear arms race, and to clear the
path towards lasting peace. To this end, the Programme will also aim:

-~ To maintain and further the momentum generated by the first special session
of the General Asseubly devoted- to disarmament;

~ To initiate or ergage in further negntiations, to expedite the halting of the arms
race in all ite espects, in particular. the nuclear arms race;

- To consolidate and develop the results reflected in agreements and treaties
achieved so far, relevant to the problems of disarmament;

- To open and accelerale the process of genuine disarmament on an internationally
agreed basis.

"2. The ultimate objective of the Comprehensive Programme is to ensure that general
and complete disarmament urder effective international control becottes a reality in a
world in vhich international peace and security prevail and in which the new
international economic order is fully achieved.

3.  Throughout the implementation of the Programme towards the progressive reduction
and final elimination of armaménts and armed forces, the following objectives should
be pursued:

~ To strengthen international peace and security, as well as the security of
individual States, in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations;

-~ To contribute to the safeguarding of the sovereignty and independence of all Statesg

- To make, through the implementation of the Programme, an effective contribution
to the economic zad social development of States, in particular developing States;

- To increase international confidence and ielaxation of international tension}

- To establish international relations based on peaceful coexistence and trust
between all Siates, and to develop broaé international co-operation and
understanding with a viaw to promoting conditions favourable to the implementation
of the Programme; '

- To mobilize werld public opinion in favour of disarmament, through balanced,
factual and objective information and education in all regions of the world, so
as to generate further understanding and support for the efforts to halt the
arms race and achieve disarmament.

"ITI. Principles

"l. */ The Members of the United Nations are fully aware of the conviction of their
peoples that the question of gemeral and complete disarmament is of utmost
importance and thai peace, security and economic and social development are
indivisible, ard they have therefore recognized that the corresponding obligations

. and responsibilities are universal.

"2, */ The ending of the arms race and the achievement of real disarmament are tasks
of primary importance snd urgenrv,

"3.‘j/ Progress on détente and progress on disarmament mutually complement and
strengthen each other,

"j/ The placement of this paragraph in the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament
will be determined later.
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"4.2/ All States Members of the United Nations reaffirm their full commitment to
the purposes of the Charter of the United Nations and their obligation strictly to
observe its principles as well as other relevant and generally accepted principles
of international law relating to the maintenance of international peace and security.
They stress the special importance of refraining from the threat or use of force
against the sovereignty, territorial integrity or political independence of any
State, or against Peoples under colonial or foreign domination seeking to exercise
their right to self-determination and to achieve independence, non-acquisition and
-nor-annexation of territories by force and non-recognition of such acquisition or
‘annexation, non-intervention and non-interference in the internal affairs of other
States; the inviolability of international frontiers; and the peaceful settlement
of disputes, having regard to the inherent right of States to individual and
collective self-defence in accordance with the Charter.

"5« In order to create favourable conditions for success in the disarmament
process, all States should strictly abide by the provisions of the Charter of the
United Nations, refrain from actions which might adversely affect efforts in the
field of disarmament, and display a constructive approach to negotiations and the
political will to reach agreements., '

’%.':/ The arms race, particularly in ite nuclear aspect, runs counter to efforts to
achieve further relaxation of international tension, to establish international
relations based on peaceful coexistence and trust between all States, and to develop
broad international co-operation and understanding. The arms race impedes the
realization of the burposes, and is incompatible with the principles of the Charter
of the United Natioms, especially respect for sovereignty, refraining from the
threat or use of force against the territorial integrity or political independence
of any State, the peaceful settlement of disputes and non-intervention and
non-interference in the internal affairs of States.

"7. . Significant progress in disarmament, including nuclear disarmament, wouid be
facilitated'by parallel measures to strengthen the security of States and to improve
the international situation in general.

"8. Disarmament, relaxation of international tension, respect for the right to
seli-determination and national independence, the peaceful settlement of disputes

in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations and the strengthening of
international peace and security are directly related to each other. - Progress in any
of these spheres has a beneficial effect on all of them; in turn, failure in one

sphere has negative effects on others.

"9.'f/ Enduring international peace and security ‘cannot be built on the accumilation
of weaponry by military alliances or be gustained by a precarious balance of
deterrence or doctrines of strategic superiority. Genuine and lasting peace can
only be created through the effective implementation of the security system provided
for in the Charter of the United Nations and the speedy and substauiial reduction
of arms and armed forces, by international agreement and mutual example, leading
ultimately to general and complete disarmament under effective international contral.
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At the same time, the causes of the arms race and threats to peace must be reduced and
to this end effective action should be taken to eliminate tensions and settle
disputes by peaceful means,

10. Progress in disarmament should be accompanied by measures to strengthen
institutions for maintaining peace and the settlement of intermational disputes by
peaceful means.

"1, Negotiations should be based on the strict observance of the purposes and
principles enshrined in the Charter of the United Nations, with full recognition of
the role of the United Nations' in the field of disarmament and reflecting the vital
interest of all the peoples of the world in this spnere.

"2. Since the process of disarmament affects the vital security interests of all
States, they must all be actively concerned with and contribute to the measures of .
disarmament and arms limitation, which have an egsential part to play in maintaining
and strengthening internztional security.

"3, All the peoples of the world have a vital interest in the success of
disearmament negotiations. Conseouenily, all States have the duty to*contribute to
efforts in the field of disarmament. All States have the right to barticirate in
disarmament négotlatlons. They have the right to participate on an equal footing
in those multilateral disarmament negotiations which have a direct bearing on their
national’ security. '

"14., In a world of finite resources, there is a close relationship between
expenditure on armaments and economic and social development. The continuation of
the arms race is detrimental to and incompatible with the implementaticrn of the new
1nternat10na1 economic orxrder based on justice, equity and co-operation. Consequently,
there is a close relatlonshlp between disarmament and development. Progress in the
former would help grmatly in the realization of the latter and resources released
as a result of the implementation of disarmament measures should be devoted to the
economic and social development of all nations and contribute to thée bridging of
the economic¢ gap between developed and developing countries.

"15. Disarmament and arms limitation, particularly in the nuclear field, are
esgential for the prevention of the danger of nuclear war and the strengthening of
international peace and security and for the economic and social advancement of all
peoples, thus facilitating the achievement of the new international economic order.

"16. f/ Nuclear weapons pose the greatest danger to mankind and to the survival of
civilization.

"17. The adoption of disarmament measures should take place in such an equitable and
balanced manner as to ensure the right of each State to security and to ensure that

no individual State or group of States may obtain advantages over others at any
stage. At each stage the objective should  be undiminished security at the lowest

possible level of armaments and military forces.
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"18. In accordance with the Charter, the United Nations has a central role and
primary responsibility in the sphere of disarmanent. In order effectively to
discharge this role and facilitate and encourage all measures in this field,
the United Nations should be kept appropriately informed of all steps in this
field, whether unilateral, bilateral, regional or multilateral, without
prejudice to the progress of negotiations.

"19, */ The process of nuclear disarmament should be carried out in such a way,
and requires measures to ensure, that the security of all States is guaranteed
at progressively lower levels of nuclear armaments, taking into account the
relative qualitative and quantitative importance of the existing arsenals of
the nuclear-weapon States and other States concerned.

"20. Significant progress in nuclear disarmament would be facilitated both by
parallel political or international legal measures to strengthen the security
of States and by progress in the limitation and reduction of armed forces and
conventional armaments of the nuclear-weapon States and other States in the
regions concerned,

"21, Together with negotiations on nuclear disarmament measures, negotiations
should be carried out on the balanced reduction of armed forces and of
conventional armaments, based on the principle of undiminished security of the
parties with a view to promoting or enhancing stability at a lower military
level, taking into account the need of all States to protect their security,
These negotiations should be conducted with particular emphasis on armed forces
and conventional weapons of nuclear-weapon States and other militarily
significant countries, *%/

“22, While disarmament is the responsibility of all States, all the nuclear=-
weapon States, in particular those among them which possess the most important
nuclear arsenals, have the primary responsibility for nuclear disarmament and,
together with other militarily significant States, for halting and reversing the
arms race. It is therefore important to secure their active participation. ***/

"23. */ In the task of achieving the goals of nuclear disarmament, all the
nuclear-weapon States, in particular those among them which possess the most
important nuclear arsenals, bear a special responsibility.,

"24, An acceptable balance of mutual responsibilities and obligati- as for
nuclear and non-nuclear-weapon States should be strictly observed,

"¥#/ One delegation reserved its position on the present text of this
paragraph,

"#x%/ Some delegations felt that the language of this paragraph should be
brou in accordance with paragraph 28 of the Final Document of the
first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament.
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"25. Disarmament and arms limitation agreements should provide for adegudte
messures of verification satisfactory to all parties concerned in order to
create the necessary confidence and ensure that they aré- being observed by all
parties. The form and modalities of the verification to be provided fox in any
specific agreement depend upon and should be determined by the purposes, scope
and natuye of the agreement. Agreements should provide for the participation
of parties directly or through the United Nations system in the verificaticn
progcess, ' Where appropriate, a combination of several methods of verification
as well as other compiignce procedures should be employed, Every effort should
be made to develop appropriate methods and procedures which are non-discriminatory
and which do not unduly intérfere with the internal affeirs »f other States or
Jeopardize their economic and social development or prejudice their security.

"26. Negotiations on partial measures of disarmement should be conduc ed
concurrently with negotiations on more comprehensive measures and ‘should be followed
by negotiations leading to = ‘treaty on general and complete disarmament under
effective international control,

"27, Qualitative and quantitative *isarmament measures are both impertant for
halting the arms race, Efforts .. that erd must inciude negotiations on the
limitation and cessation of the qualitative i.provement of armaments, especially
weapons of mass destruction and the developiient of new means of warfare 'so that
ultimately scientifi¢ and technological achievements may be used svlely for
peaceful purposes, Co

"26, Universality of disarmamet agreements helpe create confidence among States: .
When multilateral agreements in the field of disarmament are negotiated, svery
erfort should be mads tolensure that they are univérgally acceptable. The full
compliance of all‘partie§'with the provisions contained in such agreements would -
sontrioute to the atfdi-ment of that goal.

"29, A1 States, in particulaxr nuclear-weapon States, should consider various
propesals designed 6 secure the avoidance of the use of nuclear weanons, and-the
prevention of nuélear war. In this context, while noting the declarations made by
naclear~weapon Statés, effective arrangements, as appropriate, to assure
non-nuclear-weapon' States 'against the use or the thieat of use of nuclear weapon,
could strengthen the security of those States and international peace and security.

"30<'ﬁ/' The establishment of nueclear-weapon-free zones on the basis of agreements
or arrangemcnts freely arrived at among the States of the zone concerned and the
full compliancé with those agreements or arrangements, thus ensuring that the
zenes are genuinely free from nuclear weapons, and respect for such zones hy
nucleax-weapon Statas constitute an important disarmament measure,

"31. Non-proliferation of nuclear weapons is a matter of universal concern,
Messures of disarmament must be consistent with the inalienable right of all
States, without discrimination, to developy dcquire and use nuclear technology,
eouipment and materials for the peaceful use of nuclear energy and to dedermine
their peaceful miclear programmes in accordance with their national priorities,
needs and interests, bearing in mind the need to prevent the proliferation of
nuclear weapons, International co-operation in the peaceful uses of nuclear
energy should be conducted under agreed and appropriate international safeguards
applied oun a non-discriminatory basis,
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"32. As security and stability should be assured in all regions taking into account
the specific needs and requirements of their respective situations, bilateral and
regional disarmament negotiations nay also play an important role and could
facilitate negotiations of multilateral agreements in the field of disarmament.

"33. Agreements or other measures stould be resolutely pursued on a bilaterals,
regional and multilateral basis with the aim of strengthening peace and security

at a lower level of forces, by the iimitation and reduction of armed forces and of
conventional weapons, taking into account the need of States to protect their
security, bearing in mind the inherent right of self-defence embodied in the Charter
of the United Nations and without prejudice to the principle of equal rights and
self-determination of peoples in accordance with the Charter, and the need to ensure
balance at each stage and undiminizhed security of 3ll States.

"54. Bilateral, regional and multilateral consultations and conferences should be
held where appropriate conditions exist with the participation of all the countries
concerned for the consideration of different aspects of conventional disarmament,
Such as the initiative envisaged in the Declaration of Ayacucho subscribed to by
eight Latin American countries on 9 December 1974.

"35. */ It is essential that not only Governments but alsc the peoples of the world
recognize and understand the-dangers in the present situation. In order that an
international conscience may develop and that world public opinion may exercise a
positive influence, the United Nations should increase the dissemination of

information on the armaments race and disarmament with the full co-operation of
Member States.

"36. P/ Draft multilateral disapmament conventions should be subjected to the mormal
procedures applicable in the lavw of treaties., Thome submitted to the

General Asszembly for its commendation should be subject to full review by the
Assembly.

"37. Collateral measures in both the nuclear and conventional fields, together with
other measures specifically designed to build confidence, should be undertaken in
order to contribute to the creation oy’ favourable conditions for the adoption of
additional disarmamneni measuras and to further the relaxation of international
tension,

"38. #/ Taking further steps in the field of disarmament and other measures aimed at
promoting international peace znd security would be facilitated by carrying out
studies by the Secretary-General in this field with. appropriate assistance from
governmental or consultant experte.

"39. &/ In particular, publicity should be given to the decisions of the special
sessions of the Géneral Assembly devoted to disarmament.

"WV.: Priorities
"1, In the implementation of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmzment for the
achievement of general and compiete disarmament under effective international.
control as the uliimate goal, the priorities which reflect the urgency attached to
the measures for negotiations are: : : '

= nuciear weapona;

~ other weapons of mass destruction, including chemical weapons;
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= conventional weapons, including any which may be desmed to be excessively
injuridus or to havé indiscriminate effects; and

= reduction of armed forces.

'2.  Effective measures of nuclear disarmament and the prevention of nuclear war
have the highest priority#: -Along with negotiations on these measures, effective
measures should be negotlated to prohibit or prevent the devéi@pment, production or
use of other weapons of mass destruction, as wsll as on the balanésa reduétion: of’
armed forces and of conventional armaments.

"3.  Nothing should preciude States from conducting negotistions on all priority
items concurrently. Bearing in mind these priorities, negotiations should be
pursued on all measures which would lead to general and complete disarmament unaer
effective interndtional cortrdl.

"V. Measures and stages of implementation *®/
First stege %/
"DISARMAMENT MEASURES

"A. Nuclear weapons

"l. Nuclear weapons pose the greatest danger to mankind and to the survival of
civilization. It is essential to halt and reverse the nuclear arms race in all its
a;pectS'in'orﬂer to avert the danger of war involving nuclear weapons..:The ~r
ultimate goal in this context is the complete elimihation of nuclear weapons.

"%/ . The heading is without prejudise o the position of dolegations -with
reapqsi to questions relating to stages of implementation. The following text has
bsen considered for eventual inclusion in the chapter on Machinery and'.Procedures:

'A11 efforts will be made by:States, -particularly through the conduct of
negotiaticns in good falth'on specific disarmanfent measures, to achieve the .goal
of General and Complete Tfssrmamsnt, as defined in the Comprehensive Programme,
by the year 2000. In order to assure continued progress towards the full
realization of this ultimate gecal, a special session of the General Assembly
‘shall be convened perfodically to review the' impleméntation of the.measures included
in the various stages of the Comprehensive Programme. The first such special gession
of the General AsSembly shall be held in (1987) ¢1988) (1989), and-will; (a) revieu
the implementation of the measures included in the first stage of the Comprehensive
Programme; (b) consider the readjustments that need to be made in the Programme in
the light of the review and the steps that need to be taken to stimulate progress
in 1ts implementation; (c) elaborate in more concrete terms the measures--to be
implemented in the second stage of the Programme, taking into account the progress
made so far and other developmerts’ in international relations, as well as science
and technology; and (d) 'decideé onthé ¥ime for the next special:session to review
the implementation of the measures included, and adjusted as necessary, ih the
second stage of the Comprehensive Programme, with the understanding that such
session would be held not later than aix years after the first.'
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"In the task of achievirg the goals of nuclear disarmament, all the nuclear-
wéapon States, in particular those among them which possess the moat important
nuclear arssnals, bear a special responsibility.

"The process of nuclear disarmament should be carried out in such a way, and
requires measures to ensure, that the szcurity of all States is guaranteed at
progreasively lower levals of nuclear armaments, taking into account the relative
qualitative and quantitative importance of the existing arsenals ef the nuclear-
weapon States and other States concerned.

"2. The achievement of nuclear disarmament will require urgent negotiation of
sgrespents at appropriate stages and with adequate measures of verification
satisfactory to.the States coi arned for:

"(a) Cessation of the qualitative improvement and development of nuclear-
wegpon systems;

"{b) Cessation of the production of all types of nuclear weapons and their
means of delivery, and of the produgtion of fissionable material for weapons
purposes ;

"(e) A comprehensive, phased programme with agreed time-frames, whenever
feasible, for progressive and balanged reduction of stockpiles of nuclear weapons
and their means of delivery, leading to their ultimate and complete elimination at
the earliest possible time.

"Considerstion can be given in the course of the negotiations to mutual and agreed
limitation or prohibition, without prejudice to the security of any State, of any
types of nuclear armaments. . o N

"3, Nuclear test ban:

®The cessation ¢ nuclear-weapon testing by all States within the framework
of an effective nuclear disarmament' process would be in the interest of mankind.
It would make a significant contribution to the aim of ending the qualitative
improvement of nuclear weapons and the development of new types of such weapons
and off preventing the proliferation of nuclear weapons. Therefore, all efforts
should ‘be made to conclude, as an important part of the process of nuclear
disarmament, a multilateral nuclear test ban treaty.at the earliest possible
date, ®/

"4 Pending the conclusion of further agreements relating to nuclear disarmament,
the USSR and the United States should, on a reciprocal basis, continue to refrain
from actions which would undercut exlsting strategic arms agreemente concluded
batween them. :

"3/ Some delegations reserved their position with respect to the first
sentence of this text. Other delegations reserved their position with regard
to'¢the last sentence.
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"5. USSR-United States strategic arms negotiations: :I

(Consultations hetween the Union of Soviet Socifalist Republics and the
United States of America on the text are underway. )

"6. Bilateral negotiations on the limitation and reduction of nuclesr weapons
in Europe: &/

(Consultations between the Union of Soviet Soctialist Republics and the
United States of America on the text are underway.)

"T. Multilateral negotiations on nuclear disarmament: uey

"The urgent initiation of multilateral nuclear disarmament negotiations is of
vital interest to the nuclear and non-nuclear-weapon States. The conclusion of
multilateral disarmament agreements would be facilitated by substantial progress in
the bilateral negotiations in this area between the States which possess the most
important arsenals and have a special responsibility in the field of nuclear
dishraament . Also, multilateral negotiations are particularly important to achidve
significant and universal progress toward the achievement of nuslear disarmament.
This will require negotiation of agreements at appropriate stages, taking due
account of the relative quantitative and qualitative importance of existing arsenals
and the necessity of maintaining the undiminished security of all States, nuclear
and fioti~nuclear, at each stage, and with adequate measures of verificgtion
satisfactory to all parties concerned, for the cessation of the qualitative
improvement and development of nuclear-weapon systems, for the cessation of the
production of all types of nuclear weapons and their means of delivery and for
the reduction of stockpiles of nuclear weapons and their means of delivery.

In the course of such negotiations, a combination of the measures as detailed

in paragraph 2 above, or a combination of different elements of such measures, could
be considered.

'The over-all objective of the measures for nuclear disarmament outlined in the
preceding paragraphs for negotiation during the first stage of the Comprehensive
Programme, and of those included in subsequent stages, would be to achieve
qualitative  and quantitative limitations on and significant reductions of the
nuclear-weapon arsenals existing at the beginning of the stage.

"8. Avoidance of the use of nuclear weapons and prevention of nuclear war:
(Text pending.)

"9. Effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States
against the use or th=-at of use of nuclear weapons:

"The nuclear-weapon States should take steps to assure the non=nuclear~weapon
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear Wweapons. Bearing in mind the
declarations made by the nuclear weapon States, efforts should be pursued to conclude,
as appropriate, effective arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against
the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.

"#/ One delegation held that paragraphs 5 and 6 should be consolidated.

"#%/ Two delegations reserved their position on the text of paragraph 7
pending the preparation of the text of paragraphs 5 and 6.
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"10. Nuclear non-proliferation:

"It is imperative, as an integral part of the effort to halt and reverse
the arms race, to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons, The goal of
nuclear non-proliferation is on the one hard to prevent the emergence of any
additional nuclear-weapon States besides the existing five nuclear-weapon
States, and on the other progressively to reduce and eventually eliminate nuclear
weapons altogether. This involwves obligations and responsibilities on the part
of both nuclear-weapon States and’ non-nuclear-weapon States, the: former
undertaking to stop the nuclear arms race and to achieve nuclear disgrmament .
by urgent application of the measures outlined in the relevant paragraphs of
the Final Document, and all States undertaking io prevent the spread of
miclear weapons.,

"Bffective measures can and should be taken at the national level and
through international agreements to minimize the denger of the proliferation
of nuclear weapons without Jjeopardizing energy supplies or the development of
nuclear energy for peaceful purposes. Therefors, the nuclear-weapon States
and the pon-nuclear-weapon States should Jointly take further steps to dewelop
an international céneensus of ways and means, on a universal and -non-discriminatory
basis,. vo.prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons,

"Full implementation of all the provisions of existing instruments-on
non-proliferation, such as the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapone apd/or the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in'Iatin America.
Trealy of Tlatelolco) by States parties to those instruments will be an
ricnt contribution to this end. Adherence to such instruments: has increased
in recent years and the hope has 'been expressed by the parties that this trend
might cantinue,

"Non-proliferation measuree should not jeopardize the full exercise of the
inalienable rights of all States to apply and develop their programmes for the
peaceful uses of nuclear energy for economic and social development in conformity
with their priorities, interests and needs, All States should also hawe eccess
to and be free to acquire technology, equipment and materials for peaceful uses
of nuclear energy, taking into account the particular needs of the developing
countries, International co-operation in this field should be under agreed
and appropriate intermational safeguards applied through the International
Atomic Energy Agepcy on a non-discriminatory basis in order to prevent
effeotively the proliferation of nuclear weapons,

"Bach country's choices and decisions in the .field of the peaceful uses of
nuciear ercrgy should be respected without Jjeopardizing their respective fuel
cycle policies or international co-operation, agreements and comtracts for the
peaceful uses of nuclear energy, provided that the agreed safsguaxd measures
mentioned zbove are applied,
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"In accordance with the principles and provisions of General Assembly
resolution 32/50'of 8 December 1977, international co-operation for the
promotion of the transfer and utilization of nuclear technology for economic
and social development; especially in the developing countries, should be

strengthened .
"11. Establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones:

"The éstablishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones on the basis of agresments
or arrangements freely arrived at among the States of the region cancerned
constitute an important disarmament measure and should be encouraged with the
ultimate objective of achieving a world entirely free of nuclear weapons, taking
into account the characteristics of eadh Tegion, The States participating in
such zones should undertake to comply fully with all the objectives, purposes
and principles of the agreements or arrangements establishing the zones, thus
ensuring that they are genuinely free from nuclear weapons. The nuclear-weapon
States are called upon to give undertakings, the modalities of which are to be
negotiated,- in particularc: (i) to respect strictly the status of the
nuclear-weapon-free zone; (ii) to refrain from the use cr threat .of use of
nuclear weapons against the States of the zone.

" (a) Adoption by the States concerned of all relevant measures to ensure
the full application of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in
Iatin America (Treaty o6 Tlatelolco), taking into account the views expressed
on the cdherence to it at the tenth special session of the General Assembly,
the General Conference of OPANAL and other relevant fora, and including
ratification of additional Protecol I by ail States concerned,

" (b) In Africa, the Organization of African Unity has affirmed the
denuclearization of the continent, The United Nations General Assembly in
successive resolutions has supported the African initiative for the
denuclearization of the continent.and at its tenth special session the
General Assembly, by consensus, called upon the Security Councii to take
appropr.ate effective steps tc prevent the frustration of this objective.

"(¢) The establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East
in compliance with General Assembly resolution 35/}47,y0u1d greatly enhance
intermational peace and security.. Pending the establishment of such a zone
in the region, States of the region should solemly declare that they will
refrain on a reciprocal basis from producing, acquiring or in any. other way
possessing nuclear weapons and nuclear explosive devices and from permitting
the stationing of nuclear weapons on their territory by any third party,
and agree to place all their nuclear activities under International Atomic
Energy Agency safeguards. Consideration should be given to a Security Council
role in advancing the establishmerit of a nuelear-weapon-free zone in the
Middle HEast,

=158~



'(d) All States in the region of South Asia have expressed their
determination to keep their countries free of nuclear weapons, No action
should be taken by them which might deviate from that objective. In this
context, the question of establishing a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asia
has been dealt with in sewveral resolutions of the General Assembly, which is
keeping the subject under consideration,

'(e) Efforts to create nuclear-weapon-free zones in other regions of the
world should be promoted at the initiative of States which intend to become
rart of the zone,

"(f) Ensuring that the zones are genuinely free from nuclear weapons and
respect for such zones by nuclear-weapon States constitute an important
disarmament measure.

"B, Other Weapons of Mass Destruction

"l. All States should adhere to the Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use
in War of Asphyyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods '
of Werfare, signed at Geneva on 17 June 1925, o

"2. All States which have not yet done so should congider adhering to the
Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling
of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction.

"3, It is necessary to make all possible efforts for the early conclusion of
an international convention on the complete and effective prohibition of the
development, production, stockpiling and use of all chemical weapons and on
their destruction,

"4, An international tresty on the prohibition of the development, production,
stockpiling and use of radiological weapons should be concluded, bearing in
mind the negotiations under way in the Committee on Disarmement and all
proposals made in connection therewith,

"S5. Effective measures should be taken to avoid the danger and prevent the
emergence of new types of weapons of mass destruction based on new scientific
principles and achievements, Efforts should be appropriately pursued aiming at
the prohibition of such types and systems of weapons., This question should be
kept under continuing review.

"C. Conventional weapons and armed forces

"l.  Together with negotiations on nuclear disarmament measures, the limitation
and gradual reduction of armed forces .and conventional weapons should be
resolutely pursued within the framework of progress towards general and complete
disarmament. States with the largest military arsenals have a special
responsibility in pursuing the process of conventional armaments reductions. f/

"2, (Interested States will have to continue jonsultations on the text of
paragraph on Europe).

';/ In the view of one delegation, the inclusion of this paragraph was
dependent on the text that may be agreed for paragraph 21 of the chapter on
Principles,
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"3, Agreements or other measures should be resolutely pursued on a bilateral,
regional and multilateral basis with the aim of strengthening peace and security
at a lower level of forces, by the limitation and reduction of armed forces and
of conventional weapons, taking into acocount the need of States to protect their
security, bearing in mind the inherent right of self-defence embodied in the
Charter of the United Nations and without prejudice to the principle of equal
rights and self-determination.of peoples in accordance with the Charter and

the need_to. ensure balance at each stage and undiminished security of all States,
‘Such measures might include the fcllowing:

"(a) Bilateral, regional and multilateral consultations and conferences
should be held where.appropriate conditions exist with the participation of
all the countries cencerned for the consideration of different aspects of
conventional disarmament, such as the initiative envisaged in the Declaration
of Ayacucho subscribed to by eight Latin American countries on 9 December 1974.

"(b) Consultations should be carried out among major arms suppliers and
recipient countries on the limitation of all types of international transfer
of conventional weapons, based in particular on the principle of undiminished
security of the parties with a view to promoting or enhancing stability at a
lower military level, taking into account the meed of all States to protect
their security as well as the inalienable right tc self-determination and
independence .of peoples under colonial or foreign dominaticn and the obligations
of States to respect that right, in accordance with the Charter of the
United Nations and the Declaration on Priv~iples of Interreiional Law concerning
Friendly Relations and Co-operatior among Statea,

"4. Prohibition or restrictions of use of certain conventional weapons,
including those which may cause unnecessary suffering or which may have
indiscriminate effects:

"(a) Adherehce by all States to the agreement adopted by the United Nations
Conference on Prohibition or Restrictions of Use of Certain Conventional
Weapons Which May be Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscriminate
Effects.

"(b) Broadening of the prohibitions or restrictions of use of certain
conventional weapons which may be deemed to. be excessively injurious or to
have indiscriminate effects, either through amendments to the existing
Protocols or through the conclusion of additional Protocols,.in accordance
with Article 8 nf the Convention on Prohibition or Restrictions of Use of
Certain Conventional Weapons Which May be Deemed to Be Exoessively Injurious
or to Have Indiscriminate Effects,

"(c) The result of the above-mentioned Conference should be considered

by all States, especially producer States, in regard to the question of the
transfer of such weapons to other States.
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"D. Military budgets

"l. Gradual reduction of militery budgets on a mutually agreed basis, for example,
in absolute figures or in terms of percentage points, particularly by '
nuclear-weapon States and other militarily significant States, would be a measure
that would contribute to the curbing of the arms race and would increase the
possibilities of reallocation of resources now being used for military purposes %o
economic and social development, particularly for the benefit of the developing
countries. '

"2.  The basis for implementing this measure will have to be agreed by all
participating States and will require ways and means of its implementation
acceptable to all of them, taking account of the problems involved in assessing the
relative significance of reductions as among different States and with due regard
to the proposals of States on all the aspects of reduction of military budgets.

"3, The General Assembly should continue to consider what concrete steps should
be taken to facilitate the reduction of military budgets, bearing in mind the
relevant proposals and documents of the United Nations on this question.

"8B. Related measures

"l. Further steps to prohibit military or any other hostile use of environmental
modification techniques:

"Review of the need for a further prohibition of military or any other hostile
use of environmental modification techniques with a view to the adoption of
further measures to eliminate the danger to mankind from such use.

"2. Purther steps to prevent an arms race on the sea-bed and the ocean floor
and the subsoil thereof:

"Consideration of further measures in the field of disarmament for the
prevention of an arms race on the sea-bed and the ocean floor and in the subsoil
thereof in order to promote the peaceful use of, and to avoid an aris race in,
that environment, taking into account the United Nations Convention on the Iaw
of the Sea and the proposals made during the First and Second Review Conferences
of the Parties to the Treaty on the Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclear
Weapors and Other Weapons of Mass Destruction on the Sea-Bed ‘and the Ocean Floor
and in the Subsoil Thereof, as well as any relevant technological developmemts. */

"3«  In order to.prevent an arms race in outer space, further measures shculd be
taken and appropriate international negotiations held in accordance with the
spirit of the Treaty on Principles Governing the Activities of States in the
Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies.

'i/ Two delegations reserved their position with respect to the reference in
this paragraph to the United Nations Convention on the Iaw of the Sea.
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"4e  The establishment of zones of peace:

'The establishment of zones of peace in various regions of the world underx
appropriate conditions, to be clearly defined and determined freely by the States
concerned in the zone, taking into account the characteristics of the zone and
the principles of the Charter of the United Nations, and in conformity with
international law, can contribute to strengthening the security of States within
such zonés and {o international peace and security az a waole.

"(a) South East Asia:

'Steps should be taken by the States of the region towards the early
establishment of a zone of peace, freedom and neutrality in South East Asia, taking
into accountthe need for ensuring stability and for enhancing prospects for
co-operation and development in the region. */

"(b) (Interested States will have to continue consultations on text on
Indian Ocean);

"(¢) (Interested States will have to continue consultations on text on the
Mediterranean).

"OTHER MEASURES

". Confidence-building measures

"In order to facilitate the process of disarmament, it is necessary to take
measures and pursue polioies 4o -strengthen international peace gnd security and to
build confidence among States. Commitment to confidence-building measures could
significantly contribute to prepgring for further progress in disarmement. For
this purpose, measures such as the following, and other measures yet to be agreed
upon, should be undertsken: -

"(a) The prevention of attacks which take place by accident, miscalculation
or communications failure by taking steps to improve communications between
Governmentc, par%icularly in-areas-of tensions, by the establishment of "hot lines"
‘and other methdds of reducing the risk of conflict;

"(b) States should assess.the poseible implications of their military research
and development for existing agreements as well as for further efforte in the
field of disarmament.

"2. Prevention of the use of force in international relations

"(a) Strict adherence and full commitment by all States Members of the
United Nations to the purposes of the Charter of the United Nations and their
obligation strictly to observe its principles as well as other.relevant and
generally accepted principles of international law relating to the maintenance of
international peace and security, in particular the principles of refraining from
the threat or use of force against the sovereignty, territorial integrity or
political independence of any States or against peoples under colonial or foreign
domination seeking to exercise their right to self-determination and to achieve
independence, non-acquisition and non-annexation of territories by force and

"*/ Some delegations reserved their position on the present text of this
subparagraph.
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non~-recognition of such acquisition or annexation, non-intervention and non-
interference in the internal affairs of other States; the inviolability of
international frontiers; and the peaceful settlement of disputes, having regard

to the inherent right of States to individual and collective self-defence in
accordance with the Charter.

"(b) Strengthening the role of the United Nations in the maintenance of
international peace and security and full implementation of the decisions of the
Security Council by all States Members of the United Nations in accordance with
their obligations under Article 25 of the United Naticns Charter.

"5. Mobilization of world public opinion in favour of disarmament

'In order to mobilize world public opinion in favour of disarmament, the
specific measures set forth below, designed to increase the dissemination of
information about the armaments race and the efforts to halt and reverse it,
should be adopted in all regions of the world in a balanced, factual and
objective manner:

"(a) Throughout the implementation of the Programme, therefore, governmental
and non-governmental information organs of Member States and those of the
United Nations and its specialized agencies as well as non-governmental
organizationes should, as appropriate, undertake further programmes of information
relating to the danger of the armaments race as well as to disarmament efforts and
negotiations and their results, particularly by means of annual activities
conducted in connection with Disarmament Week. These actions should constitute
a programme to further alert world orinion to the danger of war in general and
nuclear war in particular.

"(b) With a view to contributing to a greater understanding and awareness of
the problems created by the armaments race and of the need for disarmament,
Governments and governmental and non-governmental international organizations are
urged to take steps to develop programmes of education for disarmament and peace
studies at all levels.

"(c) The World Disarmament Campaign, which was solemnly launched by the
General Assembly at the opening meeting of its second special session devoted to
disarmament, should provide an opportunity for discussion and debate in all
countries on all points ‘of view relating to disarmament issues, objectives and
conditions. The Campaign has three primary purposes: to inform, to educate and
to generate pubiic understanding and support for the objectives of the
United Nations in the field of arms limitation and disarmament.

'{d) As part of the process of facilitating the consideration of issues in
the field of disarmament, studies on specific questions should be undertaken on
the decision of the General Assembly, when necessary for preparing the ground for
negotiations or reaching agreement. Also, studies pursued under the auspices of
the United Nations, in particular by *he United Nations Institute for Disarmament
Research could bring a useful contribution to the knowledge and exploration of
disarmament problems, especially in the long term.
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"(e) Member States should be encouraged to ensure a better flow of
information with regard to the various aspects of disarmament to avoid dissemination
of false and tendenticus information concerning armaments, and to concentrate on
the danger of escalation of the armaments race and on t.e need for general and
complete disarmament under effective international cor.rol.

"(£) */ In particular publicity should be given to the decisions of the
spécial seasion of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, espacially the
Final Document of the first special session.

. Verification **/

"(a) In order to facilitate the conclusion and effective implementation of
disarmament agreements and to create confidence, States should accept
appropriate provisions for verification in such agreements.

"(b) In the context of international disarmament negotiations, the problem
of verification should be further examined and adequate methods and procedures
in this field be considered. Every effort should be made to develop appropriate
methods and procedures which are non-discriminatory and which do not unduly

interfere with the internal affairs of other States or jeopardize their econonic
and social development. #%#/

"DISARMAMENT AND DEVELOPMENT

"L. In view of the ralationship between expenditure on armaments and economic
and soclal development, the implementation of the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament should make an effective contribution to economic and social
development of all States, in particular of the developing countries. In this
context, it is of particular significance that substantial progress in
disarmament should be made in accordance with the responsibility that each State
bears in the field of disarmament, so that real resources now being used for
military purposes can be released to economic and social development in the
world, particularly for the benefit of the developing countries.

"2, Disarmament would contribute over the long term to the effective economic
and social ..velopment of all States, in particular developing countries, by
contributing towards reducing the economic disparities between developed and
developing countries and establishing the new international economic order on

the basis of justice, equity and co-operation and towards solving other global
problens.

"3. The Secrstary-General shall periodically submit reports to the General Assembly
on the economic and social consequences of the armamenfs race and its extremely
hacmful etfecta on world peace and security.

"%/ The placement of this paragraph in the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament will be determined later.

'"é, Some delegations indicated a preference for the paragraphs under this
headIEé to be amplified and given greater prominence, suech as an introduction. to
Chapter V (Measures and stages of implementation) or as a separate Chapter
preceding Chapter V. One delegation held that the paragraphs under this heading
should form part of Chapter VI (Machinery and Procedures).

"#0%) Tne final placement of the second sentence of this paragraph will be
deternmined later.

-l64~-



"DISARMAMENT AND INTERNATIONAL SECURITY

"l. FProgress in disarmament should be accompanied by measures to strengthen
institutions for maintaining peace and the settlement of international disputes by
peaceful means. During and after the implementation of the programme of general .and
complete disarmament, there should be taken, in accordance with the principles of
the Charter of the Umted Nations, the necessary measures to maintain international
peace gnd security, including the obligation of States to place at the disposal-of
the United Nations agreed manpower necessary for an intermational peace.forece. to

be equipped with agreed types of armaments. Arrangements for the use of this foxce
should; ensure that the United Nations can effectively deter or suppress any threat
or use of arms in violation of the purposes and principles of the United Nationms.

"Intermediate Stage */

"Lagt Stage */

"WI, Machinery and Procedures

"], The United Nations, in accordance with the Charter, should continue to have a
central role and primary responsibility in the sphere of disarmament.

"2, Negotiations on multilateral measures of disarmament envisaged in the
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament should, as a rule, be conducted in the
Committee on Disarmament, the single multilateral negotiating body in the field of
disarmament.

"3, Bilateral and regional disarmament negotiations may also play an important
role and could facilitate negotiations of multilateral agreements in the field of

disarmament.

"A. The United Nations should be kept duly informed through the General Assembly,
or any other appropriate United Nations channel reaching all Members of the" .
Organization, of all disarmament efforts outside its aegis without pre;jud:.ce to
the progress of negotiations. . .

' "j’j The heading is without prejudice to the position of delegations with
respect to questions relating to stages of implementation.
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"5,  All efforts will be made by Stetes, particularly through the conduct of
negotiations in good faith on specific disarmament measures, to achieve the goal of
General and Complete Disarmament, as defined in the Comprehensive Pregramme, by the
year 2000, In order to assure continued progress towards the full realization of
this ultimate goal, a special session of the General Assembly shall be convened
periodically to review the implementation of the measures included in the various
stages of the Comwprehensive Programme. The first such special session of the
General Assembly shall be held in (1987) (1988) (1989), and wills (a) review the
implementation of the measures included in the first stage of the Comprehensive
Programme; (b) consider the readjustments that need to be made in the Programme in
the light of the review and the steps that need to be taken to stimulate progress in
its implementation; (c) elaborate in more concrete terms the measures to be
implemented in the second stage of the Programme, taking into account the progress
made so far and other developments in international relations, as well as science
and technology; and (d) decide on the time for the next special session to review
the implementation of the measures included, and adjusted as necessary, in the
second stage of the Comprehensive Programme, with the understanding that such
session would be held not later than six years after the first. *f

"6, In addition to the periodic reviews to be carried out at special sessions,

there should be an annual review of the implementation of the Programme. Therefore,
an item entitled "Review of the implementation of the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament" should be annually included on the agenda of the regular sessions of
the General Assembly. To facilitate the work of the Assembly in this regard, the
Secretary-General should annually submit a report to the General Assembly on progress
in the implementation of the Programme.

"7, During its annual review, or at its periodic special sessions %o review the
implementation of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, the General Assembly
may, as appropriate, consider and recommend further measures and procedures to
enhance the implementation of the Programme.

"8, In the implementation of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, the
Disarmament Commission shall continue functioning as a deliberative body, a
subsidiary organ of the General Assembly, and shall consider and make recommendations
on various problems in the field of disarmament.

"9, Proposals listed in paragraph 125 of the Final Doocument of the first special
gession and ammex IT of the Concluding Document of the second special session
devoted to disarmament should be considered, and decisions taken, at an appropriate
time.

"10. At the earliest appropriate time, a world disarmament conference should be
convened with universal participation and with adequate preparatiox_l.

w/ Thig paregraph has not been discussed. Therefore, the issues dealt with
therein remain open.
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G. Prevention of an arms race in outer space

89. 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 periods from 18 to 22 April and from 8 to 12 August 1983.
90. The following new documents were before the Committee in connection with
the item:
(a) Document CD/375, dated 14 April 1983, submitted by the
delegation of France, entitled "Prevention of an arms race in outer space";
(b) Document CD/410, dated 9 August 1983, submitted by the delegation
of Mongolia, entitled "Prevention of an arms race in ocuter space"; i
(c) Document CD/413, dated 17 August 1983, submitted by the :
delegations of Australia; Belgium; Canada; France; Germany, Federal
Republic of; Italy; Japan; Netherlands; United Kingdom; and
United States of America;
(d) Document CD/418, dated 23 August 1983, entitled "Statement by the
Group of 21 -~ Prevention of an arms race in outer space".
91. The Committee considered the question of the prevention of an arms race
in outer space in plenary and informal meetings. The Committee &iso
considered probosals for the establishment of an ad hoc working group under the
agenda item. The Group of 21 reaffirmed its proposal, as contained in
document CD/329, that a working group should be established immediately
with the mandate of undertaking negotiations for the conclusion of an
agreement or agreements as appropriate to prevent an arms race in outer
space in all its aspects. The Group of 21 maintained that this was
specifically requested by the General Assembly in its resolution 37/83.
It would also be in fulfilment of paragraph 80 of the Final Document which
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stated that: "In order to prevent an arms race in outer space,

further measures should be taken and appropriate international

negotlationg be held in accordance with the spipit of the Treaty on Pripeiples
Govern;pg the,@g;iv%px\qf States ;n the Moon,gndJOther Celestial Bodies".

Chira continued £o support the proposal of the Group pf 21 to es;aﬁiish an

ad hoc worl thog, group with a view to negotiating appropriate treaties.opn the
pravention of an armg race in outer gpace. A group of. soclalist countries also
reiterated, lt: proposal in gdocument CD}272, that a working group be esfablished
with the. mandafe ne5otiaf1ng on the text of an 1nternatipnal treaty on, the
prevention of an arms rage, An puter space. luey glsq,iqdiqgtgdzthgt,;QQy:cgulq_
support. the prosesal of the, Group of 21, At the 235%h, plenary, meeting, a.

group of, Wegtern dolegationa fabled dacument CD/413, which proposed that. the
Cgmmittaa eatablizk an ad hoe working group under the agenda jtem and requ.sted
tha EQ_EEE working grcup ts identify, through substantive examination, issues
rclevant to the prevention of an arms race in outer Bpéqﬁj

2. A gropp of goclalist countries as well as a number of delegations of other
States cenoidersd however, that the threat of an arms racg\}n'outer space haqa.
Inereszced and had become agpte and in this context it could increéae ;héhdﬁﬁéer
of a nuclear wer. In their view therefore it was necessary withoﬁt £Urth§r

dalay to atant effective; and practipal negotiations on elaborating international
agrecments %o prevent an arms race in outer space.. A group of aocialist countrieﬁf
insist~d ir particular on the neccasity. to. negotiate in the .Committee a tireaty
on prchilbition of thetstationing of weapons: of any kind .in outer space. The
draft of a relevant treaty was submitted to the Committee by a member

State (CN/274). The same State drew the attention of the Committes to the new
inltiatives of its Government vith a view to prevent an arms race in dutsr
goace (CD/420) and, in particular, to the draft Treaty on the prohibifiﬁh of
tha use of foréé.in cuter space and from outer space with'reghfd to earth
submitted to the Unttod Nations General Assembly. ‘Théy aldo pointed ‘out the
cbligation taken by this State not to deploy first in the outer space any ‘kKind
of anti-z tbllitaﬁneaponé,,i.e. declared unila%eral moratqrium on such launches
for the vhole period until other States 1nclud1ng the United States of America
would refrain from deploying in space anti-satellite weapons of any kind..
Other delegations reaffirmed: their beiief .that .any activity in outer spage
should be for reaceful purpoeses and carried out for the benefit of -alli-pecples,
irrespective of 4he .dggrze of their economic and scientifie developmentz. Given
the novelty and the complexity of ‘the subject, they believed that 1t.was.-
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esasential that a working group on item 7 should begin by 1dentifying the

issues relevant to the prevention of an arms race in outer space inciuding an
in-depth” review of existing agreements. They regretted that their proposal for
& mandate of an ad hoc working group on item 7, contained in aocument CD/413,
had not proved acceptable to one group of delegations. The Group of 21
reaffirmed the principle that outer space - the common heritage of mankind -
should be preserved exclusively for peaceful purposes. While the Group of 21
did not object to the identification through substantive examination of relevant
issues - as an 1hitial stage of the task of the Working Group - it nevertheleas
consideréd that the extension of an arms race to outer space and its use for
hostile purposes should be permanently outlawed. In this connection, a group
of aooiiiibt‘Statéa expressed its disappointment that proposals for a mandate
of an ad hoc wdrking ‘group under iten 7 contained in Jdocuments CD/272 and CD/329
had not proved acceptabla to one group of delegations.

93. A contact group was establishéd with the task of formulating an

appropriate maridate for an ad hoc working group under this item. The contact
group held a number of meetings under the guidance of the Chairman of the
Comnittee on Disarmament. Various proposals were submittéd to the contact
group by the Group of 21, a group of socislist Statcs and some other delegations.
9. ‘There was no consensus in the Committee on the proposals contained in
documents CD/272, CD/329 and CD/413.

H. Consideration of other areas dealing with the
cessation of the arms race and disarmament
and other relevant measures

95. In acoordance with the decision taken at its 225th plenary mseting, the
Coumittee held an informal meeting to exchange views on follow-up measures
to the oconclusions of the Fiprst Review Conference of the Parties to the ,
Treaty on the Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclear Weapons and Other
Woapons of Mass Deatruction on the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor and in the
Subsoil Thereof. ‘ |

I. Considoration and adoption of the annual report of the
o Committee and any other report as apnropriate to the
United Nations General Assembly

96. ‘The item on the agenda entitled "Consideration and adoption of the

annual repurt of the Committee and any other report as appropriate to

the Uifted Natic ‘s General Assembly™ was considered by the Committee in

accoffdarice with its programme of work from 22 to 30 August 1983.

97. The present report, as’adopted by the Committee on: 30 August 1983,

is transmitted by the Chairman on behalf of the Committee on Disarmament.
(Signed)

Jorge Morelli Pando, Peru
Chairman of the Committee
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Minister Plenipotentiary
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Permanent Misesion of Belgium to the
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Address: 10A averue de Budé, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No. 33.90.00

Wr. D.S. MoPhail Ambassador and Permanent Representative
of Canads to the Committee on Disarmament

My, Gevald R. Skimmer Coungellor
Permanent Mission of Canads to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Deputy Representative

¥Mr. R.J. Rochon Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Canada to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

¥Mr, D. Dhavernas First Secretary and Consul
Dr. M.C. Hamblin Adviger
Dr. Peter Basham Adviger
Colonel R. Cleminson Adviser
Ms. Chantal de Varemnes Adviger
Dr. W. Oliver Adviser
Dr. R. Sutherland . Adviger
Dr., E. Gilman : Adviger

#/  Spouse present.
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Delegation of the People's Republic of China

Address: 11 chemin de Surville, 1213 Petit-Lancy, Geneva.

Tel. No. 92.25.48
Mr. Qlan Jia Tong

Mr. Li Luye

*Mr. Tian Jin

Mrs. Wang Zhiyun

Mr. Lin Cheng

Mr. Li Changhe

Mr. Pan Zhenqiang

Mrs. Ge Yuyun

Mr. Pan Jusheng
Mr. Yu Zhongzhou

Mr. Hu Xiaodi

Mrs. Zhou Yunhua

Mr. Chang Tong

# Spouse present.

Ambassador, Extraordinary and
Plenipotentiary

Psrmanent Representative of China to the
Committee on Disarmament, Head of
Delegation

Ambassador

Permanent Reprasentative tco the
United Nations Office

Head of Delegation

Minister

Deputy Permanent Representative
to the United Nations Off'ice
Deputy Head of Delegation

First Secretary, Permanent Mission
of the People's Republic of China
at Geneva

Representative

First Secretary, Permanent Mission
of the People's Republic of China
at Geneva

Deputy Division Chief, Department

of International Organizations and
Conferences, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Representative

Officer, Ministry of National Defence
Representative

Official, Department of International
Organizations and Conferences
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Representative

Expert, Ministry of National Defence
Expert, Ministry of National Defence

Third Secretary
Department of International Organizations
and Conferences, Ministry of Foreign
Affairs
Adviser

Expert, Ministry of National Defence

Of ficer, Ministry of National Defence
Expert
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Delegation of the Republic of Cuba
Address: 36 rue de Lausanne, 1211 Geneva.

Tel. No. 31.35.60

*Dr. Luis Sold Vila Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Cuba to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

*Mp, Pedro Nunez Mosquera Second Secretary
Alternate Representative
Permanent Mission of Cuba to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Mr. Julio Heredia Pérez First Secretary, Delegate
Permanent Mission of Cuba te the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Advisor

Mr. Angel Victor Gonzdlez Pérez Third Secretary, Delegate
Permanent Mission of Cuba to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Delegation of the Czechoslovak Socialist Resublie
Address: 9 chemin de 1'Ancienne Route, rand-Saconnex, Geneva.

Tel. No. 98.91.82

*Mr. Milod Vejvoda Ambassador
Permanent Representative of the
Czechoslovak Socialist Republic to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Mr. Panel Chlumsky Counsellor
Deputy Permanert Representative of the
Czechoslovak Socialist Republic to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Member of Delegation

Mrs. Marta Slamovd Counsellor
Permanent Mission of the Czechoslovak
Socialist Republic to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Member of Delegation

Mr. Andrej Cima Deputy Head of Disarmament Section
Federal Ministry of Foreign Affairs
- Member of Delegation

* Spouse present.
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Delegation of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic (continued)

#Mp, Jan Jir8¥ek Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of the Czechoslovak
Socialist Republic to the United Nations
Office at Geneva
Member of Delegation

Mr. Ji¥i Frandk Expert

Delegation of Egypt

Mdress: T2 rue de Lausanne, 1202 Geneva.
Tel. No. 31- 650 50

#Mp, E1 Sayed Abdel Raouf El Reedy Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Egypt to
the United Nations Office At Geneva

#Mp, Ibrahim Ali Hassan Counsellor
' Permanent Mission of Egypt to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

*Mr. Waguih Hanafi Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Egypt to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Miss Wafaa Bassim Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of Egypt to the
United Nations COffice at Geneva

#Mr, Ahmed Maher Abbas Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of Egypt to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Delegation of Ethiopia
Address: 56 rue de Moillebeau, 1211 Geneva.

Tel. No. 33.07-50

#Mpr, Tadesse Terrefe Ambassador, Extraordinary and
Plenipotentiary
Permanent Representative of Ethioplia to
the United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Miss Kongit Sineglorgis Counsellor
Deputy Permanent Representative
Permanent Missicn of Ethiopia to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Representative

#Mr. Fesseha Yohannes First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Ethiopia to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

% Spouse present.
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Delegation of France
Address: 36 route de Pregny, 1292 Chambésy, Geneva. Tel. No. 58.21.23

*Mr. Frangois de la Goroce Ambassador
Representative of France to the
Committee on Disarmament

*Mr. Jacques de Beausse First Counsellor
Deputy Representative

Mr. Benoft d'Aboville Under Directorate of Disarmament
Ministry of External Relations
Paris

Colonel Gesbert Ministry of Defence

Miss Lydie Ghazerian Under Directorate of Disarmament
Ministry of Extermal Relations
Paris

*Mr, Michel Couthures First Secretary

Delegation of the ocratic Republic

Address: 49 rue de Moillebeau, 1209 Geneva. Tel. No. 33.67.50

*Dr. Gerhard Herder Ambagsador
Permanent Representative of the
German Democratic Republic to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation
(first part of annual session)

*Dr, Harald Rose Ambassador
Permanent Representative of the
German Democratic Republic to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation
(second part of annual session)

*Dr, Hubert Thielicke First Secretary
Permanent Mission of the German
Democreiic Republic to the United Nations
Office at Geneva
Deputy Head of Delegation

Colonel Dr. Friederich Sayatz Ministry of National Defence

Mr. Manfred Kitzel First Secretary
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

* Spouse present.
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Delegation of the German Democratic Republic (continued)

Ms. Hannelore Hoppe

Dr. Manfred Schneider

Dr. Ralf Trap~

Third Secretary
Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the
German Democratic Republic

Adviser, Academy of Sciences of the
German Democratic Republic

Adviser, Academy of Sciences of the
German Democratic Republic

Delegation of the Federal Republic of Ge
Address: 147 rue de lausamme, (7éme &tage, App. 62) 1202 Geneva.

Tel. No. 31.97.70/79

*Dr. Henning Wegener

]

Mr. Frank Elbe

Mr. Wolf-Eberhard von dem Hagen

Dr. Wolfgang Rohr

Mr. Michael Gerdts

Professor Dr. Johannes Pfirschke

* Spouse present.

Ambagsador

Head of Delegation of the

Federal Republic of Germany to the
Committee on Disarmament

Counsellor

Alternate Representative
Delegation of the Federal Republic
of Germany to the

Committee on Disarmament

Colonel

Military Adviser

Delegation of the Federal Republic
of Germany to the

Committee on Disarmsment

First Secretary

Delegation of the Federal Republic
of Germany to the

Committee on Disarmamént

Second Secretary

Delegation of the Federal Republic
of Germany to the

Committee on Disarmament

Adviger
Federal Ministry of Defence
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Delegation of the ian People!s Republic
Address: 8l avenue de Champel, 1206 Geneva. Tel. No. 46.03.23

¥Dr, Imre Kémives Ambassador
Permanent Representative of the
Hungarian People!s Republic to the
United Nations Office at Genevs
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

Mr. Tibor Téth Third Secretary
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Dr. Ede Bisgtricsdny Professor of Seismology
Head of the Seismological Observatory of
the Hungarian Academy of Sciences

Dr. Ldszlé Mdte Expert
Colonel, Ministry of Defence

Dr. GySrgy Szentesi Expert
Colonel, Ministry of Defence

Delegation of Ipdia

Address: 9 rue du Valais, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No. 32.08.59

My, M. Dubey Ambassador Extraordinary and
Plenipotentiary, Permanent Representative
of India to the United Nations Office at
Geneva, Leader of Delegation

*Myr, Shyam Saran First Secretary
Permanent Mission of India to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative (until
10 July 1983)

Mr. Sheel Kant Sharma First Secretary
Permanent Mission of India to the
. United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative (from
11 July 1983

#Mg. Lakshmi Puri First Secretary
Permanent Mission of India to the

United Nations Office at Geneva
Adviser

* Spouse present.
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Delegation of India (continued)
Mr. Nikhil Seth

Mr., Mohan Kumor

Delegation of the Republic of Indonesia

Third Secretary

Permanent Mission of India to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Adviser

Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of India to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Address: 16 rue de Saint-Jean, 1203 Geneva. Tel. No. 45.33.50

Mr. Nane S. Sutresna

3

Mr. Noegroho Wisnoemoerti

Mr. Indra Damanik

Mrs. Pruistin Ramadhan

Mr. Budiman Darmosutanto

My, Migwer Jalaluddin

Mr. Jwan Hs. Wiranatastmadja

Brigadier General Haryomataram

Colonel Fauzy Qasim

Ambassador

Deputy Permanent Representative
Permanent Mission of Indonesia to the
United Nations, Geneva, Representative
Head of Delegation

Counsellor

Permanent Mission of Indonesia to the
United Nations, Geneva
Representative

Official

Directorate of International Organizations
Depar.ment of Foreign Affairs, Jakarta
Representative

Second Secretary

Permanent Mission of Indonesia to the
United Nations, Geneva
Representative

Second Secretary

Permanent Mission of Indonesia to the
United Nations, New York
Representative

Attaché

Permanent Mission of Indonesia to the
United Nations, Geneva
Representative

Official

Directorate of Internmational Organizations
Department of Foreign Affairs, Jakarta
Representative

Department of Defence and Secunty,
Jakarta, Adviser

Department of Defence and Security,
Jakarta, Adviser

-181-



Delegation of the Islamic Republic of Iran
Address: 28 chemin du Petit-Saconnex, 1209 Geneva. Tel. No. 33,30.04

Dr. Nasrollah Kagemi Kamyab Ambasgsador
Permanent Representative of the
Islamic Republic of Iran to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Mr. Mohammed Jafar Mahallati Chargé A'Affaires a.i., Head of Delegation
Mr. Farhad Shahabi Sirjani First Secretary
Mr, Jalil Zahirnia Third Secretary

Permanent Mission of the Islamic Republic
of Iran to the United Nations Office at
Geneva

Mr. Mohammad Tahar Rahmanian Political Attaché

Delegation of Italy
Address: 10 chemin de 1'Impératrice, 1292 Pregny, Geneva. Tel. No. 33.47.50

*Mr. Mario Michele Alessi Ambasgsador
Permanent Representative of Italy to the
Committee on Disarmament
Head of Delegation

*Mr. Bruno Cabras Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Italy to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

*Mr. Carlo Maria Oliva First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Italy to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

#Mr, Ettore Di Giovamni Captain (Navy), Military Counsellor
Ministry of Defence

Prof. Luigi Condorelli Legal Expert
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Prof. Michele Caputo Seismic. Expert
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Dr. Rodolfo Console Seismic Expert
- Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Maj. Roberto Di Carlo ' Expert
Chemical Weapons
Ministry of Defence

* Spouse present.
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Delegation of Japan

Address: 35 avenue de Budé, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No. 33.04.03

*Dr, Ryukichi TImai

*Mr, Masaji Takahashi

*Mr, Masaki Konishi

*¥Mr, Toshiyuki Tekano

3

Mr, Teruo Kawakita

Mr. Kenji Tanaka

Mr. Teutomu Ishiguri

Mr. Masahiro Yamamoto

Mr. Kenji Fukushima

Dr. Ichiro Akiyama

Mr. Shigeo Mori

Dr. Tadashi Okada

Mr, Tsutomu Arai

* Spouse present

Ambassador Extraordinary
and Plenipotentiaxy
Leader of the Delegation

vounsellor

Permanent Delegation to the
Committee on Disarmament

Deputy Leader of the Delegation

vounsellor, Permanent Delegation to the
vomnittee on Disarmement
Deputy Leader of the Delegation

Director, Disarmament Division
United Nations Bureau,
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

First Secretary, Permanent Delegation
to the Committee on Disarmament

First Secretary, Permanent Delegation
to the Committee on Disarmement

Second Secretary, Permanent Delegation
to the Committee on Disarmasment
(from 15 August 1983)

Expert
Japan Meteorological Agency, Tokyo

Official, Disarmament Divigion,
United Nations Bureau,
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Expert, Deferice Agency,
Tokyo

Expert, Meteorological Agency, Tokyo
(from 11=24 July 1983)

Expert, Defence Agency,
Tokyo

Third Secretary,

Permanent Delegation to the
Gommittee on Disarmament
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Delegation of Kenya
Address: Hotel Ramada (Room 34), Geneva. Tel. No. 31.02.41

Mr. Wafula Wabuge Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Kenya to the
United Nations, New York
Leader of Delegation

Dr. Daniel David Caroli Don Nanjira Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Kenya to the
United Nations, New York
Delegate

Mr. Paul Ngugi Mwaura Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Kenya to the
United Nations, New York
Delegate

Delegation of Mexico
Address: 13 avenue de Budé, 1202 Geneva., Tel. No. 34.57.40

Mr. Alfonso Garcfa Robles Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Mexico to the
Committee on Disarmament,
Head of Delegation

Ms. Zadalinda Gonzalez y Reynero Counsellor
Alternate Representative
Ms. Marfa de los Angeles Romero Second Secretary
Adviser
Mr. Pablo Maceda Riba Third Secretary
Adviser
Ms. 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

H.E. Mr. Dugersurengiin Erdembileg Ambassador
Permanent Representative, Geneva
Head of Delegation

Mr. Luvsangiin Erdenechuluun First Secretary
Permanent Mission, New York
Mr. Jalbuugiin Choinkhor Ministry of Foreign Affairs
’ Ulan Bator
Mr. Svkh=0Ochir Bold Third Secretary
' Permanent Mission, Geneve
Mr. Oidovyn Chimidregzen Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Ulan Bator

* Spouse present
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Delegation of the Kingdom of Morocco

Address: 22 chemin Frangois-Lehmann, 1218 Grand-Saconnex, Geneva.

Tel. No. 98.15.35
WMr. Ali Skalli

Mr. Sidi Mohamed Rahhali

Mr. Mohammed Chrafbi

Mr. Omar Hilale ‘

Ambassador

Permanent Representative of the
Kingdom of Morocco to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Counsellor
Ministry of Foreign Affsairs

First Secretary

Permanent Mission of the
Kingdom of Morocco to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Second Secretary

Permanent Mission of the
Kingdom of Morocco to the
Tnited Nations Office gt Geneva

Delegation of the Kingdom of the Netherlands
Address: 56 rue de Moillebeau, 1209 Geneva. Tel. No. 33.73.50

*Dr. Frans van Dongen

Mr. Hendrik Wegenmskers

*ir. Jaap Ramaker

Mr. Robert Jan Akkerman

* Spouse present

Ambassador Extraordinary and
Plenipotentiary

Permanent Representative of the
Kingdom of the Netherlands to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Counsellor

Permanent Mission of the

Kingdom of the Netherlands to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Deputy Head of Delegation

(until 28 February 1983)

Counsellor

Permanent Mission of the

Kingdom of the Netherlands to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Deputy Head of Delegation

(as from 1 March 1983)

Second Secretary

Permanent Mission of the

Kingdom of the Netherlands to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
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Delegation of the Kingdom of the Netherlands {ocontinued)

Dr. A.J.J. Ooms Expert (Chemical Weapons)
Director, Prins Maurits Laboratorium TNO

Delft, The Netherlands

Dr. A.R., Ritsema Expert (Seismologist)
Royal Netherlands Meteorological Institute

De Bilt, The Netherlands

Mr. G. Houtgast Expert (Seéismologist)
Royal Netherlands Meteorological Institute
De Bilt, The Netherlands

Delegation of Nigeria
Address: 32 chemin des tollombettes, 1211 Geneva. Tel. No. 34.21.40/49

H.E. Dr. G.0. Ijewere Ambassador
Permanent Representative
Permanent Mission of Nigeria to the
United Nations Office at Geuneva
Head of Delegation

Mr. A.N.C. Nwaozomudoh Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Nigeria to the
United Nations Office at Gemeva
Altemative Representative

Mr. J.0. Oboh Senior First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Nigeria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternative Representative

Mr. L.O. Akindele Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of Nigeria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Delegate

Mr. A.A, Adepoju Third Secretary
Pexmanert Mission of Nigeria to the
Uni ted Nations Office at Gemeva
Delegate

Miss I.E.C. Ukeje Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of Nigeria %o the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Delegate
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Delegation of Pakistan

Address: 56 rue de Moillebeau, 1211 Gemeva. Tel, No. 34.77.60

Mr, Mansur Ahmad

*Mr. Rafat Mahdi

Mr, Tariq Altaf

Mr, Salman Bashir

Delegation of ?ei'u

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Pakistan

to the United Nations Office at Geneva

Connsellor
Permanent Mission of Pakistan to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Pakistan to the
United Nations Office at Gemneva

Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Paskistan to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Address: 63 rue de Lausanne, 1202 Geneva., Tel. No. 31.11.30/31.11.39

Mr. Jorge Morelli Pando

Mr, Peter Cannock

Mr. Eduardo Ponce Vivanco

Mr, César Castillo Ramfrez

MMr, Vicente Rojas

Mr. Augusto Thornberry

*/ Spouse present.

Ambassador
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Peru
Head of Delegation

Ambassador

Alternate Permanent Representative of Peru
to the United Nations Office at Geneva

Minister Counsellor

Permanent Mission of Peru to the
United Nations Qffice at Geneva
Deputy Permanent Representative

First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Peru to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Peru to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Second Secretary

Permanrent Mission of Peru to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
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Delegation of the Polish People's Republic
Address: 15 chemin de 1'Ancienne Route, 1218 Grand Saconnex, Geneva, Tel.}0.98.1L81

Mr, Bogumil Sujka Ambassador
Head of Delegation
(until 6 February 1983)

Mr, Stanislaw Turbanski Ambassador
Head of Delegation

Mr, Jerzy Zawalonka Counsellor - Minister Plenipotentiary
Deputy Permanent Representative of Poland
to the Office of the United Nations
in Geneva
Acting Head of the Delegation from
6 February 1983

Mr, Stanislaw Konik Adviger to the Minigter of
Foreign Affairs

Colonel Janusz Cialowicz ¥Ministry of Defence
Warsaw
Mr, Tadeusz Strojwas First Secretary

Permanent Representation of Poland
to the Office of the United Nations
in Geneva

Mr. Gromoslaw Czempinski First Secretary
Permanent Representation of Poland
to the Office of the United Nations
in Geneva

Delegation of the Socialist Republic of Romania
Address: 6 chemin de la Perridre, 1223 Cologny, Geneva, Tel, No, 52,10.90

WMr, Ion Datcu Ambasgsador
Permanent Representative of the
Socialist Republic of Romania to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

"Mr. Teodor Melescam Counselloxr
Permanent Mission of the Socialist Republic
of Romania to the United Nations Office
at Geneva
Deputy Head of Delegation

Mr. Leon Toader Counsellor
Permanent Mission of the Socialist Republic
of Romania to the United Nations Office
at Geneva

*/ Spouse present.
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Delegation of the Socialist Republic of Romania (contimmed)

#¥Mr, Mihail Bichir First Secretary
Permanent Mission of the Socialist Republic
of Romania to the United Nations Office
at Genevs

Mr. Tache Panait First Secretary
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Col, Dr.Ing. Mihai Stefan Dogaru Counsellor
Ministry of National Defence

Dalegation of the Democratic Socialist Republic of Sri Lanka
Addresss 53, 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

Mr, 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, Prasad Kariyawasam Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of the Democratic
Socialist Republic of Sri Lanka
to the United Nations Office at Geneva

Delegation of Sweden
Address: 62 rue de Vermont, 1202 Geneva. Tels. No. 34436.00

Mrs, Maj Britt Theorin Ambassador
Member of Parliament
Chairman of the Swedish Disarmament Commission
Head of Delegation - ex officio when
in attendance

Mr, Rolf Ekéus Ambassador
Head of Delegation

#¥r, Curt Lidgard Ambassador
Head of Delegation

WMr, Carl-Magnmus Hyltenius Coungellor
Deputy Head of Delegation

*/ Spouse present.
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Delegation of Sweden {continued)

Mr. Georg Andersson
Mr. Sture Ericson
Mrs., Gunnel Jon#ng
Mrs. Ingrid Sundberg
Mr. Rune Angstr8m
Mr. BjSrm Skala

Mr. lars Norberg

Mr. Gustav Ekholm

Mr. Sten Ask

Mr., Bernt Jonsson

*Mr, Hans Berglund

*¥Dr, Johan Iundin

Dr. Jan Prawitz

Dr. Ola Dahlman

Mr. lars Eric de Geer

Mr. Per Olof Granbom

Dr. Hans Israelsson

*Spouse present.

Member of Parliament
Member of Parliament
Member of Parliament
Member of Parliament
Menmber of Parliament

Director
Ministry for Foreign Affairs
31 Jamuary - 4 February

Deputy Director
Ministry for Foreign Affairs
T Pebruary - 11 February

Minister Plenipotentiary
Ministry for Foreign Affairs

Counsellor

Ministry for Foreign Affaire
Asgistant to Mrs. Theorin
31 January - 10 February

Expert

Ministry for Foreign Affairs
Assistant to Mrs. Theorin
31 January - 10 February

Colonel
Military Adviser

Director of Research
National Defence Research Institute

Ministry of Defence
Scientific Adviser

Director of Research
National Defence Research Institute
Seientific Adviser

. National Defence Research Institute
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National Defence Research Institute
Scientific Adviser

National Defence Research Imstitute
Scientific Adviser



Delegation of Sweden (continued)

Mrs. Anmmmari Iau-Eriksson National Defence Regearch Imstitute
Scientific Advisger

Dr. Harriet Olsson National Defence Research Institute
Scientific Adviger

Delegation of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
Addresss 4 chemin du Champ de Ble, 1292 Chambesy, Geneva.
Tel. No. 58.10.03

Mr, Victor L. Issraelyan Head of Delegation
Ambassador
Member of Collegium of the Ministry
of Foreign Affairs, Representative
of the USSR to the Committee on
Disarmament

Mr. Borig P. Prokofiev Deputy Head of Delesgation,
Envoy
Deputy Director, Department of
International Organizations
Minigtry of Foreign Affairs

Mr. Roland M, Timerbaev Deputy Head of Delegation
Envoy
Deputy Director, Department of
International Organizations
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Mr. Yury K. Nagarkin Deputy Head of Delegation
Envoy
Deputy Director, Department of
International Organizations
Minigtry of Foreign Affairs

Mr. Victor M, Tatarnikov Adviser, Major-General

Ministry of Defence
Mr. Vitaly M. Ganja Adviser, Colonel

Minigtry of Defence
Mr. Iev A. Naumov Adviser, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. Timur F. Dmitritchev Adviser, Minigtry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. Michail F. Trepikhalin Advisery; Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. Gennady Vorontzov Adviser, Minigtry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. Valery V. loshchinine Counsellor

Permanent Representation of the USSR
to the Office of the United Nations
and other International Organizations
in Geneva
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Delegation of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (continued)

Mr,
Mr,

Mr,

Ieonid P. Malev
Yury V, Kostenko

Grigory V. Berdemmikov

Viadimir F, Priakhin
Igor N. Scherbak
Vladimir A. Krokha
Grigory N. Vashadze
Vladimir A, Evdokoushin

Gennady V. Antsiferov

Alexander P, Koutepov
Vitaly L. Kotujansky
Nicolai I. Tchugunov

Oleg M, Lisov

Yury M. Novosadov

Vladimir M, Tcherednichenko
Ivan P, Pasetchnik

Oleg K, Kedrov

Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
BExpert, Minigtry of Foreign Affairs
First Seoretary

Permanent Representation of the USSR to
the Office of the United Nations and
other International Orgamnizations in
Geneva

Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Expert, Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Second Secretary

Permanent Representation of the USSR to
the Office of the United Nations and
other Intermational Organizations in
Geneva

Third Secretary

Permanent Representation of the USSR to
the Office of the United Nations and

other International Organizations in
Geneva

Expert
Expert
Expert
Expert
Expert
Expert
Expert
BExpert

~192-



Delegation of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

Addresss 37-39 rue de Vermont, 1202 Geneva., Tel. No. 34.3%8.00

*¥Dr, R, Ian T Cromartie CM3

*Mr, Lawrence J. Middleton

XM, Barry P. Noble

The Hon. M.A. Pakenham

Dr, Thomas D. Imch

h

*Ms. Joan I. Link

Mr. B. Glover

Dr. Graham H, Cooper
Mr, F.H. Glover

Ms. Joanna E,F, Wright

Ambassador
Leader of the United Kingdom Delegation
to the Committee on Disarmament

Counsellor
United Kingdom Delegation to the
Committee on Disarmament

Counsellor

Permanent Mission of the United Kingdom
to the United Nations Office at Geneva

Arms Control and Disarmament Departmént
Foreign and Commonwealth Office

Minigtry of Defence

First Secretary

United Kingdom Delegation to the
Committee on Disarmament

Arms Control and Disarmament Department
Foreign and Commonwealth Office

Ministry of Defence
Seismological Research Centre
Third Secretary

United Kingdom Delegation to the
Committee on Disarmament

Delegation of the United States of America
Addresss 11, Route de Pregny, 1292 Chambesy, Geneva

Tel. No. 99.02.11

The Honourable ILouis G. Fields, Jr.

Mr, Morris D. Busby

Mr, Harold L. Brown, II

¥Spouse present,

Ambassador
United States Representative to the
Committee on Disarmament

Alternate United States Representative
to the Committee on Disarmament

Colonel, USA

Maltilateral Affairs Bureau
United States Arms Control and
Digarmament Agency

=19 3-



Delegation of the United States of America (comtinued)

Mr.

John Egan McAteer

Pierce S. Corden

Howard B. Durham

lawrence Madsen

J ori Gundersen

Robert Norman

Charles Bay

Richard L. Horme

Robert Mikulak

Roger F. Scott

John Tierney

Jolm Doesburg

Blair Murray

Multilateral Affsirs Bureau »
United States Arms Control and
Disarmament Agency

Multilateral Affairs Bureau
United States Arms Control and
Disarmament Agency

United States Department of Energy
United States Department of Energy

Office of United Nations Political Affairs
Bureau of International Organization
Affairs

United States Depurtment of State

Office of United Nations Political Affairs
Bureau of International Organization
Affairs

United States Department of State

Colonel, USA
Office of the Joint Chiefs of Staff
United States Department of Defense

Firgt Secretary

Permanent Mission of the United States
of America to the United Nations Office
at Geneva

Multilateral Affairs Bureau
United States Arms Control and
Disarmament Agency

Colonel, USMC
Office of the Joint Chiefs of Staff
United States Department of Defense

Multilateral Affairs Bureau
United States Arms Control and
Disarmament - Agency

Major, USA

United States Arms Control and
Disarmament Agency

Bureau of Politico-Military Affairs
"United States Department of State
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Delegation of the United States

of America (continued)

GROUP OF SCIENTIFIC EXPERTS
Mr. Ralph Alewine

Ms, Ann Kerr

Mr. Donald Springer

Mr. Lawrence Turnbull

Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency
Defense Advanced Research Projects Aéency
Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency

United States Department of State

Delegation of the Republic of Venezuela
Addresss 22 chemin Frangois-Iehmann, 1218 Grand-Saconnex, Geneva

Tel. No. 98.26.21

Mr. Alberto Idpez Oliver

X

Mr., Teéfilo Iabrador Rubio

*Mr. Hugo Sudrez Mora

Mr. Oscar Garcia Garcia

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Venezuela to
the United Nations Office at Geneva

Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Venezuela to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Venezuela to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Venezuela to the
United Nations, New York

Delegation of the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia
Addresss 5 chemin Thury, 1206 Geneva. Tel., No. 42.44.33

*Mr, Kazimir Vidas

#Mr, Miodrag Mihajlovié

Mr. Dragomir Djokié

Dr. DuSan Minié
Professor Dr., Milorad Radotié

#Spouge present.

Anmbassador .
Permanent Representative of the Socialist
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia to the
United Nations Jffice at Geneva

Head of Delegation

Minister Counsellor

Permanent Mission of the Socialist
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia to the
United Wations Office at Geneva
Deputy Head of Delegation

Special Counsellor at the

Federal Secretariat for Foreign Affairs
Member of Delegation

Expert (Chemical Weapons)

Expert (Radiological Weapons)
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Delegation of the Republic of Zaire
Address:s 32 rue de l'Athénge, 1206 Geneva. Tel, No. 47.83,22

*Mr. Bagbeni Adeito Nzengeya

Mr. Mukamba Kadiata-Nzemba

*Ms, Esaeki-Ekanga Kabeya

*Mr. Gnok Osil

*Spouse -present.,

83-25091

Ambassador

Permanent Representative of the
Republic of Zaire to the United Nationms
Office at Geneva

Head of Delegatica

Ambassador of Zaire to Switzerland and
Permanent Representative of the
Republic of Zaire to the United Nations
Office at Geneva

Head of Delegation

First Secretary

Permanent Mission of the Republic of
Zaire to the United Nations Office a%
Geneva

Second Secretary

Permanent Mission of the Respublic of
Zaire to the United Nations Office at
Geneva
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HOW TO OBTAIN UNITED NATIONS PUBLICATIONS

Unite ! Nations publications may be obtained from bookstores and distributors
throughout the world. Consult your bookstore or write to: United Nations, Sales
Section, New York or Geneva.

COMMENT SE PROCURER LES PUBLICATIONS DES NATIONS UNIES

Les publications des Nations Unies sont en vente dans les librairies et les agences
dépositaires du monde entier. Informez-vous auprés de votre libraire ou adressez-vous
4 : Nations Unies. Section des ventes, New York ou Genave.

KAK HOJIYYHTD H3XAHHA OPTAHH SAUMU OG'HLEAHHEHHBIX HAL(HK

Hanauus Ovranusauun O6beanHeHHBbIX HalUMl MOXHO KYINHTL B KHH)XXHLIX Mara-
JHHAX M 2reHTCTBAX BO BCeX pakoHax mupa. HaBoaurte cnpasku o6 H3QaHHAX B
BallieM KHIMKHOM MarasuHe HAH NHILHTe no aapecy: Opranusaunsa O6beAHHEHHBIX
Haunf, Cexuus no npoaaxe uaganuit, Hero-Flopk niu Y eHesa,

COMO CONSEGUIR PUBLICACIONES DE LAS NACIONES UNIDAS

Las publicaciones de las Naciones Unidas estin en venta en librerfas y casas distri-
buidoras en todas partes del mundo. Consulte a su librero o dirijase a: Naciones
Unidas, Seccién de Ventas, Nueva York o Ginebra.
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