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I. INTRODUCTION

.• The Conference on Disarmament submits to the f'ortieth session of' theUnited. Nations General Assembly its annual report on its 1985 session, togetherwith the pertinent documents and records.

II. ORGANIZATION OF WORK OF TEE CONFERENCE
- 113

- 115

ei ••••

nent 1/

~ of

164

164

165

A. 1985 Session of' the Conference

2. The Conference was in session f'rom 5 February to 23 April and f'rom11 June to 30 August 1985. During this period, the Conference held. 48 f'ormalplenary meetings, at which member States as well as non-member States invited toparticipate in the discussions set f'orth their views and reQommendations on thevarious questions bef'ore the Conference.

3. The Conference also held 29 informal meetings on its agenda, programme of'work, organization and procedures, as well as on items of' its agend.a and othermatters.

4. In accordance with rule 9 of' the Rules of' Procedure, the f'ollowing memberStates assumed the Presidency of' the Conference: the United States of' Americaf'or Februar,y, Venezuela f'or March, Yugoslavia f'or April and the recess betweenthe first and second parts of' the 1985 session of' the Conf'erence, Zaire f'or June,Algeria f'or July and Argentina f'or August and the recess until the 1986 sessionof the Conf'erence.

5. Af'ter appropriate consultations, the Secretar,y-General of' the United Nationsappointed, ef'fective 1 Januar,y 1985, Ambassador Miljan Komatina, f'onner PennanentRepresentative of' Yugoslavia to the United Nations, as Secretar,y General of' theConf'erence, who shall also act as his Personal Representative.

B. Participants in the work of' the Conf'erence

6. Representatives of' the f'ollowing member States participated in the work ofthe Conf'erence: Algeria; Argentina; Australia; Belgium; Brazil; Bulgaria; Bunna;Canada; China; Cuba; Czechoslovakia; Egypt; Ethiopia; France; Gennan DemocraticRepublic; -Gennany, Federal Republic of'; Hungary; India; Indonesia; Islamic Republicof Iran; Italy; Japan; Kenya; Mexico; Mongolia; Morocco; Netherlands; Nigeria;Pakistan; Peru; Poland; Romania; Sri Lanka; Sweden; Union of' Soviet SocialistRepublicd; United Kingdom of' Great Britain and Northem Ireland; United Statesof' America; Venezuela; Yugoslavia; and Zaire. The consolidated list of'participants in the f'irst and second parts of the session is included asAppendix I to the report.
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C. Agenda for the 1985 Session and Programme of Work
for the First and Second Parts of the Session

ther
7. At the 289th Plenary Meeting on 7 February 1985, the President sUbmitted a
proposal on the provisional agenda for the 1985 session in conformity with
rule 29 of the Rules of Procedure, and made the following statement (CD/PV.289):

"With respect to the adoption of the agenda for the year 1985, 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."

lIlal
ed to
the

3 of'
Jer

8. At the same plenary meeting, the Conference adopted its agenda for the year.

9. At the 29lst plenary meeting on 14 February 1985, the President submitted a
proposal concerning the programme of work for the first part of the 1985 session,
in accordance with rule 29 of the Rules of Procedure. At the same meeting, the
Conference adopted the programme of work.

10. The texts of the agenda and programme of work adopted by the Conference
(Documents CD/550 and Addendum 1) are given below:

Jer
Lea
~en

June,
lion

Ltions
lanent
the

"The Conference on Disarmament, as the multilateral negotiating forum,
shall promote the attainment of general and complete disarmament under
effective international control.

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

Other weapons of mass destruction;

Reduction of armed forces;

Reduction of 'military budgets;

Nuclear weapons in all aspects;

Chemical Weapons;

Conventional weapons;

Disarmament and development;

Disarmament ahd international security;

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

I.

II.

: of' Ill.
urma;
tic IV.
.epublie
a; v.
t
es VI.

VIL

VIII.

IX.

.
X. Comprehensive programme of disarmament leading to general and

complete disarmament under effective international control.
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"Within the above framework, the Conference on Disarmament adopts
the following agenda for 1985 which includes items that, in conformity
with the provisions of Section VIII of its Rules of Procedure, would be
considered by it:

1. Nuclear test ban.

g5, it is
Ls covered
:mda item."
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~ Conference
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2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

1.

8.

Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament.

Prevention of nuclear war, including all related matters.

Chemical weapons.

Prevention of an arms race in outer space.

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

New types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of
such weapons; radiological weapons.

Comprehensive progr'amme of disarmament.

'e1evant
sessions of
the cessation
, in the·

9.. Consideration and adoption of the annual report and any ot7'·ar
report as appropriate to the General Assembly of the Unit~~ Nations.

Programme of Work

"In compliance with rule 28 of its Rules of Procedure, the Conference
on Disarmament also adopts the ;'.,Uowing programme of work fOl' the
first part of its 1985 session:

5-15 Februarv Stat.·aments in plenary meetings. Considera/cion of
the agenda and programme of work, as well as of the
establishment of subsidiary bodies on items of the
agenda and other organizational questions.

18 February-l March Nuclear test ban.

Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmament.

effective
sarmament

general and
control.

.J

4-15 March

18-22 March

25 March-5 April

8-12 April

Prevention of an arms race in outer space.

Prevention of nuclear war, including all related
matters.

Chemical weapons.

Effective internatfona1 arrangements to assure
non-nuclear weapon States ~gainst the use or threat
of use of nuclear weapons.

Comprehensive programme of disarmament.

-3-



15-19 April

22-23 April

New types of weapons of mass destruotion and new
systems of such weapons; radiologioal weapons.

Further consideration of outstanding matters.

"The Conference will continue oonsideration of its improved and
effeotive functioning.

"The ConfeI'enoe will continue its oonsultations 1n pursuanoe of
~aragraphs 19 and 20 of its report (CD/540) with a view to taking a
positive ~ecision at its 1985 annual session with regard to expansion
of its membership by not more than four States having in mind that
candidates for membership should be nominated, two by the Group of 21,
one by ~he Socialist Group, anct one by the Western Group, so as to
maintain balance in the membership of the Conference.

"Meetings of subsidiary bodies will be convened after consultations
between the President of the Conference and the Chairman of the subsidiary
bodies, according to the circumstancescmd needs of those bodies.

"The Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider International
Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events will meet
from 25 to 29 March 1985.

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

11. At its 301st plenary meeting, the Conference decided to begin the second part
of the 1985 session on 11 June 1985.

12. During the second part of the 1985 session of the Conference, the President
sUbmitted, at the 312th plenary meeting on 13 June 1985, a proposal on the
programme of work for the second part of the session. At the same meeting, the
Conference adopted the programme of work proposed by the President (CD/595).
It reads as follows:

"In oompliance with rule 28 of its Rules of Procedure, the Conference
on Disarmament adopts the following programme of work for the second part
of its 1985 session:

. !
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11-14 June

17-28 June

1-5 July

Statements in p'lenary meetings.

Consideration of the programme of work, as well as
of the establishment of subsidiary bodies on items
of the agenda and other organizational questions
which will continue to be considered beyond 14 June.

Nuclear test ban.

Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmament.

Prevention of an arms race in outer space.
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8-12 July

15-26 July

29 July-2 August

5-9 August

12-30 Auguet

Prevention of nuclear war, including all related matters.

Chemical weapons.

Effective international ar'i:'.:.mgements to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat
of use of nuclear weapons.

Comprehensive programme of disarmament.

New types of weapons of mass destruction and new
systems of such weapons; radiological weapons.

Reports of ad hoc subsidiary bodies; organizational
questions; consideration and adoption of the
Annual Repor.·t to the General Assembly of the
United Nations.

t

"The Conference will continue consideration of its improved and
effective functioning.

"The Conference will continue its consultations in pursuance of
paragraphs 19 and 20 of its report (CD/540) with a view to taking a positive
decision at its 1985 annual session with regard to expansion of its
membership by not more than four States having in mind that candidates for
membership should be nominated, two by the Group of 21, one by the Socialist
Group, and one by the Western Group, so as to maintain balance in the
membership of the Conference.

"Meetings of subsidiary bodies will be convened after consultations
between the President of the Conference and the Chairmen of the subsidiary
bodies, according to the circumstances and needs of those bodies.

"The Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider International
Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events will meet from
15 to 19 July 1985.

"In adopting its programme of work, the Conference has kept 1n mind the
provisions of rules 30 and 31 of its Rulee of Procedure."

13. At its 289th plenary meeting on 7 February and 299th plenary meeting on
14 March, the Conference decided to re-establish, for the duration of its 1985
session, the Ad Hoc Committees on Chemical Weapons and Radiological Weapons,
respeotively (documents CD/551 and CD/577). At the 289th plenary meeting, the
President made a statement noting that there was no need to re-establish the
Ad Hoo Committee on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament and that its
Chairman would determine the most appropriate time for the beginning of work
in that subsidiary body. At its 304th plenary meeting on 29 March 1985, the
Conference also decided to establish an Ad Hoc Committee on item 5 of the agenda
entitled "Prevention of an arms race in outer apace" (CD/584). Some delegations
made statements in that connection. The Conference further decided, at its
326th plenary meeting on 1 A~ust 1985, to re-establish the Ad Hoc Committee
dealing with the item on the agenda, entitled "Effective International
Arrangements to Assure Non-nuclear-weapon States Against the Use or Threat of
Use of Nuclear Weapons" (CD/628).

-5-



(b) The representative of Portugal to participate during 1985 in the
plenary meetings and in the subsidiary bodies on Chemical Weapons, Radiological
Weapons and the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament.

-6-

(g) The representative of Switzerland to participate during 1985 in the
plenary meetings and in the subsidiary bodies on Chemical Weapons and
Radiological Weapons, as well as in the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to
Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic
Events.

(f) The representatives of Burundi and TU~key to participate during 1985
in the plenary meetings and in the subsidiary bodies on Chemical Weapons and the
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament.

(c) The representatives of Austria and Greece to participate during 1985 in
the plenary meetings and in the subsidiary bodies on Chemical Weapons, Prevention
of an Arms Race in Outer Space and Effective International Arrangements to Assure
Non-nuclear-weapon States Against the Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons.

(d) The representatives of Denmark, Ireland and New Zealand to participate
during 1985 in the plenary meetings and in the subsidiary bodies on Chemical
Weapons and Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space.

(e) The representatives of Cameroon and Senegal to participate during 1985
in the plenary meetings and in the sUbsidiary bodies on Chemical Weapons,
Effective International Arrangements to Assure Non-nuclear-weapon States Against
the Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons and the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament.

(a) The representatives of Finland, Norway and Spain to par~icipate during
1985 in the plenary meetings and in the subsidiary bodies on Chemical Weapons,
Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space, Effective International Arrangements
to Assure Non-nuclear-weapon States Against the Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear
Weapons, Radiological Weapons and the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament.

(h) The representative of Bangladesh to participate during 1985 in the
plenary meetings and in the subsidiary bodies on Effective International
Arrangements to Assure Non-nuclear-weapon States Against the Use or Threat of Use
of Nuclear Weapons and the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament.

D. Participation of States not Members of the Conference

14. In conformity with rule 32 of the Rules of Procedure, the following States
non-members of the Conference attended plenary meetings of the Conference:
Austria, Bangladesh, Cameroon, Denmark, Finland, Greece, Holy See, Iraq, Ireland,
New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Senegal, Spain, Switzerland, Turkey and Viet Nam.

15. The Conference received and considered requests for participation in its
work from States not members of the Conference. In accordance with the Rules of
Procedure, the Conference invited:

I ,
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(i) The representative of Viet Nam to address the plenary during 1985 on
the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament.

E. Expansion of the membership of the Conference

160 The urgency attached to the question of the expansion of its membership ie
duly recognized by the Conference.

17. The Conference had before it the requests for membership received during
previous sessions from the following non-member States, in chronological order:
Norway, Finland, Austria, Turkey, Senegal, Bangladesh, Spain, Viet Nam, Ireland,
Tunisia, Ecuador, Cameroon and Greece.

18. During its 1985 session, the Presidents of the Conference conducted
continuous consultations with the member-s, in accordance with established
practice, on the selection of additional members. Members of the Conference also
engaged in consultations on this important question. Those consultations were
held in pursuance of paragraphs 19 and 20 of the Report of the Conference to the
thirty-ninth session of the General Assembly (CD/540). In that connection, the
Conference reaffirmed its decision that its membership might be increased by not
more than four Stat~s and agreed that candidates for membership should be
nominated, two by the Group of 21, one by the Socialist Group and one by the
Western Group so as to maintain balance in the membership of the Conference.

19. The Conference will intensify its consultations with a view to taking a
positive decision at its next annual session and will inform accordingly the
forty-first session of the General Assembly of the United Nations.

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

20. The Conference devoted one informal meeting to the consideration of its
improved and effective functioning. A number of proposals were put forward. The
Conference considered those proposals, as well as the best procedure to deal with
the question of its improved and effective functioning, having in mind the need
for all members of the Conference to be fully informed and to have the opportunity
to contribute to the consideration of the subject. It is understood that the
Conference will continue to examine its improved and effective functioning during
its 1986 session.

G. Communications from Non-Governmental Organizations

21. In accordance with rule 42 of the Rules of Procedure, lists of all
communications from Non-Governmental Organizations and persons were circulated to
the Conference (document CD/NGC.ll and CD/NGC.12)0

Ill. SUBSTANTIVE WORK OF THE CONFERENCE DURING ITS 1985 SESSION

22. The substantivla work of the Conference during its 1985 session was based on
its agenda and progr'amme of work. The list of documents issued by the Conference,
as well as the texts of those documents, are included as AppendiX II to the report.
An index of the verbatim records by country and SUbject, listing the statements
made by delegations during 1985, and the verbatim records of the meetings of the
Conference are attached as AppendiX III to the report.
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23. The Conference had before it a letter dated 5 February 1985 from the
Secretary-General of the United Nations (CD/544) transmitting all the resolutions
on disarmament adopted by the General Assembly at its thirty-ninth session in
1984, including those entrusting specific responsibilities to the Conference on
Disarmament:

39/52

39/53

39/51

39/58

'.
f
i'

39/59

39/60

39/62

39/63 H

39/65 A

39/65 B

39/65 C

"Cessation of all test explosions of nuclear weapons"

"Urgent need for a comprehensive nuclear-test ban treaty"

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

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

"Prevention of an arms race in outer space"

"Implementation of General Assembly resolution 38/12 on the
immediate cessation and prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests"

"Prohibition of the development and manufacture of new types of
weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons"

"Convention on the prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons"

"Chemical and bacteriological (biological) weapons"

"Prohibition of chemical and bacteriological weapons"

"Chemical and bacteriological (biological) weapons"

! '\

39/148 C "Nuclear weapons in all aspects"

39/148 D "Non-use of nuclear weapons and prevention of nuclear war"

39/148 E "Prohibition pf the nuclear neutron weapon"

39/148 G "Bilateral nuclear-arms negotiations"

39/148 I "Comprehensive programme of disarmament"

39/148 K "Cessation of.the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament"

39/148 L "Implementation of the recommendations and decisions of the
tenth special session"

-8-
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39/148 N "Report of the Conference on Disarmament"

39/148 0 "Implementation of the recommendations and decisions of the
tenth special session"

39/148 P "Prevention of nuclear war"

39/151 H "Prohibition of the production of fissionable material for
weapons purposes"

39/151 J "Prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling and use
of radiological weapons"

24. At the 288th plenary meeting of the Conference on 5 February 1985, the
Personal Representative of the United Nations Secretary-General and
secretary-General of the Conference conveyed to the Conference a message from the
Secretary-General of the United Nations at the opening of the 1985 session
(CD/PV.288).

25. In addition to documents separately listed under specific items, the
Conference received t~e following:

(a) Document CD/528/Add.l, dated 13 February 1985, submitted by the
secretariat, entitled "List of documents relating to the items on the agenda of
the Conference on Disarmament, including documents of the Eighteen-Nation
Committee on Disarmament (ENDC: 1962-1969); the Conference of the Committee on
Disarmament (CCD: 1969-1918); the Committee on Disarmament and the Conference
on Disarmament (CD: 1979-l984) - Addendum".

(b) CD/542, dated 26 October 1984, submitted by the delegation of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Replies of
Mr. Konstantin U. Chern-enko to Questions of The Washington Post".

(c) Document CD/543, dated 20 December 1984, submitted by the delegation of
the German Democratic RepUblic, entitled "Communique of the Meeting of the
Committee of Foreign Ministers of the Warsaw Treaty States".

(d) Document CD/545, dated 5 February 1985, submitted by the delegation of
Romania; entitled "Romania's Position on Disarmament".

(e) Document CD/541, dated 4 February 1985, SUbmitted by the delegation of
Mongolia, entitled "Statement of the Great People's Khural of the Mongolian
People's RepUblic".

(f) Document CD/56l, dated 13 February 1985, submitted by the delegation of
Che United States of America, entitled "Text of President Ronald Reagan's message
to the Congress of the United States, released 1 February 1985, transmitting
'The President's Unclassified Report to the Congress on Soviet Noncompliance with
Arms Control Agreements'''.

(g) Document CD/512, dated 25 February 1985, submitted by the delegation of
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Not Sabotage but Compliance
with Obligations".

-9-



(h) Document CD/574, dated 1 March 1985, submitted by the delegation of
the Union' of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled ''Excerpts from the address
delivered by the General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union, President of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of
the USSR, K.U. Chernenko, on 22 February 1985".

(i) Document CD/576, dated 11 March 1985, submitted by the delegation of
the Islamic Republic of Iran, entitled "Copy of a Message sent by the Minister
of Foreign Affairs of the Islamic Republic of Iran to the Secretary-General of
the United Nations, Mr. Javier Perez de Cuellar".

(j) Document CD/587, dated 9 April 1985, submitted by the delegation of
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Interview given by the
General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union, Mikhail Gorbachev, to the newspaper Pravda"

(k) Document CD/591, dated 16 April 1985, submitted by the delegation of
Romania, entitled "Appeal of the Grand National Assembly of the Socialist
Republic of Romania to the Supreme Soviet of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, the Congress of the United States of America, the Parliaments of
all European Countries and Canada".

(1) Document CD/593, dated 10 June 1985, submitted by the delegation of
Romania, entitled "Appeal for Disarmament and Peace of the Socialist Democracy
and Unity Front in the Socialist Republic of Romania to Democratic Political
Parties and Organizations, the Governments and all the Peoples of Europe, the
United States of America and Canada".

(m) Document CD/597, dated 17 June 1985, entitled "Letter dated
14 June 1985 addressed to the Secretary-General of the Conference on Disarmament
by the Permanent Representative of the Islamic Republic of Iran".

(n) Document CD/604, dated 26 June 1985, submitted by the delegation of
China, entitled ''Extracts from the speech by Chairman Deng Xiaoping of the
Central Military Commission, made on 4 June 1985, and. the speech by the
General Secretary of the Communist Party of China, Mr. Hu Yaobang, made on
6 June 1985".

(0) Document CD/609, dated 8 July 1985, submitted by the delegation of
Mexico, entitled "Statement 'of the Symposium on 'Survival in the Nuclear Age'
held under the Sponsorship of the Third World Foundation for Social and Economic
Studies and Parliamentarians for World Order (New York, 25-26 April 1985)".

(p) Document CD/622, dated 25 July 1985, submitted by the delegation of
Hungary, entitled "Statement issued by the Representatives of the Parliaments
of the Warsaw Treaty Member States - Budapest, May 14, 1985".

(q) Document CD/623, dated 26 July 1985, submitted by the delegation of
the Islamic Republic of Iran, entitled "Letter dated 18 July 1985 addressed
to the President of the Conference on Disarmament from the Charge d'Affaires
of the Permanent Mission of the Islamic Republic of Iran".
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(r) Document CD/631, dated 7 August 1985, submitted by the d.elegation of
Peru, entitled "Proposal on Regional Disannament fonnu1ated by the Constitutional
President of Peru, Dr. A1an Garc!a Perez, in his Inaugural Message on taking
office on 28 July 1985".

A. Nuclear Test Ban

26. The item on the agenda entitled "Nuclear test ban" was considered by the
Conference, in accordance with its programme of work, during the periods
18 February-l March and 17-28 June 1985.

27. The Conference had before it the Progress Reports on the nineteenth and
twentieth sessions of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider
International Co-operative Measures to Detect and. Id.entify Seismic Events, as
contained in documents CD/583 and CD/616. The Ad Hoc Group met from 25
to 29 March and from 15 to 19 July 1985, under the Chainnanship of
Dr. Ola Dahlman of Sweden. At its 307th and 325th plenary meetings, on
11 April and 30 July 1985, the Conference adopted the recommendations contained
in those Progress Reports. A number of delegations commented on them.

28. The following documents were submitted to the Conference in connection with
the item during the i985 session:

(a) Document CD/520/Rev.l, dated 8 August 1985, submitted by the
Group of 21,. 11 entitled ''Draft Mandate for the Ad. Hoc Committee on a Nuclear
Test Ban".

(b) Document CD/S22/Rev.l, dated 26 July 1985, entitled ''Draft Mandate
for an Ad Hoc Committee on Item 1 of the Agenda of the Conference on Disarmament
by a Group of Socialist States". y

(c) Document CD!599, dated 20 June 1985, submitted by NoI'Ws\y, entitled
'~orking Paper: Seismological Verification of a Comprehensive NUclear Test
Ban - Report on the Workshop in Oslo, Norway, 4-7 June 1985".

(d) Document CJD/602, dated 24 June 1985, submitted by the delegation o:f
Brazil, entitled ''Draft Decision on the Establishment of a Subsidiar,y Bo~
under Item 1 o:f the Agenda".

re) Document CD/610, dated 9 July 1985, submitted by the delegation of
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, entitled "Seismic
Monitoring for a Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban".

11 Algeria, Argentina, Brazil, Burma, Cuba, Egypt, Ethiopia, India,
Indonesia, Islamic Republic of Iran, Kenya, Mexico, Morocco, Nigeria, Pakistan,
Peru, Sri Lanka, Sweden, Venezuela, Yugoslavia and Zaire.

y Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic RepUblic, Hungary,
Mongolia, Poland and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics.
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(r) Document CD/612, dated 10 July 1985, submitted. by the delegation of
the Federal Republic of Germany, entitled. ''Working Paper: A Proposal for the
Establishment and Progressive Improvement of an International Seismic Monitoring
and Verification System Relating to a Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban".

(g) Document CD/621, dated 24 July 1985, submitted by the delegations of
Australia, Belgium, Canada, the Federal Republic of Germany, Italy, Japan,
the Netherlands, Norway, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland and the United States of America, entitled "Draft Programme of Work for
an Ad Hoc Committee on Item 1 of the Agenda of the Conference on Disarmament,
entitled 'Nuclear Test Ban' ".

(h) Document CD/624, dated 26 July 1985, submitted by the delegation of
the Federal Republic of Germany, entitled ,~ System Design for the Gradual
Improvement of Seismic Monitoring and Verification Capabilities for a
Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban".

(i) Document CD/625 , dated 31 July 1985, submitted by the delegation of
the Union of Sov:i.et Socialist Republics, entitled. "Text of the Statement made by
the General Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, Mikhail Gorbachev concerning
the Announcement by the Soviet Union of a Unilateral Moratorium on all Nuclear
Explosions from 6 August 1985 to 1 January 1986".

(j) Document CD/626~ dated 1 August 1985, submitted by the delegation of
Japan, entitled "Concrete Measures for the Realisation of the International
Seismic Data Exchange System".

(k) Document CD/629, dated 2 August 1985, submitted by the delegations of
Bulgaria and the German Democratic Republic, entitled "Working Paper on·Item 1
of the Agenda of the Conference on Disannament entitled 'Nuclear Test Ban I ".

(1) Document CD/638, dated 20 August 1985, submitted by the delegation of
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Answers of the
General Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, Mikhail Gorbachev, to the
Correspondent of Tass, published on 14 August 1985".

29. In accordance with its programme of work, dealing with the consideration of
the question of the establishment of subsidiary bodies on items of its agenda,
the Conference held, at the beginning of the first part of the session,a number
of informal consultations on the establishment of an ad hoc committee on item 1.

. 30. At the 301st meeting, on 21 March 1985, after receiving requests from the
Group of 21 and from a group of Socialist countries, the President put before
the Conference for decision, in ~he order in which they were received, the
orally updated proposals of those two groups, contained in documents CD/520 and
CD/522 l! respectivel" on.the mandate of an ad hoc committee on item 1 of the
agenda. Document CD/520 proposed the establishment of an ad hoc committee to
initiate the multilateral negotiation of a treaty for the prohibition of all
nuclear-weapon tests and requested it to take into account all existing proposals
and future initiatives, as well as previous work done on the subject.

l! Updated versions were later issued as documents CD/520/Rev.l and
CD/522/Rev.l.
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.Document CD/522 contained a draft mandate for the establishment of an ad hoc
committee to carry out practical negotiations with a view to elaborating a
treaty prohibiting all nuclear-weapon tests, taking into accom~t all existing
drafts, proposals and future initiatives.

31. While updating the proposal contained in d.ocument CD/520, the Co-ordinator
of the Group of 21 recalled that many consultations had been held on this subject
since 1984 and that it had been regrettably impossible to reach a consensus.
In 1982 and 1983 the Group agreed to the ad.option of a limited mandate which was
now clearly outdated. A group of Western States recalled their view that the
mandate under which work had been carried out in 1982 and 1983 was not exhausted,
and that, nevertheless, in a spirit of flexibility, they had proposed a reVised,
broader mandate in CD/521 which would enable practical work to continue.

32. A group of Western countries stated that there was no consensus for the
mandates contained in documents CD/520 and CD/522. It further stated that
efforts to achieve a consensus should be continued and that for that reason, the
co-sponsors would not be putting to a decision the draft mandate contained in
document CD/521, which proposed the establishment of an ad. hoc committee under
item 1 of the agenda to resume its substantive examination of specific issues
relating to a comprehensive test ban with a view to the negotiation of a treaty
on the subject. This group of Western countries expressed its readiness to
continue the search for agreement on a formula that would allow the Conference
to undertake practical work on the issue, including the discussion of possible
programmes of work. The Group of 21 regretted the position taken by the gI'C'up
of Western countries which prevented 9nce again the adoption of a mandate which
would make it possible to begin negotiations on the prohibition of nuclear-weapon
tests and once again expressed the hope that the delegations which had been
unable to join in a consensus for drafting a suitable mandate would respond.
positively to the wishes of the majority of representatives at the Conference
and to the demands of the international community. The Group of 21 also stated
that it would not relent in its efforts to find. a suitable solution for beginning
as rapidly as possible a negotiating process on agenda item 1, and would continue
to display flexibility in attaining that solution. The Group of 21 was prepared
to adopt the draft mandate of a group of Socialist States contained in
document CD/522. A group of Socialist States reiterated the position of that
group to the effect that concrete negotiations on a complete and general
prohibitum of nuclear-weapon tests should begin without delay and expressed its
regret that some States continued to refuse such negotiations. That group
supported the draft mandate of the Group of 21, whereas the proposal contained.
in CD/521 was unacceptable to the group as it believed. that it amounted to
starting a new round of non-committal discussions. The delegation of one
nuclear-weapon State, not belonging to any group, recalled that it had expressed
the hope for the establishment of a subsid.iary body as well as its flexible
approach towards its mandate. As a result of the discussion held, the President
noted that there was then no consensus on either of the two proposals for a
mandate of an ad hoc committee on agenda item 1. He further expressed his
understanding that it was the wish of the Conference that consultations should
remain open in case there should be any fresh initiative on that issue.

33. A number of delegations addressed the issues concerning a nuclear-test ban
at plenary meetings of the Conference.
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34. Hembers of the Group of 21 noted that the question of a nuclear-test ban
had been under consid.eration for more than 25 years and that the Genera.l Assembl
had adopted nearly 50 resolutions on it. They recalled that it was a basic
objective of the United Nations in the sphere of disarmament, to which the
General Assembly had repeatedly assigned the highest priority. loJIembers of the
Group stressed that what they considered as the continuing failure to achieve
any progress on the number one item on the agenda, gave rise to serious concern,
particularly in vie\'1 of the continuing vertical and geographic proliferation of
nuclear weapons. They were of the viel'l that there were no insurmountable
technical obstacles and emphasized the importance they attached to an early
conclusion' of a treaty for the prohibition of all nuclear-weapon tests. In 'thei
opinion what \-Tas required was a political decision to J.-elate the existing
knowledge to the problem of the day. r.rhese delegations stressed that a
comprehensive test-ban treaty would prevent the development of more sophisticate
nuclear weapons, render existing arsenals undependable as well as serve non
proliferation concerns. It ,rould also be the necessary logical conclusion to
the Limited Test Ban Treaty and the Threshold Treaty.

35. A group of \{estern delegations stated that practical work should continue
in an ad hoc committee to\~the objective of a complete ba~ on nuclear explosio
which they shared. One of these delegations also noted that it had as its
objec'Hve the achicvQment of a radical reduction in the number and power of
nuclear arms, and that it songht this objective at this time through bilateral
negot iations •

36. The Group of 21 fu:rther c1re\'1 the attention of the Conferen<;e to the relevant
provisions of ·the Joint Declaration of the six heads of state or Government
issued in Ne\o[ Delhi on 28 January 1985. Nembers of the Group of 21 continued to
ad.vocate the establishment of an ad hoc committee on item 1 of the agenda in
order to initiate immediatel:;r the multilateral negotiation of a corresponding
treaty which thoy considered as t:r.e most urgent problem ''1hich was ripe for
solution. In this context, they considered that the States dcposHaries of the
Treaty Banning Nuclear "ieapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and Under
Hater and the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear ~oJeapons had special
responsibilities. The G~oup of 21 deplored the fact that no consensus had
been reached for a seconcl consecutive year over a negotiating manda;i:;e for 'I;he
renewal of the vlOrk of the subsidiary bodjr on a priority item of the Conference's
o.acnda. ~!a:!y oe"!.e8atior..S b<:llol1ging to this ~.roup reilieratad their firm
conviction that such a mandate should correspond to the recommendation contained
in the United Nations General Asse~bly resolution 39/52 which had been adopted
by an overwhelming majority. One member of the Group of 21 proposed a draft
decision on the establishment of a su'osidiary bod.y under item 1 of the agenda
(~D/602), based on the need to achieve 'I;he full implementation of the Trea.ty
Banning Nuclear \-[eapons Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Spa.ce and Under ....la~er,
of 196;. This member stated that it continued to support the draft mandate
proposed by the Group of 2'1 in GD/520/Rev.1.

37. l-ieI!lbers of the group of Socialist States contimled to ree;ard. the earliest
elaboration of a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclcar-\'1eapon
tests and, until the conclusion of s~Gh a treaty, t~e proclaoation by all
nu~lear-weapon States of a moratorium on all nuclear explosions, among 'the most
urgent and significant measures for "!;he prevention of nuclear vTar and halting
the nuclear arms race. They accordingly advocated the establishment of an
ad. f:.OC cOmr.J.ittee of the Conference to 8arr'j" OU"!; practical negotiations ....,ith a
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vie\'r to elaborating a treaty, the objective of which should be general andcomplete cessation of the testing of nuclear weapons by all States in allenvironments for all time. These delegations further noted that the mandatesproposed in CD/520 and CD/522 had attracted support from delegations notbelonging to the groups proposing the negotiating mandates. They shared thevieu expressed in the Delhi Declaration that a comprehensive test ban treatywas one of the two specific steps which required today special attention. Theyalso reaffirmed their readiness to support the draft mandate proposed by theGroup of 21. In document CD/629, two members of the group of Socialist Statesproposed the main subjects for negutiations in an ad hoc committee on item 1.The delegations of this group notec that the main subjects for negotiationscontained in document CD/629, as well as this group's position on seismicdata exchange as an integral part of a nuclea:r-test ban treaty, had beensupported by a range of delegations in the Conference.

38. In the vie\" of one nuclear-\'reapon Dtate, member of that group, theconclusion of a treaty on the complete and general prohibition of nuclearweapon tests would subs,tantially limit the possibility of modernizing nuclearams, would be conducive to reducing nuclear arsenals, would conliribute to thestrengthening of the nuclear non-proliferation regime and \o1Quld thus become amajor contribution to consolidating strategic stability and peace on Earth.In the interests of crea~ine favourable conditions for concluding such atreaty, it announced its Government's decision to stop "J.nilaterally anyn\4clear explosions from 6 August 1985 until 1 January 1986. It further statedthat the moratorium liould remain in effec't as long as the other major nuclearweapon State, on its part, refrained from conducting nuclear explosions, andexpressed its hope that that State wou.ld give a positive response to thisinitiative and stop its nuclear explosions. It also noted, in connection withan invitation to send its experts to the test site of another nuclear-\"eaponState, that nuclear explosions ought to be stopped, instead of invitationsbeing r..ad.c to observe how they \'rere conducted. This position \-ras supported byother members of that group.

39. Nany delegations not belonging to any alliance welcomed. the decision ofone major nuclear-weapon State to declare a moratorium on all nuclear explosionsas from 6 AU~lst 1985. They stated that this decision reflected faithfullywhat the General Assembly had specifically requested in five successive. resolutions approved annually since 1980. They expressed their belief that ifthe othe~ major nudear-\,leapon State were to adopt a similar decision it "lOuldconstitute a very useful step which might culminate in the attainment of theobjective pursued for such a long time: the total cessation of nuclear-\'reapon'tests.

40. A group of '''estern countries, inclUding two nuclear-\·reapon States,reaffirmed their commitment and the great importance they attached to a banon all nuclear tests by all States in a11 environments for all time. Theycontinued to favour the re-establishment of a subsidiary body on item 1 of theGonference's agenda, under the mandate contained in CD/52l, drawn up pursuantto paragraph 120 of the Final Document, which would enable the Conference toresume its substantive examination of specific issues relating to such a ban,including the issue of scope as \-re11 as those of verification and compliance,with a view to ne@)tiating a treaty on the subject. They also continued tostress that the proposed mandate would enable the Conference to undertake
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practical work on a nuclear test ban to which they ''lorc ready to contribute in
the most serious manner. They and one non-member S~a'~e further proposed a
draft programme of \rork for a.n ad hoc committee on agenda item 1 (cn/62l) which
indicated the practical work which would be under~aken on the oubjec~s of
scope, vel'ification and compliance pursuant to the mandate in CD/52l. They also
emphasized the importance they a~tached, as renec'hed in UD/52l, to the
ex&~nation of institutional and administrative arrangemen~s necessary for
establishing, testing and operating an international seismic monitoring networ~

as part of an effective verification system. One member of the group submitted
"a proposal for the establishmen~ and progressive improvemen~ of an international
seismic monitoring and verification system relating to a comprehensive nuclear
test ban" (CD/6l2 and 624). Other members of the group submitted substantive
working papers relatin6 to seismic monitoring and verification of a comprehensive
nuclear test ban (GD/599, CD/6IG and CD/626). The members of the {P:'O'Up regre~ted
that it had not been possible, in the absence of an ad hoc Gorranittee, to give
these proposals and \'lorking papers the serious attention and consideration that
they deserved. Nevertheless they noted that the programme of "'ork contained in
;"D/621 and the proposal for the es'~ablishment of an international seismic
monitoring net\rork had been supported by a range of delegations to the,onference.
They also recalled that the principal elements of the mandate in r.D/52l had been
contained in General Assembly resolution 39/53 which had been overt-melmingly
supported.

41. In connection with the working papers mentioned in the preceding paragraph,
many delegations pointed out that their significance "as diminished since the
same delegations which tabled them ""ere among those ,·,ho repeatedly 8abotagcd
beginning negutiations on a nuclear test ban. They also dre", the at tention of
\oJestern ci.elegations to the urgent need for negotiations ",Uh a vie'" to
elaborating a treaty on the complete and general pror..ibHion of m:clcar-',rcapo·r..
tests ,.hich could not be replaced by a mere discussion of ter:hniGal iGs:J.es.
They maintained that technical queotions, connedml ",Uh Guc:h a trca~y, shoulcl
be taken up in the process 0: negotiations.

42. The Hestern delegations to which a reference 1Iras o.a.de in the previou<1
paragraph, stated tha~ in vie", of the crucial role verification had to play i~

a nU8lear-test ban, the real and practical progress would only be ensured by
addressirg ti10se substantive issues containeo.. in their working papers, and at
the same time expressed their concer~ that tha prolonged abse~8c of subGtau~ive

work on such issues, incluc.ing technical questions, might further move the
Conference a",ay fl~m its common goal.

43. Other delegations indicated that "the real and practical progress 'V,ould
only be er..sured" by a change in the position of one major nuclear-''leapon State
",hich had declared its intention not to conclude a nuclear-test ban treaty in
the :oreseeable f:lture and- ,,,as 'going to pursue and. e:>~pand, as had been officially
declared, its nuclear test progrannnes. They emphasizecl that in the absence of
such a change the ",ork proposed. in CD/521 arid in the preceding paragraph of this
report v,ould be nothing but a smoke-screen for the obstructionist position of
that major nuclear-",eapon State on this issue. The State in question dissented
from tr..is characterization ef its vie",s, and referred to the description of its
vie",s else"'here in this report. It notea. that hhere were serious verification
problems with regard to a nuclear-test; ban, and that a considerable aI:lount 0:
..,ork on this vital matter remained to be carried out.
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44. A number of ylestern delegations utterly rejected repeated attempts by themembers of the group of Socialist countr:ies to misrepresent the pw:-pose of thedraft mandate presented in CD/521 as providing for "mere discussions" when itc10arly stated as its purpose - "with a view to negotiation of a treaty". Theypointed out that such misrepresentati.ons had blocked the negotiation of atreaty. They noted that the same delegations repeatedly refused to discussthe working papl~rs submitted by \olestern delegations even though they concededthat the issues addressed in the papers - scope, verification and compliance ware the issues of substance in a nuc:lear-test ban treaty. They noted furtherthat the group of Socialist countries confined itself to the question of anuclear-weapons test ban whereas a group of Western countries envisaged acomprehensive test ban on all nuclear tests by all States in all environmentsfor all time, the urgent need for ,,,hich had been agreed to by an ovenrhelmingnumber of States voting on relevant resolutions of the General Assembly (forexample resolution 39/53).

45. Hembers of the Group of Socialist countries pointed out that'the mandatecontained in document CD/521 did. not provide for negoUati.ons on a. treaty on anuclear-test ban. They stated. that this draft in fact negated the prioritycharacter of the question of a nuclear-test ban; it "las transferred to therank of long'-term tasks. They also pointed out that this draft mandateconcealed an attempt to revise or to cast doubt on paragraph 51 of theFinal Document of the 1'i:-' special session of the United Nations devoted todisarmament and on many decisions of the General Assembly of the United Nationsin "lhich it was pointed out clearly that an agreement on prohibition of testing"is a matter of primary importance", "is a matter of great importance", "is anurgent need". They also not ed that the question of the acope of a treaty on anuclear-test ban r.ad already been resolved in the frame,,,ork of trilateralnegotiations.

46. Hembers of the Group of 21 expressed the vie,., that the "rork of theConference on item 1 "ms being set back by t~ase who insisted on testillff nuclearweapons. In their opinion, the stalicd intention to continue testing wasincompatible ,.,ith serious "lork on the C'tU'bing of s\Ach tests.

47. One nuclear-weapon state, member of the "[estern group of delegations,reiterated that a comprehensive ban on nuclear explosions remained its long-termobjective in the context of b:r.oad, deep and verifiable nuclear arms reductions,expanded confidence-building measures, maintenance of a credible nucleardeterrent a.nd improved verification capabilities. It expressed serious doubtsthat moratoriums on nuclear testing were a sQund basis for agreement onverifiable testing limitations, that they ,rould limit further growth in nucleararsenals, or that they \OlOuld contribute significantly to the stability andconfidence that sustained disarmament negotiations. In this connection, itrecalled its historical experience \"ith previous moratoriums, a.'1d subsequentlarge scale testing efforts. It further dre\'1 the attention of the Conferenceto the unconditional invi-tation by its Government addressed to the other majornuclear-weapon State to send experts to its test site and to bring any equipmentthey deemed necessary to carry out the direct yield measurement of a test. Itexpressed the hope that that proposal would stimulate a process which wouldenable both major nuclear-"leapon States to establish the basis for theverifical:ion of effective limits on underground nuclear testing.

-17-



5
t
a
o
c
t
i
e

of
Ge
Su
co

of

of
Er
Me

I1 •

50. A nuclear-weapon State, belonging to the grcup of delegations referred to
in paragraph 40 above, reaffirmed its government's firm commitment to the
pursuit of a verifiable comprehensive test ban Which, in the context of
substantial reductions in numbers of nuclear weapons could, in its view, be an
important step towards nuclear disarmament. It further stressed the
importance it attached to continuing work on the issues of scope as well as
those of compliance and verification. As regards the latter an inadequate
treaty which lent itself to evasion would, in its view, be not only useless
but also dangerous. In this context, it tabled a further document CD/610
entitled "Seismic Monitoring for a Comprehensive Test Ban" containing a detailed
analysis of the issues of seismic verification.

49. The' delegation to which the previous paragraph referred expressed its
considered disagreement with the views expressed therein, and its reiteration
of its willingness to enter promptly into practical work, toward the objective
of a comprehensive ban on all nuclear explosions, in an ad hoc committee.
This delegation further reiterated that it was not the delegation blocking the
formation of an ad hoc committee under the mandate proposed in CD/521, with a
programme of work along the lines of that proposed in CD/621. This delegation
further noted that the mandate proposed in CD/52l had attracted support from
delegations not belonging to the group proposing the mandate. Moreover, this
delegation called attention to the fact that the country it represented had
invested hundreds of millions of dollars in the effort to resolve problems
related to verification and compliance of a nuclear-test ban. This delegation
had also strongly supported efforts of the ad hoc Group of Scientific Experts
in the area of international seismic data exchange and analysis.

-18-

48. A number of delegations not belonging to any alliance observed that they
remained deeply concerned at the continued pronouncements from a major nuclear
weapon State according to which a nuclear~test ban remained a long-term
objective with it. This, these delegations felt, was contrary to the views of
an overwhelming majority of States which held that a treaty to achieve the
prohibition of nuclear tests was a matter of the highest priority and that such
a treaty should be concluded without delay. The Group of Socialist countries
shared these views.

51. The Group of 21 shared the conviction of the vast majority of the
international community that the eXisting means of verification were adequate
to ensure compliance wi~h a nuclear-test ban and that the alleged absence of
such means of verification was nothing but an excuse for further development
and refinement of nuclear weapons. -It reaffirmed the view that whatever
differences there might be on the question of verification, there was no valid
reason for delaying the conclusion of an agreement on a comprehensive test ban.
Western delegations rejected the conclusions of the Group of 21 regarding
verification and disagreed that the problem of verification and compliance in
a future test ban had been solved.

52. In connection with the proposed establishment of an international seismic
verification system outside a comprehensive test ban many delegations confirmed
the opinion, as it was stated in the Final Document of SSOD I, that "the form
and the modalities of the verification to be provided for in any specific
agreement depend upon and should be determined by the purposes, scope and nature
of the agreement". They stressed that it was not an alleged verification
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problem that prevented progress towards a comprehensive test-ban treaty. In the
view of the Group of Socialist States all possibilities existed today to
sufficiently verify compliance with such a treaty. They confirmed their position
that the exchange of seismic data should be carried out only with the purpose
of increasing confidence of the parties to a treaty on the prohibition of
nuclear-weapon tests in ensuring their compliance with its provisions •

53. Another nuclear-weapon State reiterated its view that conwitments in this
field should be part of the process of nuclear disarmament; such commitments
should be taken first by the two countries which possessed by far the most
important nuclear arsenals and conducted by far the highest number of tests.
Therefore this delegation was not in a position to participate in work, the
objective of which would be the negotiation of an agreement to which its country
could not sUbscribe, until the conditions for a commitment on its part had been
fulfilled.

54. Yet another nuclear-weapon State, not belonging to any group, reiterated
that it would be prepared, once the two States with the largest nuclear
arsenals had taken the lead in halting the testing, improvement and production
of nuclear weapons and substantially reducing their arsenals, to take
corresponding measures; Recalling that in the past it had not participated in
the sUbsidiary body on a nuclear-test ban although it had not been opposed to
its establishment, that State announced that if such a sUbsidiary body was
established in 1985, it would be willing to reconsider its position.

B. Cessation of the Nuclear Arms Race and Nuclear Disarmament

55. The item on the agenda entitled "Cessation of the nuclear arms race and
nuclear disarmament" was considered by the Conference, in accordance with its
programme of work, during the periods 18 February-l March and 17-28 June 1985.

56. The follOWing new documents were before the Conference in connection with
the item:

(a) Document CD/548, dated 8 February 1985, submitted by the delegation
of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Answers of the
General Secretary of the Central Committee of the CPSU and President of the
Supreme &oviet of the USSR, K.U. Chernenko, to the questions of Mr. S. Louri,
correspondent of the American television company, CNN".

(b) Document CD/549, dated 6 February 1985, submitted by the delegations
of Argentina, India, Mexico and Sweden, entitled "The Delhi Declaration".

(c) Document CD/566, dated 18 February 1985, submitted by the delegation
of the German Democratic Republic, entitled "Personal Message of
Erich Honecker to the Heads of Stat~ or Government of Argentina, Greece, India,
Mexico, Sweden and Tanzania".
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(d)
Group of

Document CD/568, dated 20 February 1985, entitled "Statement of the
21". \

nature (e) Document CD/570, dated 27 February 1985, submitted by the delegation
of the Union of Sov'iet Socialist Republics, entitled "Joint Soviet-United States
Statement".
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(f) Document CD/571, dated 5 March 1985, submitted by the delegation of
the United States of America, entitled "Joint United States-Soviet Statement".

(g) Document CD/580, dated 20 March 1985, submitted by the delegation
of Belgium, entitled "Excerpts from the Speech of the Prime Minister of
Belgium, Mr. Wilfried Martens, to Parliament on 15 March 1985".

(h) Document CD/596, dated 17 June 1985, submitted by the delegation
of Bulgaria, entitled "Message by Todor Zhivkov, President of the State
Council of the People's Republic of Bulgaria, addressed to Rajiv Gandhi,
Prime Minister of India, dated 30 April 1985".

(i) Document CD/633, dated 15 August 1985, submitted by the delegation
of Australia and by New Zealand, entitled "South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone
Treaty" •

57. In connection with agenda item 2, consultations were held under the guidance
of the President of the Conference during the first part of the session to
consider the procedure to be followed by the Conference to deal with this item,
including proposals for the establishment of a subsidiary body, but no agreement
could be reached. At its 309th plenary meeting, on 18 April 1985, the Conference
had before it for decision draft mandates for an ad hoc committee proposed by a
Group of Socialist Countries and the Group of 21 (CD/523 and CD/526,
respectively). In document CD/523 a proposal was put forward for the
establishment of an ad hoc committee for negotiations to begin the elaboration
of practical measures for the cessation of the nuclear arms race and for nuclear
disarmament in accordance with paragraph 50 of the Final Document of the
first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, including
a nuclear disarmament programme. In document CD/526, it was proposed that the
Conference set up an ad hoc committee to elaborate the stages and measures in
paragraph 50 of the Final Document of the first special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament and to identify substantive issues
for multilateral negotiations, as suggested in documents CD/l16 and CD/18l.
The Group of Socialist Countries declared that it would also accept the mandate
suggested by the Group of 21. There was no consensus on either proposal,
since the Group of Western States stated that it was not in a position to join
such a consensus for the. reasons set out in paragraph 62.

58. Several delegations addressed various issues relating to the cessation
of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament at plenary meetings of the
Conference.

59. The Group of 21 dep~ored the fact that the Conference on Disarmament had
once again been prevented from undertaking any work on item 2, the consideration
of which for another year remained confined merely to statements in plenary
meetings. The Group of 21 stressed its conviction that all nations had a
vital interest in negotiations on nuclear disarmament and that the Conference
on Disarmament, as the single multilateral negotiating body in the' field of
disarmament, should be allowed to fulfil its function and initiate negotiations
for the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. To that
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end, the Group of 21 reiterated its proposal for the establishment of an ad hoc
committee and proposed that it should submit recommendations to the Conference
as to how best to initiate multilateral negotiations of agreements with
adequate measures of verification, in appropriate stages, for the cessation
of the qualitative improvement and development of nuclear weapons systems;
cessation of the production of all types of nuclear weapons and their means of
delivery and the production of fissionable material for weapons purposes; and
substantial reductions in the existing nuclear weapons with a view to their
ultimate elimination. Group of 21 delegations further expressed their
conviction that concrete bases did exist for beginning serious negotiations
on the subject. They expressed their belief that work on all the so-called
nuclear items on the Conference's agenda could begin simultaneously without
in any way compromising the national security interests of any State or group
of States. On the contrary, these delegations argued, such an effort would
enhance the security of everyone by creating a cUmate of dialogue and
engagement.

60. In the view of the Group of 21, the initiation of bil~teral negotiations
between the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States
of America did not de~ract from the need for multilateral negotiations. The
Group welcomed the agreement between those two countries to begin negotiations
on a complex of questions concerning space and nuclear arms with these questions
considered and resolved in their interrelationship. It expected this
development to have a positive effect on the work of the Conference and called
upon the two negotiating parties to bear constantly in mind that not only their
national interests but also the vital interests of all the peoples of the world
were at stake. It urged all memmbers of the Conference, in particular the
nuclear-weapon States, to make full use of the Conference as a negotiating forum,
30 that real progress on disarmament could finally be made. The Group of 21
considered that bilateral and multilateral negotiations on disarmament should
facilitate and complement, rather than hinder or preclude, each other.
Furthermore, in its view, the Conference should be kept appropriately informed
of all steps in this field without prejudice to the progress of the
negotiations. Members of the Group of 21 welcomed and supported the Delhi
Declaration issued by the Heads of State or Government of Argentina, Greece,
India, MexIco, Sweden and Tanzania, on 28 January 1985, in which they
reiterated their appeal to the nuclear-weapon States for an all-embracing
halt to the testing, production and deployment of nuclear weapons and their
delivery systems Which, in their view, should be followed immediately by
substantial reductions in nuclear forces, leading to the complete elimination
of nuclear weapons and the final goal of general and complete disarmament.

61. A Group of Socialist States underlined the importance they attached to
the multilateral negotiations in the Conference on Disarmament for the cessation
of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament. They expressed appreciation
for the commencement of bilateral negotiations between the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics and the United States of America as a significant step
that held out the prospect of reaching agreement to prevent an arms race in
outer space and terminating it on Earth. They emphasized that, as stated in
the joint statement of 8 January, the subject of the negotiations would be
a complex of questions concerning space and nuclear arms - both strategic
and intermediate-range - with all these questions considered and resolved
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in their interrelationship. They also stressed that ultimately the
negotiations, just as efforts in general to limit and reduce arms, should
lead to the complete elimination of nuclear arms everywhere. At the same time,
the socialist countries firmly believed that, in accordance with paragraph 120
of the Final Document of the first special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament, the Conference on Disarmament, in which all five
nuolear-weapon States were represented, was the appropriate forum for the
conduct of comprehensive negotiations aimed at removing the nuclear threat.
They expressed the view that bilateral and multilateral negotiations were not
mutually exclusive but should complement and stimulate each other. Therefore,
they reiterated their proposal for the establishment of an ad hoc committee.
In their view, a nuclear disarmament programme, as reflected in the draft
mandate in CD/526, on a step-by-step basis and in accordance with the
principle of equality and equal security, should envisage the reduction of
nuclear weapons until they had been completely eliminated in all their forms.
In this context the urgency of the prohibition of the nuclear neutron weapon
was underlined. They also considered that a quantitative and qualitative
freeze of nuclear weapons would constitute a starting point for the reduction
of such weapons until their complete elimination. They expressed their full
support for the Delhi Declaration which was completely consonant with the
policy of their Governments.

62. The Group of Western States, including three nuclear-weapon States,
noted with satisfaction the initiation of bilateral negotiations between the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of America, the
SUbject of which negotiations was a complex of questions concerning space and
nuclear arms - both strategic and intermediate-range - with all these
questions considered and resolved in their interrelationship. As stated in
the joint United States-Soviet statement of 8 January 1985, the objective
of the negotiations would be to work out effective agreements aimed at preventing
an arms race in space and terminating it on earth, at limiting and reducing
nuclear arms, and at strengthening strategic stability. The statement also
noted that the sides believed that these negotiations, just as efforts in
general to limit and reduce arms, should lead to the complete elimination of
nuclear arms everywhere. They ~eiterated the view that such negotiations
offered the best means at pres~nt for achieving progress in the field of
nuclear arms control and ~isarmament. They were not convinced that the
creation of a subsidiary body on agenda item 2 would contribute to the cause
of nuclear disarmament. In their opinion, as provided for in the programme of
work of the Conference, questions relating to the agenda item could be and,
indeed, already had been addressed at plenary meetings. They did not share
the view that every item on the agenda of the Conference was ripe for
immediate negotiation. TQey stressed that for negotiations to stand a chance
for success, the subject of negotiations requires careful definition and a
precise, agreed objective. These delegations stressed the importance they
attached to substantial and verifiable reductions of nuclear weapons. At the
same time, they emphasized that nuclear arms reductions could not be divorced
from conventional arms control and disarmament measures and should be
pursued so as to enhance international stability and security. These
delegations stated that fundamental to all efforts in this regard was a commitment
to uphold the provisions of the Charter of the United Nations. They considered
that the single most significant way of lessening insecurity and instability
in international relations would be for all nations to live up to their
obligations under the Charter. Many of these States also held that proposals
for a nuclear weapons freeze would detract from efforts to reduce nuclear
arsenals.
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6~. One nuclear-weapon State, belonging to this group, considered that for
obvious reasons deriving from the la.rge size of the nuclear arsenals of the
two major Powers, the responsibility to hold as a matter of priori~ negotiations
on the limitation or reduction of their nuclear weapons rested with them.

64. One nuclear-weapon State, no t belonging to an:y group, reiterated its call
for the complete elimination and total destruction of nuclear weapons and recalled
that it had proposed, as a practical step towards that goal, that the two major
Powers take the lead in halting the testing, improvement and production of nuclear
weapons and substantially reducing their existing arsenals and that thereafter
corresponding measures be taken by the other nuclear-weapon States. It welcomed
the initiation of bilateral negotiations. At the same time, it noted that
nuclear disarmament involved the vi tal interests of all States and held that,
therefore, the Conference, as the sole multilateral bo~ for disarmament
negotiations, should establish an ad hoc committee on the subject. It shared the
view that multilateral and bilateral negotiations should complement each other.

65. The Group of 21 emphasized the view contained in the Final Document of the
first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament that the
nuclear arms race, far from contributing to the strengthening of the security of
all States, on the contrary weakened it, and increased the danger of the outbreak
of nuclear war. In addition, the nucl~ar arms race thwarted efforts towards the
relaxation of international tensions. The Group considered it politically and
morally unjustifiable that the security and survival of the wbole world should be
held hostage to the state of relations existing among nuclear-weapon States. The
Group expressed its conviction that it was necessary to take constructive action
towards halting and reversing the nuclear arms race and in that context it
recalled once again paragraph 50 of the Final Document which sets out the stages
of nuclear disarmament. Progress in the sphere of nuclear disarmament would
promote international peace and security and improve the international climate,
which would in turn facilitate agreement on further measures of disarmament.

66. Many delegations drew attention to the fact that the total number of nuclear
weapons in the world had alrea~ exceeded 50,000. They stressed th~ urgent need
to ha!t this growing stockpile of nucleaT weapons and to reduce them substantially
so as to ultimately eliminate nuclear weapons from the Earth. They viewed with
considerable alarm .the reports about projected build-up of nuclear weapons
according to which one major nuclear-weapon State was to nearly double the number
of its nuclear weapons by the end of the current decade. Noting that no
information was available about the other major nuclear-weapon State, they
pointed out, none the less, that this was bcund to lead to another round in an
unceasing nuclear arms race.

61. Many delegations stated that some nuclear-weapon States had not yet given
convincing reasons for rejecting all proposals for a nuclear freeze •. They
deplored the rejection of the proposals for a nuclear freeze by some nuclear
weapon States and their allies on the basis of shifting and subjective notions
about parity of nuclear forces between the largest nuclear-weapon States. These
delegations further noted that the nuclear weapons in possession of each of the
two major nuclear-weapon Powers were sufficient to destroy the Earth not once but
many times over. These delegations also stressed that there was a glaring
inconsistency in the assertion of some nuclear-weapon States about the alleged
unverifiabili ty of a freeze on the one hand and the proclaimed self-assurance of
the same States about their technological ability to locate ~he nuclear weapons
of their adversary for ultimate interception under the Star Wars plan.

-23-



Id

'f

Ii

68. Other delegations rejeoted the assertions made in the preoeding paragraph.

C. Prevention of Nuolear War, Inoluding all Related Matters

69. The item on the agenda entitled "Prevention of nuclear war, including allrelated matters" was oonsidered by the Conferenoe, in aocordance with itsprogramme of work, during the periods 18-22 :March and 8-12 July 1985.

70. The following documents were submitted to the Conference in connection withthe i tern during the 1985 session:

(a) Document CD/515/Rev.l, dated 18 July 1985, submitted by the Group of 21,entitled "Draft Mandate for an Ad Hoc Committee on Item 3 of the Agenda of theConferenoe on Disarmament".

(b) Document CD/569, dated 21 February 1985, submitted b,y the delegationof the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Answer of the GeneralSecretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Part,y of the Soviet Union andPresident of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of the USSR, K.U. Chemenko, tothe Communication of the Argentine Movement 'Appeal of 100 for the Sake of Life'published on 14 February 1985".

(c) Document CD/578, dated 18 March 1985 r submitted by the delegation ofthe Federal Republic of Germany, entitled "Working Paper: Prevention ofNuclear War, Including all Related Matters - Issues f;)r Consideration by theConference" •

(d) Docume:n1• CD/581, dated 27 March 1985, submitted by the delegation;) fAustralia, entitled "Prevention of Nuclear War".

(e) Document CD/592, dated 29 April 1985, submitted by the delegation ofCzechoslovakia, entitled "Statement of a Group of Socialist Countries inconnection with the Fortieth Anniversary of the Victory over Hi tleri te Fascism".

(f) Document CD/603, and Add.l, dated 25 June 1985, transmitted by theUni ted Nations Secretariat, entitled "Report of the Secretary-General onPrevention of Nuclear War (resolution 39/148 p)".

(g) Document en/608, 'dated 8 July 1985, submitted b,y the delegation ofRomania, entitled ''Working Paper: ~vention of Nuclear War, Including all. Related Matters".

71. In connection with agenda item 3, consultations were held mder the guidanceof the President of the Co~erenge to consider an appropriate organizationalarrangement to deal with the item, includiDg proposals for the establishment ofa subsidiary body, but no agreement could be reached during those consultations.
72. At the 325th plenary meeting on 30 July 1985, the Conference had beforeit for decision a draft mandate for an ad ho c commi. ttee on agenda item 3,proposed by the Group of 21 (en/5l5/Rev.l). Under the proposed mandate, thead hoc committee would, as a first step, consider all proposals relevant toagenda item 3, including appropriate and practical measures for the preventionof nuclear war. The proposal of the Group of 21 was supported by the Group
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of Sooialist Countries. It was also supported by one nuolear-weapon state notbelonging to any group. However, there was no oonsensus on the proposed mandate.In that oonneotion, members of the Group of 21 pointed out that the proposedmandate was designed to take into aooount the oonoerns of other delegations andmade it possible to oonsider all suggestions and proposals on the subjeot. Onedelegation of this Group stressed that the proposed mandate did not even containthe word "negotiation" to whioh members of another Group apparently had a realaversion. Members of the Group of 21 regretted the faot that, due to theopposition of Western delegations, the Conferenoe was onoe again unable to startserious oonsideration of the agenda item with a view to finding appropriate andpraotioal measures for the prevention of nuolear war. Sooialist States stressedth&t, in their view, the Conferenoe should establish an ad hoc oommittee with anegotiating mandate but that, taking into aooount the position of otherdelegations, they were willing to support the oompromise mandate proposed by theGroup of 21. They also regretted that Western oountries oontinued to oppose thethe establishment of a subsidiar.v body to ·deal with agenda item 3. A nuolearweapon State not belonging to any group oonsidered that the manda~e proposed by theGroup of 21 showed the positive spirit and fler.ibility of the Group. In its viewit was a reasonable and oonstruotive proposal that oould serve as a basis foragreement. Delegations -of the Group of Western oountries stated that they a.ttaohgreat importanoe to the subj,eot matter addressed under agenda item 3 and that theyhad oonsidered with partioular oare the mandate proposed by the Group of 21 indooument (cn/515/Rev.l). They further stated that it was generally felt by themthat it would be appropriate, at this stage, to embark on a substantive in-depthoonsideration of agenda item 3 oovering all its various aspeots. In their opinion,suoh a disoussion would be faoilitated by the Report of the Seoretar.v-General ofthe United Nations on this subjeot, published as document CD/603, whioh theyweloome. They believed that they had demonstrated a oonsiderable measure offlexibility in oonsultations designed to find an appropriate format for thesedisoussions that would be.aooeptable to all. They regretted, however, that aoonsensus on these issues had so far eluded the Conferenoe. In the light of theabove, the d~legations of the Westem Group stated that they were not in a. positionto assooiate themselves with a oonsensus on the proposed mandate. It was pointedout that nothing in the proposal of the Group of 21, as oontained in dooumentcn/SlS/Rev.l,did prevent any delegation or a group of delegations from disoussingdooument CD/603 or any other dooument, for that matter, relevant to item 3 of theagenda. ThA Group of 21, therefore, regretfully found it inexplioable why theWestern detepations needed to have to refer to dooument CD/603 while conveyingtheir inability to acoept the proposal in CD/5l5/Rev.1.

13. The group of socialist countries issued a statement in connection with thefortieth a.nniversary of the victory over Hitlerite fasoism. Many other delegationsalso spoke at the plenary meetings in connection with the end of World War IIin Europe.

14. Many delegations spoke on the oocasion of the fortieth anniversary of theatomio bombing of Hiroshima and expressed their firm oonviotion that thattragedy must never be repeated again.

15. Many del.egations addressed the issues oonceming the prevention of nu01earwar, inoluding all related ~~tters, at plenar.v meetings of the Conferenoe.
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16. The Group of 21 rG~:ffirmed its conviction that the greatest peril facing the
world was the threat of destruction from a nuclear war and that, consequently,
the removal of that threat was the most acute and urgent task of the present d8iY.
The Group reiterated the view that, while nuclear-weapon States had the primar,y
responsibilit,y for avoiding a nuclear war, all nations were vitally interested
in the negotiation of measures for the prevention of nuclear war, in view of the
catastrophic consequences that such a war would have for mankind.

11. In this connection, members of the Group of 21 recalled that the Heads of
State or Government of Argentina, Greece, India, Mexico, S~-reden and Tanzania had,
in the Delhi Declaration of 28 January 1985 stated that, as a result of recent
atmospheric and biological studies, there had been new findings that indicated
that, in addition to blast, heat and radiation, nuclear war, even on a limited
scale, would trigger an Arctic nuclear winter that might transform the Earth into
a darkened, frozen planet, posing unprecedented peril to all nations, even those
far removed from the nuclear explosions. Furthermore, ~uch consequences would
tol1ow even if either of the major nuclear-weapon States were to use justa small
fraction of the nuclear weapons in its possession if the attacked side did not
retaliate. In their view, this made it still more pressing to take preventive
action to exclude forever the use of nuclear weapons and the occurrence of nuclear
war. Members of the Group of 21 pointed out that the General Assembly had
repeatedly requested the Conference on Disarmament to undertake, as a matter of th
highest priori t,y, negotiations with a view to achieving agreement on appropriate
and practical measures for the prevention of nuclear war, and to establish for
that purpose an ad hoc committee on the subject. They noted that, in deference
to the position of other delegations, the Group of 21 had put forward a
non-negotiating mandate that would permit a thorough consideration of all aspects
legal, political, technical, military - of all the proposals before the Conference
and all the approaches to the problem, without adopting any priority among them.
At the same time, they pointed out that the purpose of such consideration should
not merely be to contribute to a better understanding of the subject but to
prepare the way for negotiating agreement or agreements on measures for the
prevention of nuclear war. In their view, as experience had demonstrated,
discussions in plenary or informal meetings of the Conference, would not
contribute to that objective. Members of the Group of 21 were convinced that the
surest w8i¥ to remove the danger of nuclear war· lay in the elimination of nuclear
weapons and that, pending the achievement of nuclear disarmament, the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons should be prohibited. They rejected doctrines
.of nuclear deterrence which, in their opinion, heightened the risk of the outbreak
of nuclear war. The view was expressed. that nuclear deterrence and the prevention
of nuclear war were incompatible concepts. In addition, members of the Group of 2
pointed out that the use of nuclear weapons posed a unique threat to human survi
and could not accept the view that the question of prevention of nuclear war shoul
be considezed in the context of the prevention of all armed conflicts. It was als
noted that the logic of that approach could be applied to other agenda items, such
as the prohibition of chemical weapons.

78. Westem delegations, while recognizing the catastrophic consequences of a
nuclear war, nevertheless pointed out that research on the climatic effects of
nuclear explosi tions was still going on and was not conclusive at this stage.

-26-



AT
peril facing the
consequently ,
the present d~.

:l.d the primar,y
lly interested

in view of the
•

t the Heads of
:md Tanzania had,
suIt of recent
that indicated
1 on a limited
rm the Earth into
ions, even those
aquences would
use justa small

i side did not
take preventive
~rrence of nuclear
:lembly had
as a matter of the

t on appropriate
establish for

t, in deference
I:'Ward a
)n of all aspects 
>re the Conference
~it,y among them.
Lderation should
ject but to
~es for the
mstrated,
mld not
mvinced that the
l.tion of nuclear
, the use or
~cted doctrines
3k of the outbreak
md the prevention
of the Group of 21

~ to human survivaJ.
nuclear war should
Licts. It was also
1genda items, such

~equences of a
~ic effects of
; this stage.

79. Members of the Western Group drew attention to the Report of theSecretazy-General of the United Nations on Prevention of Nuclear War (CD/603),dated 25 June 1985, where it states in paragraph 67:

"It should be noted that at the thirty-ninth session Australia,Canada, Germany, Federal Republi c of, Italy, Japan and Norway, submitteda draft resolution (A/C.l/39/L.40), bearing a double title 'Preventionof nuclear war, including all related matters: prevention of war in thenuclear age'. The draft resolution was introduced by the Federal Republicof Germany, which noted that the first title was in line with the formulationof the agenda item agreed upon in the CD and that the second title wasdesigned to reflect the draft resolution's comprehensive nature. In theview of the sponsors, the latter formulation provided an excellentdescription of the over~riding task at hand and they reconunended itswider use. The draft resolution 't'18.S subsequently revised and also sponsoredby Denmark, Turkey and the United Kirigdom. The following views were stressedamong others in the draft resolution:

elimination of the threat of all armed conflict remains theultimate goal of disarmament;

- all States should refrain in their international relations fromthe threat or use of force against the terri. torial integrity or politicalindependence of any state, and thus never should use any of their weapons,except in the exercise of their inherent right of individual or collectiveself-defence;

- all States should maintain, as a priority objective of theirpolicies, the removal of the danger of war at any level of hostilit,y,thereby precluding the use of nuclear weapons;

-' all States should exercise restraint in their relations with others,should act in such a manner as to prevent the development of situationswhich could cause dangerous exacerbation of their relations, should avoidmili ta:g confrontations and should prevent the outbreak of war;

the importance of concluding agreements on militarily significantand verifiable reductions of armaments and forces, including nucleararmaments;

- all States should promote, to the best of their ability, theobjective of the prevention of war, through, inter alia, more openness andan enhancement. of mutual knowledge about mili tar,y 'aet.rVi ties, an expandedexchange of information and views on military matters and other _confidence-building measures, with a view to enhancing both con..i'idence andstability, particularly in regional contexts, and taking into accountregional securi ty needs;

\- conviction that a nuclear war cannot be won and that a conventionalwar ms\y- involve the risk of t~scalation to nuclear war."

Members of the Western Group noted that the draft resolution had been the subjectof detailed substantive discussion and stressed that the content ofA/C.l/39/L.40/Rev.l was fully consistent with the Final Document.
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80. Members of the group of socialist countries d~ew special attention to
the following parts of the report of the Secretary-General on prevention
of nuclear war (CD/603):

"In 1981 the General Assembly adopted three resolutions on the issue,
entitled (a) Declaration of the Prevention of Nuclear Catastrophe; (b) Non·
use of nuclear weapons and prevention of nuclear war; and (c) Prevention of
nuclear war.

The Decla~ation was adopted as the result of an initiative of the
Soviet Union. In sUbmitting the proposal, the Soviet Union stressed that
the task of preventing a nuclear catastrophe was one that should be given
the highest priority in international relations. The problem, the
Soviet Union added, had become particularly relevant in the light of
attampts on the part of some countries to advance the doctrine of a limited
nuclear war, a doctrine which was, in the opinion of the Soviet Union,
meant to legalize the use of nuclear weapons. The USSR stated that the
United Nations would be taking a timely and correct action if it issued,
as proposed in the draft resolution, a warning that there could never be
any justification or pardon for those who took a decision to be the first
to use nuclear weapons, and that any doctrine endorsing the first use of
nuclear weapons would be incompatible with the pr-inciples of human
morality and the ideals of the United Nations.

Several States, including Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia and Mongolia,
expressed strong support for hhe Soviet initiative. Bulgaria stressed the
danger of the emergence in certain Western circles of doctrines such as
that of a limit~d nuclear war and pointed out that the text of the Soviet
proposal first and foremost was aimed at ensuring survival and preserving
civilization. The provision stating that it was the supreme duty and direct
obligation of leaders of nuclear-weapon States to act so as to eliminate the
risk of the outbreak of nuclear conflict was also particularly important.
Czechoslovakia also emphasized those points and, noting that eliminating the
scourge of war was the very cornerstone of the work of the United Nations,
stated that the proposed declaration would.be an important political
instrument to promote the preservation of ' peace and save mankind from
nuclear catastrophe. Mongolia similarly referred to the fact that new and
dangerous ideas were being put forward, thus making urgent preventive
efforts essential. It added that.the nuclear arms race should be halted
and reversed by joint efforts of all countries· through honest and equitable
negotiations.

At its regular seasion in 1983, the General Assembly took up once again
the question of prevention of nuclear war. At that session, the Soviet Union,
together with other Eastern European States and Viet Nam, submitted a draft
resolution by which the General Assembly would express alarm at the growing
threat of' nuclear war, which could lead to the destruction of civilization
on earth, unconditionally and for all time, and condemn nuclear war as being
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contrary to human conscience and reason, as the worst crime against peoples
and as a violation of the foremost human right, the right to life. The
General Assembly would also condemn the formulation, propounding,
dissemination and propaganda of political and military doctrines and concepta
intended to provide 'legitimacy' for the first use of nuclear weapons and use
of nuclear weapons and in general to justify the 'admissibility' of
unleashing nuclear war. In submitting the draft resolution, the Soviet Union
stated that, by adopting it, the United Nations would make a major
contribution to the creation of an international moral and political climate
likely to reduce substantially the danger of an outbreak of nuclear war and
open up more favourable prospects for the solution of far-reaching tasks,
such as the conclusion of an international convention on the prohibition
of the use of nuclear weapons with the participation of all the nuclear
weapon States, as called for by many non-aligned countries."

In connection with the draft resolution A/C.1/39/L.40/Rev.l, Socialist States
emphasized that this draft was contrary to what had been stated in the Final
Document of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament and that it in fact placed the issue of the p~evention of nuclear
war in jeopardy.

81. Membecs of the Group of 21 drew attention to the Secretar-y~General'sviews
as contained in his statement of 12 December 1984 and reaffirmed that:

" it is clear that to rely on nuclear deterrence is to accept a
perpetual community of fear. That is very far from the community of human
worth and understanding foreseen by the United Nations Charter.

It is neither-desirable nor feasible in the long term to find true
stability through nuclear dete~rence. It is not desirable because in the
long term human values are inconsistent with the threat to bring about the
indiscriminate death of millions of our fellow men and women. No humane
society that recognizes individual worth and dignity can contemplate such
an action. Conversely, the very fear and hatred of an adversary believed
to be~apable of carrying out such an attack would destroy the basis of
a c;vilized society.

Even if we ignore its inhuman aspects, in the long run can we really
expect stability from a balance of fear and the suspicion that it breeds?
With the accelerating pace of military technology, the need to counter each
new threat will become ever more frantic and desperate. Every innovation
in arms will tend to -destabilize the fragile balance. Every perceived
advantage will lead to fears of first-~trike capability and the resulting
temptation: at a time of great crisis, to launch a pre-emptive. attack.
And will our scientific vanity allow us to forget the double fallibility
we face: from human and from technological error? Offensive capacity
must certainly be reduced. Ultimately,· however, there is no deterrence,
since any initiation of nuclear hostilities would be to no one's advantage.
This is made cruelly clear by suggestions that a 'nuclear winter' could
follow a nuclear strike, even without any retaliation. To launch any
nuclear attack could then indeed be suicide."

Members of the Group of 21 stated that the approach in draft resolution
A/C.1/39/L.40/Rev.l was contrad~ctory to the approach and principles of the
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Final Document and those contained in the declarations of the non-alignedsummit conferences and in other important international declarations and theyrecalled that they had submitted relevant amendments thereto (A/C.l/39/L.BO).They noted that no action was taken on the draft resolution mentioned above.

82. A Group of Socialist Countries reiterated its firm belief that there wasno more urgent task than to prevent a nuclear war and that, towards that end,it was necessary to adopt appropriate and practical measures as called for inresolution 39/148p. They deplored the opoosition of a group of States thatonce again had prevented the Conference from discharging its duties as themultilateral negotiating body with respect to this most impo~tant question.While expressing their opposition to any war, they underlined their viewthat conventionaJ and nuclear wars were of an entirely different nature, giventhe global catastrophic consequences of the latter and the widely shared convictionthat there could be no winners in a nuclear war which might well bring the endof the human civilization and life on Earth. They also felt that in the pre~entinternational circumstances it was imperative to avoid extension of the armsrace to outer space. This would be a significant contribution to the preventionof a nuclear war. Socialist countries reiterated the proposals contained indocuments CD/355 and CD/484. In their view, all those proposals remainedvalid. They underlined the importance of unconditional commitments by allnuclear weapon States not to be the first to use nuclear weapons, noted thedeclarations made in that connection by two nuclear weapon States and calledupon the other nuclear weapon States that had not yet made declarations ofnon-first-use of nuclear weapons, to do so. In their opinion, such unilateralundertakings could be incorporated in a unified instrument of international law,which in practice would be equivalent to the complete legal prohibition ofthe use of nucl~ar weapons. Those Socialist countries also reiterated theirsupport for the proposal to conclude a convention on the prohibition ofthe use of nuclear wea~ons, with the participation of all nu~lear weaponStates. In addition, they recalled that they had proposed the generalexclusion of the use of force from international relations. Another prioritymeasure, in their view, would be an agreement by all nuclear weapon States tofreeze quantitatively and qualitatively their nuclear arsenals underappropriate verification. In their opinion, this.step could be taken in thefirst instance by the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United Statesof America, on the understanding that the other nuclear weapon States wouldfollow their example. They aiso considered that such measures as a treaty onthe complete and general prohibition of nuclear weapon tests, the preventionof "further proliferation of nuclear weapons, including universal adherence tothe Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, the prevention of anarms race in other high-risk areas, e.g., outer space, would undOUbtedlycontribute to averting the threat of nuclear war. The Socialist Statesalso expressed readiness to consider various confidence-building measures,such as the prevention of accidental or unauthorized use of nuclear weaponsand the avoidance of the possibility of surprise attacks.
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83. Western delegations emphasized that the question of the prevention of nuclear
war could not be dealt with in isolation from the underlying basic security
situation and that, in their view, the question at issue was the prevention of war
in all its dimensions in the nuclear age. Their concern was that conventional
war, in itself destructive to the extreme, could easily, in the nuclear age,
escalate into nuclear war. Already on 18 March, a proposal (CD/S78) had been
submitted by a Western delegation containing criteria that a work format would
have to meet in order to allow the consideration of agenda item 3 in a manner
satisfactory ~o all. The Western approaoh had been reflected in the draft
resolution that Western delegations had supported at the thirty-ninth session of
the General Assembly (A/C.l/39/L.40/Rev.l). Western delegations reiterated the
paramount importanc:e of strict compliance by all States with the Charter of the
United Nations, in particular the obligation to refrain from the threat or use of
force and to settle all disputes by peaceful means. Recalling their belief that a
nuclear war cannot be won and must never be fought, they noted that in the present
circumstances the balance needed for maintaining peace and security depended on
nuclear, as well as conventional forces. The same delegations recalled their view
that a declaration on the prohibition of use or first use limited to nuclear
weapons would be unverifiable by its very nature and would fail to prevent armed
conflict. Those delegations stressed that their weapons, nuclear and conventional,
were solely designed to prevent war by deterring aggression and that none of their
weapons, nuclear or conventional, would ever be used except in response to armed
attack. They further believed that a key element in reducing the risk of nuclear
war was the achievement of deep and verifiable reductions of nuclear weapons.
They considered that another major element was the effort to ensure the
non-proliferation of nuclear weapons and, to that end, those delegations which are
party to the Non-Proliferation Treaty called for universal adherence to that
Treaty. In this context, the same delegations added that the proliferation of
nuclear weapons under the guise of so-called peaceful nuclear explosions was of
particular concern. The" Western delegations further pointed out the significant
contribution of confidence-building measures to diminish the danger of war and
thereby nuclear war, by improving the international political climate, and of
measures against sur~rise attack and to reduce the risk of the accidental use of
nuclear weapons. In the course of the debate, reference was made to
documents CD/3S7, CD/380, CD/4Il, CD/S78 and CD/S81 submitted by various Western
delegations; Some of these delegations further stated that the prevention of
nuclear w~r, including all related matters, affected and was the responsibility of
all States and was amenable to multilateral consideration. As the single
multilateral disarmament negotiating forum, the Conference on Disarmament was
therefore an appropriate organ to deal with these questions. Western delegations,
for their part, noted the rigid positions on procedural matters of some other
delegations.

84. Other delegations felt that the above statements were seriously compromised
since the delegations making them were among those that had repeatedly blocked the
formation of an Ad 'Hoc Committee on item 3 under the mandate contained in
CD/SlS/Rev.1.

8S. Western delegations noted that the inabilfty of their group to support the
mandate contained in CD/S15/Rev.l in no way detracted from, or compromised their
commitment to, the prevention of nuclear war.
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86. Many delegations of States not Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation
of Nuclear Weapons, stated that the actual and increasing proliferation of nuolear
weapons in its vertical and geographic dimensions, as promoted and condoned by the
nuclear weapon powers, under the gUise of so-called theories of their national
security, was of great concern to many non-nuclear weapon States and to peoples
from all over the world. A number of delegations held that to associate the
prevention of horizontal proliferation of nuclear weapons with the prevention of
nuclear war w~s an attempt made by nuclear-weapon States and their allies to
divert attention from the actual threat of annihilation posed by existing nuclear
weapons. They further stated that the reference to peaceful nuclear explosions
shifted the focus of the problem away from the central issue of achieving the
complete cessation of nuclear-weapon tests, a measure that was long overdue and
that would make a vital contribution to the prevention of nuclear war.

87. Many delegations stated that there had been a backward step in the position
of the Western Group with regard to the consideration of the item on prevention
of nuclear war. In this context, it was recalled that last year it had not been
possible to rally all the delegations of the Group behind the draft mandate
proposed by the Group of 21, while this year the entire Group rejected
document CD/515/Rev.l, which would have permitted the consideration of all ideas
and proposals including those of the Western Group of countries.

88. The Western group did not ~hare the above interpretation of its position.

89. One nuclear weapon State, not belonging to any group, recalled that it had
always held that the fundamental way to the elimination of the nuclear threat and
the prevention of nuclear war, lay in the complete and total destruction of all
nuclear weapons. It noted that in recent years many countries had referred to the
non-use of nuclear weapons, or the non-use of force. It shared the view that this
would contribute to reducing the danger of nuclear war. It recalled that as early
as the 1960's it had unilaterally declared that at no time and in no circumstances
would it be the first to use nuclear weapons and unconditionally undertook not to
use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear weapon States and nuclear weapon-free
zones. In its view, all nuclear weapon States should assume the same obligation
and furthermore reach an agreement on mutual non-use of nuclear weapons. It held
that while giving priority attention to nuclear disarmament, due attention should
be paid to conv~ntional disar~ament.

90. Various delegations stressed the point that preventing the horrors of
modern war was 1.he precondition of all our endeavours; accordingly, they would
make all efforts to prevent nuclear disaster as well as all disasters of modern
war. All nations are, therefore, entitled to contribute to, and to participate
in, those efforts on an equal,footing, since the prevention of nuclear war, as
well as that of all wars, was in·the interests of every nation.

91. Many delegations reiterated that nuclear war could not be equated with any
other kind of war.
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92. Some of them also stated that the Western approaoh equating all wars to a
nuclear war, that is, to the most monstrous crime against humanity, was totally
inconsistent with the recognition by the United Nations of the legitimacy of the
struggle of the peoples under colonial and alien domination to exercise their
right to self-determination and independence by all the necessary means at their
disposal •

93. The Western group regretted the misrepresentation of its position in the
preceding paragraph and rejected particularly the phrase "the Western approach
equating all wars to a nuclear war".

D. Chemical Weapons

94. The item on the agenda entitled "Chemical weapons" was considered by the
Conference, in accordance with its programme of work, during the periods
25 Ma~ch-5 April and 15-26 July 1985. .

95. The list of new documents presented to the Conference under the agenda item
is contained in the ~eport submitted by the Ad Hoc Comm~ttee referred to in the
following paragraph.

96. At its 334th plenary meeting on 29 August 1985, the Conference adopted the
Report of the Ad Hoc Committee, re-e:stabl1shed by the Conference under the agenda
item at its 289th plenary meeting (see paragraph 13 above). That Report (CD/636)
is an integral part of this Report and reads as follows:

"1. INTRODUCTION

"1. At its 289t~ plenary meeting on 7 February 1985, the Conference on
Disarmament adopted the following decision on the re-establishment of the
Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons (CD/55l):

'The Conference on Disarmament, keeping in mind that the
negotiation of a Convention should proceed with a view to its

_final elaboration at the earliest possible date, in accordance
with United Nations General Assembly resolutions 38/187 Band
39/65 C, and in discharging its responsibility to conduct as a
priority task the negotiations on a multilateral convention on the
complete and effective prohibition of the development, production
and stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their destruction, and
to ensure the preparation of the convention, decides to re-establish,
in accordance ~ith its rules of procedure, for the duration of its
1985 session, the Ad Hoc Committee to continue the full and complete
process of negotiations, developing and working out the convention,
except for its final drafting, taking into account all existing
proposals and drafts as well as future initiatives with a view to
giving the Conference a possibility to achieve an agreement as soon
as possible. This agreement, if po~sible, or a Report on the progress
of the negotiations, should be recorded in the report which this
Ad Hoc Committee will submit to the Conference at the end of the
second part of its 1985 session. '
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"11. ORGANIZATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTATION

"2. In accordance with the decision mentioned above (CD/55l),Ambassador Stanislaw Turbanski of Poland was appointed Chairman ofthe Ad Hoc Committee. Mr. Abdelkader Bensmail, Senior PoliticalAffairs Officer, Department for Disarmament Affairs, continued toserve as Secretary of the Committee.

"3. The A.d Hoc Committee held 12 meetings from 27 Februal"Y to19 Augusl
4

l985. The Ad Hoc Committee benefited from the inclusionin delegations of national experts. In addition, the Chairman helda number of informal consultations with delegations.

'~. At its 3l0th plenary meeting on 23 April 1985 of the Conferenceon Disarmament, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee reported on theprogress of its work.

"5. At their request, the Conference on Disarmament decided to invitethe representatives of the following States not members of the Conferenceto participate in the work of the Ad Hoc Committee: Austria, Burundi,Denmark, Finland, Greece, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Senegal, Spain,Switzerland, Turkey, United Republic of Cameroon.

"6. During the 1985 session, the following official documents dealingwith chemical weapons were presented to the Conference on Disarmament:
CD/54l, dated 9 October 1984, ~ubmitted by Australia, entitled'Verification of Non-Production of Chemical Weapons' (also issuedas CD/cw/wp.87>

CD/546, dated 1 February 1985, entitled 'Report of the Ad HocCommittee on Chemical Weapons on·its work during the period14 January-l February 1985' (also issued as CD/CW/WP.97)
CD/55l, dated 8 February 1985, entitled .'Decision on there-establishment of the Ad Hoc Committee ~n Chemical Weapons'

CD/575, dated 6 March 1985, submitted by the United Kingdom ofGreat Britain and Northern Ireland, entitled 'Verification ofNon-Production of Chemical Weapons: Proposals. for InspectionProcedures and Data Exchange' (also issued as CD/CW/WP.1OO)

CD/585, dated 2 April 1985, submitted by Spain, entitled 'Letterdated 25 March 1985 frQm the Permanent Representative of Spainaddressed to the President of the Conference on Disarmamenttransmitting a document entitled "Verification of Non-Production ofChemical Weapons" ,

CD/589, dated 11 April 1985, submitted by the United Kingdom ofGreat Britain and Northern Ireland, entitled 'Chemical WeaponsConvention: The Organs and Constitution of the Organization'
CD/598, dated 20 June 1985, submitted by Norway, entitled 'Letterdated 19 June 1985 addressed to the President of the Conference onDisarmament from the Permanent Representative of Norway transmittinga Research Report entitled "Verification of a Chemical WeaponsConvention. Sampling and Analysis of Chemical Warfare 'Agents underWinter Conditions. Part IV" ,
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_ CD/600, dated 20 June 1985, submitted by Norway, entitled 'Verification
of a Chemical Weapons Convention. Sampling and Analysis of Chemical
Warfare Agents under Winter Conditions'

- CD/60l, dated 20 June 1985, submitted by Norway, entitled 'Verification
of Alleged Use of Chemical Warfare Agents under Winter Conditions'

- CD/605, dated 4 July 1985, submitted by China, entitled 'Destruction of
Chemical Weapons' (also issued as CD/CW/WP.114)

- CD/6l3, dated 10 July 1985, submitted by Yugoslavia, entitled 'Permitted
Activities: Verification Measures' (also issued as CD/CW/WP.115)

- CD/6l4, dated 12 July 1985, submitted by Finland, entitled 'Letter dated
12 July 1985 addressed to the President of the Conference on Disarmament
from the Charge d'Affaires a.i. of the Permanent Mission of Finland,
transmitting a document entitled "·Air Monitoring as a Means for
Verification of Chemical Disarmament; C.2. Development and Evaluation
of Basic Techniques, Part I" ,

- CD/6l5, dated 15 July 1985, submitted by the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, entitled 'Letter dated 15 July 1985 addressed to
the President of the Conference on Disarmament from the Representative
of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics transmitting the text of
the Tass statement published on 11 July 1985'

- CD/6l1, dated 22 July, submitted by the Islamic Republic of Iran, entitled
'Letter dated 19 July addressed to the President of the Conference on
Disarmament from the Charge d'Affaires a.i. of the Permanent Mission of
the Islamic Republic of Iran transmitting the "Report of the Specialists
appointed by the. Secretary-General to .Investigate Allegations by the
Islamic Republic of Iran concerning the Use of Chemical Weapons" ,

- CDi619~ dated 23 July 1985, submitted by Japan, entitled 'Application of
(Nuclear) Safeguards Remote Verification Technology to verification of a
chemical weapons convention'

- CD/b20, dated 23 July, submitted by the German Democratic Republic,
entitled 'National Verification Measures to Implement. the Convention
on the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons' (also issued as CD/CW/WP.119)

- CD/623, dated 26 July 1985, submitted by the Islamic Republic of Iran,
entitled 'Letter dated 18 July 1985 addressed to the President of the
Conference on Disarmament from the Charge d'Affaires of the Permanent
Mission of the Islamic Republic of Iran'

- CD/621, dated 1 August 1985, submitted by the Federal Republic of Germany,
entitled 'Verification of the Non-Production of Chemical Warfare Agents
by means of Inspections in the Civilian Chemical Industry'

- CD/630, dated 5 August 1985, submitted by France, entitled 'Elimination
of Stocks of Chemical Weapons: Irreversible Neutralization of Means of·
Production'

ng

r

- CD/632, dated 20 August 1985, submitted by Sweden, entitled 'A comprehensive
approach for elaborating regimes for chemicals in a future chemical weapons
convention'

"1. In addition, the following Working Papers were presented to the
Ad Hoc' Committee:

-35-



re
I

CD/CW/WP.98, dated 21 February 1985, submitted by the Chairman of the
Ad HOQ COmmittee on Chemical Weapons, entitled 'Outline for the
or~ani~ation of work duri~ the 1985 session'

- CD/CW/WP.99, dated 4 March 1985, submitted by the Chairman of Working
Group A, entitled 'Chairman's Basic Working Paper'

- CD/CW/WP.1OO, dated 6 March 1985, submitted by the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, entitled 'Verification of
Non-Produotion of Chemioal Weapons: Proposals for Inspection Procedures
and Data Exohange' (also issued as CD/515)

- CD/CW/WP.10l, dated 13 Maroh 1985, submitted by the Chairman of Working
Group C, entitled 'Chairman's Working Paper on the programme of work;
exploration of problems through identification of various positions and
viewpoints relating to oomplianoe '

- CD/CW/WP.102, dated 20 Maroh 1985, submitted by the Chairman of Working
Group B, entitled 'Chairman's Working Paper on the Agenda for the
meetings on 20 Maroh and 21 Maroh'

- CD/CW/WP.103, dated 22 March 1985, submitted by the Chairman of Working
Group A entitled 'Chairman's basic dooument'

- CD/CW/WP.l04, dated 4 April 1985, submitted by the Chairman of Working
Group A, entitled 'Chairman's basic document'

- CD/CW/WP.I05, dated 12 April 1985, submitted by the Chairman of Working
Group A, entitled 'Chairman's Basic Working Paper'

- CD/CW/WP.106, dated 12 April 1985, submitted by the Chairman of vlorking
Group C

- CD/CW/WP.101, dated 22 April 1985, entitled 'Report of the Chairman of
the Open-ended Consultations of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons'

- CD/CW/WP.108, dated 22 April 1985, entitled 'Report of the Chairman of
Working Group B'

- CD/CW/WP.l09, dated 22 April 1985,' entitled 'Report of the Chairman of
Working Group A"

- CD/CW/WP.1l0, dated 22 April 1985, entitled 'Report of the Chairman of
Working Group C'

- CD/CW/WP.1ll, dated 14 June 1985, entitled 'Indicative Programme of
Work for the second part of the 1985 session'

- CD/CW/WP.112, dated 19 June 1985, submitted by Pakistan, entitled
'Chemioa1 Weapons Convention: The Question of Decision-taking'

- CD/CW/WP.ll3, dated 25 June 1985, submitted by the Federal Republic
of Germany, entitled 'Verifioation of Non-Production of Chemical Weapons'

- CD/CW/WP.ll4, dated 4 July 1985, submitted by China, entitled
'Destruotion of Chemioal Weapons' (also issued as CD/605)
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- CD/CW/WP.115, dated 10 July 1985, submitted by Yugoslavia, entitled
'Permitted Activities: Verification Measures' (also issued as CD/613)

- CD/CW/WP.116, dated 12 July 1985, sUbmitted by the Chairman of Working
Group C, entitled "Article VII: National Impl~mentation Measures'

- CD/CW/WP.116/Rev.l, dated 2 August 1985, submitted by the Chairman or
Working GPOup C, entitled 'Article VII: National Implementation Measures'

- CD/CW/WP.117, dated 16 July 1985, sUbmitted by China, entitled
'Explanations on Document CD/605 (CD/CW/WP.114)'

- CD/CW/WP.118, dated 22 July 1985, submitted by Pakistan, entitled
'Prohibition on the Use of Herbicides'

- CD/CW/WP.119, dated 23 July 1985, submitted by the German Democratic
Republic, entitled 'National Verification Measures to Implement the
Convention on the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons'(also issued as CD/620)

- CD/CW/WP.120, da~ed 31 July 1985, submitted by Poland, entitled
'Criteria for a request for on-site verification and for the explanation
of a refusal of the request (to be considered as part of Article IX)'

- CD/CW/WP.12l, dated 31 July 1985, submitted by Australia, entitled
'Verification of Non-Production - Development of Criteria for Monitoring
Non-Diversion'

- CD/CW/WP.122, dated 2 August 1985, submitted by the Chairman of Working
Group C, entitled ':Article VIII: Consultative Committee"

- CD/CW/WP.123, dated 5 August 1985, entitled ',Report of the Chairman of
the ,Open-ended Consultations of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons'

- CD/CW/WP.123/Corr.l, dated 12 August 1985, entitled 'Report of the Chairman
of the Open-ended Consultations of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical
Weap-ons'

- CD/CW/WP .124, dated 7 August 1985, entitled 'Report of Working Group B'

- CD/CW/WP.125, dated 7 August 1985, entitled ' Report of Working Group A'

- CD/CW/WP.126, dated 9 August 1985, entitled ' Report of Working Group C'

- CD/CW/WP.127, dated 12 August 1985, entitled 'Draft Report of the
Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical' Weapons to the Conference on Disarmament'

11 Ill. SUBSTANTIVE WORK DUR~NG THE 1985 SESSION

118. In accordance with it,s mandate, the Ad Hoc Commi t tee continued the
negotiatlonand further elaboration of the Convention, utilizing Annex I
and Annex 11 of CD/539 as well as other existing and new p~oposals presented
by delegations. To this effect, it retained the basic structure that was
established,by the Committee in 1984, and accepted the Chairman's proposal to
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set up three Working Groups which dealt with specific aspects of the
Convention as follows:

"(a) Working Group A: Scope, Definitions, Non-Production, Permitted
Activities (Chairman: Mr. Petar Poptchev, Bulgaria)

"(b) Working Group B: Elimination of stocks and production facilities
(Chairman: Mrs. Elisabet Bonnier, Sweden)

"Cc} Working Group C: Compliance
(Chairman: Mr. Frank Elbe, Federal Republic of Germany)

In addition, the prohibition of use of chemical weapons and the problem of
herbicides were considered at Open-ended Consultations of the Ad Hoc Committee
under the Chairmanship of Mr. Noegroho Wisnoemoerti (Indonesia).

"9. In accordance with the outline for the organization of work during the
1985 session (CD!CW/WP.98) and on the basis of the results achieved in the
Working Groups, at the Open-ended Consultations as well as in some cases on
proposals put forward by the Chairman, preliminary formulations of provisions
of the future Convention were assembled in Appendix I, following the
preliminary structure of the Convention.

"The reports of the Working Groups and of the Chairman of the Open-ended
Consultations constitute Appendix II.

"IV. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

"10. Appendix I reflects the present stage of negotiations on a Chemical
Weapons Convention; however the draft texts contained therein do not bind
delegations who retain the right to revert to these texts.

"11. The Ad Hoc Committee recommends to the Conference on Disarmament:

"(a) that Appendix I be used as a basis for further negotiation and
drafting of the Convention;

"(b) that the reports of the Working Groups ar.,"! of the Chairman of the
Open-ended Consultations as contained in Appendix II, including the proposed
draft formulations, together with other relevant ·existing and future
documents of the Conference be equally utilized in the further elaboration
of the Convention; .

"(c) that the Ad HoC Committee resume its work under the Chairmanship
of Ambassador Stanislaw Turbanski (Poland) and under its present mandate,
for a session of limited duration during the period 13-31 January 1986; that
the work cover issues under Articles IV, VI, including the relevant parts of
Article II, and Article IX; furthermore that informal consultations be
undertaken on these issues by the Chairman in the meantime ;n preparation
for the resumed session and that the Committee present to the Conference on
Disarmament a report on its work during that period;

"(d) that the Ad Hoc Committee be re-established before the end of the
second week of the 1986 session with its 1985 mandate, and that
Ambassador R.I.T~ 'Cromartie (United Kingdom) be appointed as its Chairman.

-38-



of the

:m, Permitted
a)

~ion facilities

'many)

le problem of
Ad Hoc Committee
d.

Irk during the
lieved in the
some cases on
lS of provisions
.ng t.he

the Open-ended

a Chemical
do not bind

rmament:

tiation and

hairman of the
g the proposed
future
elaboration

Chairmanship
3t mandate,
ary 1986; that
~vant parts of
ations be
)reparation
~onference on

;he end of the

;S Chairman.

"APPENDIX I



• I

.~

I
'."'1
'.

.'

i.. ,I
'I
,IS
j

!·········I~-..·

I",
:'
"l

~

!
j

,~

i
'~

.~

I

r,

" Preliminan structure of a, Convention on chemical weapons !I
"Preamble

I. General provisions on scope

II. Definitions and Criteria

Ill. Declara,tions

IV. Measures on chemical weapons

V. Measures on chemical weapons production facilities

VI. Permitted a.ctivi ties

VII. National implementa.tion mea.sures

VIII. Consultative Committee

IX. Consultations, co-opera,tion and fact finding

X. Assistance

XI. Economic and teclmological development

XII. Relati .,,1 to other international a,greements

XIII. Amendments

XIV. Duration, withdrawal

XV. Signature, ratification, entry into force

XVI. Languages

Annexes and other documents

"~ Discussions are still continuing on where different issues like
verifica.tion measures a.re to be pla.ced under this structure.
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"Preamble !..I

"Th~ States Parties to this Convention
_~C

"Determinel:! to act with a view t·" achieving effective progress towards
general and complete disarmament undar strict and effective international
control, including the prohibition and elimination of all types of weapons
of mass destruction,

"Desiring to contribute to the realization of·the purposes and
principles of the Charter of the United Nations,

"Recalling that the General Assembly of the United Nations Organization
has repeatedly condemned all actions contrary to the principles and
objectives of the Protocol for Prohibition of the Use in War of
Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods
of Warfare, signed at Geneva on 17 June 1925,

"Recognizing that the Convention reaffirms principles and ~bjectives

of and obligations assumed under the Geneva Protocol of 17 June 1925, and
the Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production and
Stockpiling cf Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on
their Destruction signed at London, Moscow and Washington on 10 April 1972,

"Bearing 11} mind the objective contained in Article IX of the
Convention on the Prohibition of the Developmertt, Production and
Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on
their Destruction,

"Determined for the sake of all mankil1d", to completely exclude the
possibility of the use of chemical weapons, through the implementation of
the provisions of this Convention, thereby complementing the obligations
assumed under the Geneva Protocol of June 1925,

"Considering that the achievements in the field of chemiat.ry should
be used e~lusively for the benefit of mankind p

"Convinced that the complete and effective prohibition of the
development, pr~duction and stockpiling of chemical weapons, and their
destruction, represents a necessary step towards the achievement of these
common objectives.

"Have agreed as follows:

"I. GENERAL PROVISIONS ON SCOPE·

"1. Each State Party undertakes not to:

develop, produce, otherwise acquire, ,stockpile or retain chemical
weapons, or transfer, directly or indirectly, chemical wea~ons to
anyone.

"*1 Some delegations consider that the texts contained in the Preamble
r~1uire further consideration.
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"2. Each State Party undertakes not to:

- assist, enCQurage or induce, in any way, anyone to engage
in activities prohibited to Parties under this Convention.

"3. Each State Party undertakes not to use chemical weapons. ~I ~I

"4. [Each State Party undertakes not to [conduct other activities in
preparation for use of chemical weapons] [engage in any military
preparations for use of chemical weapons].]

"5. Each State Party undertakes to [destroy] [destroy or divert for
permitted purposes] chemical weapons which are in its possession or
under its [jurisdiction or] control. ~I

"6. Each State Party undertakes to [destroy] [destroy or dis~ntle]
chemioal weapons production facilities which are in its possession or
under its [jurisdiction or] control. ~I

"*1 It is understood that this provision is closely linked to the
'definition of chemical weapons in another part of the Convention, the
final formulation of which is yet to be agreed upon. It is also understood
that this provision does'not apply to the use of toxic chemicals and their
precursors for permitted pu~poses still to be defined and to be provided
for in the Convention. This provision is also closely linked toa
provision in the Convention to be agreed ~pon relating to reservations.

"~I The question of herbicides is subject to ongoing consultations.
The Chairman of these op~n-ended consultations has suggested the following
formulation for a provision on herbicides: 'Each State Party undertakes not
to use herbic~Jes as a method of warfare, such a prohibition should not
preclude any other' use of herbicides'. '

"***1 An alternative formulation and placement of this undertaking
is given-under rMeasures on chemical weapons'.

"****/ An alternative formulation and placement of this unde~taking

1s g1v~nder 'Measures on chemical weapons production facilities'.
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"11. DEFINITIONS AND CRITERIA

"For the purposes of this Convention:

"1.·/ The term 'chemical weapons' shall apply to the following, together
or separately: **/

"(i) toxic chemicals, including super-toxic lethal chemicals, other
lethal chemicals, other harmful chemicals and their precursors,
including key precursors [and key components of binary and/or
multicomponent chemical systems for chemical weapons], •••/
except such chemicals intended for permitted purposes as long
as the types and q~antities involved are consistent with such
purposes; ~/

"(ii) munitions and devices, speci~ically designed to cause death or
other harm through the toxic properties of those toxic chemicals,
aa referred to above, which would be released as a result of the
employment of such munitions and devices;

"(11i) any equipment specifically designed for use directly in
connection with the employment of such munitions or devices;

"*/ The definitions of chemical weapons are presented on the
understanding that problems related to irritants used for law enforcement
and riot control, and also to chemicals intended to enhance the effect of
the use of chemical weapons if their inclusion in the Convention is agreed
could be handled outside the definitions of chemical weapons if this will
result in,a mnre clear and understandable definition. Preliminary
suggestions to solve these problems are given below and consultations on
them will be continued.

"~/ One delegation expressed its reservation on the present
formulation of the definition of chemical weapons and on the terminology
used in (i) that failed to reflect the general purpose criterion.

"••• /. Some delegations consider that further deliberation is required
in order-to clarify at a later stage of the negotiations the implications of
this definition for other parts of the Convention. This applies to other
relevant parts of Appendix I. Other delegations consider that key component
of binary and/or mUlticomponent chemical system for chemical weapons means:
a component which poses a special risk to the objectives of the Convention as
it can be an integral part in a chemical weapons munition or device and can
form toxic chemicals at the moment of their employment and possesses the
f~llowing characteristics: (a) reacts (interacts) rapidly with other
component(s) of binary and/or multicomponent' chemical system during the
munition's flight to the target and gives a high yield of final toxic
chemical; (b) plays an important role in determining the toxic properties
of the final product; (c) may not be used, or be used only in minimal
quantities, for permitted purposes; (d) possesses the stability necessary
for long-term sto~~ge...···~I One delegation suggests that the term 'permitted purposes'
should be substituted, where ,it occurs throughout the Convention, with the
term 'purposes not prohibited by the Convention'.



U_ [The term 'chemical weapons' shall not apply to those chemicals which
are not super-toxic lethal, or other lethal chemicals and which are approved
by the Consultative Committee for use by a Party for domestic law enforoement
and domestic riot control purposes.]

u_ [States Parties agree not to [develop, produce, stockpile or] utilize
for chemical weapons chemicals intended to enhance the effect of the use of
such weapons.]

U[2. 'Toxic chemicals' means:

chemicals [however or wherever they are produced], [whether produced
in plants, munitions or elsewhere] [regardless of the method and pattern of
production] whose toxic properties can be utilized to cause death or
temporary or permanent harm, to man or animals involving:]

U[2. 'Toxic chemicals' means:

any chemical, regardless of its origin or method of production which
through its chemical action on life processes can cause death, temporary
incapacitation, or permanent harm to man or animals

"Toxic chemicals are divided into the following categories:]

"(a)/super-toxic lethal chemicals', which have a median lethal dose
which is less than or equal to 0.5 mg/kg (subcutaneous administration) or
2,000 mg-min/m3 (by inhalation) when measured by an agreed method */ set
forth in •••

U(b) 'other lethal chemicals', which have 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/m3 (by inhalation) when measured by an
agreed method set forth in

,,[(c) 'other harmful chemicals', being'any [toxic] chemicals not
covered by (a) or (b) aboye, [including tOXic chemicals which normally
cause temporary incapacitation rather than death] [at similar doses to

. those at which super-toxic lethal chemicals cause death].]

"[and 'other harmful chemicals' has a median lethal dose which is
greater th~ 10 mg/kg (subcutaneous administration) or 20,000 mg-min/m3
(by inhalation).]

"3. [Permitted purposes] [Purposes not prohibited by the Convention]

[Non-hostile purposes] means:

"(a) industrial, agricultural, research, medical or other peaceful
purposes, domestic law enforcement purposes; and military purposes not
connected with the use of chemical weapons;

"~/ It was noted that after such measurements had actually been
performed, the figures mentioned in this and the following section might
be subject to slight changes in order to cover sulphur mustard gas under
the first category.
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"(b) protective purposes, namely those purposes directly related to
protection against chemical weapons; ~I

"4. f Precursor , means:

a chemical reagent which takes part in the production of a toxic
chemical.

"(a) 'Key Precursor' means:

a precursor which poses a significant risk to the objectives of the
Convention by virtue of its importance in the production of a toxic
chemical.

"It may possess [possesses] the following characteristics:

"(i) it may play [plays] an important role in determining the toxic
properties of a [toxic chemioals prohibited by the
Convention] [super-toxic lethal chemioal].

n(11) it ma~r be used in one of the ohemical reaotions at the final
stage of formation of the [toxic chemicals prohibited by the
Convention] [super-toxic lethal chemical].

se
r

n[(iii) it may [is] not be used. or [is] used only in minimal
quantities, for permitted purposes.] ~I

:h
m3

nKey precursors are listed in •••

nFor the purpose. of the relevant provisions in a Chemical Weapons
Convention key preoursors should be listed and subjeot to revisions
according to [oharacteristics] [guidelines].

"Chemicals whioh are not key preoursors but are deemed to pose a
[threat] [particular risk] with regard to a Chemical Weapons Convention
should be included in a list.

"[(b) Key component of binary andlor multioomponent ohemioal systems
for chemical weapons means:]

n[a key precursor which forms a toxic ohemical in the binary or
multicomponent weapons munition or device and whiohhas the following
additional oharacteristios (to be elaborated)~l

n*1 The suggestion that suoh permitted protective purposes should
relate-only to 'an adversary's use of' chemioal weapons was removed pending
a decision on whether in the Convention the,question of prohibiting other
military preparations for use of chemical weapons than those mentioned under
soope should be dealt with.

n**1 One delegation oonsiders that this partioular oharacteristio has
primarY-importance and should be placed first.
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"5. 'Chemical weapons production facility' means:

"_ Chemical weapons production. facility means [any building or
equipment designed, constructed or used [in any degree] for the production
of chemical weapons] or for filling chemical weapons.

"_ Chemical weapons production facility means [any building or
any equipment which in any degree was designed, constructed or used
since 1 'January 1946, for:

"(a) the production for chemical weapons of any toxic chemical,
except for those listed in (schedule B), or the production for chemical
weapons of any key precursors;] or

"(b) the filling of chemical weapons.

"Ill. DECLARATIONS

"Declarations of chemical weapcns 1/ and plans for' their elimination g,/]/

"l. Each State Party undertakes to submit to the Consultative Committee, not
later than 30 days after the Convention enters into force for it, declarations
stating

"(a) whether it possesses or does not possess any chemical weapons
on its territory or elsewhere under its jurisdiction or control,

"(b) whether it has on its territory any chemical weapons under the
jurisdiction or control of anyone else,

"(c) whether it has transferred control of chemical weapons since •••
or has ~eceived such weapons since that date. 4/

"2. Each State Party possessing chemical weapons undertakes .to submit to
the Consultative Committee, not later than 30 days after the Convention
enters into force for it, declarations stating the aggregate quantity and
detailed composition o~ its chemical weapons.

"11 In accordance with agreed defin1tions.

"£1 In accordance with the provisions in Article IV.

"11 The question of old unknown weapons or stocks which have been left
by others without the knowledge of the State Party is not addressed in this
Article. It .is understood that this question will be dealt with at a later
stage of the negotiations at which time the placement in the Convention of
the relevant provisions will also be decided.

"il The view was expressed that past transfers should not be included
in the Convention.
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"3. Each State Party possessing chemical weapons undertakes to submit
to the Consultative Committee not later than ••• months 11 after the
Convention's entry into force for it, general plans for the elimination
of its chemical weapons based on the Principles for the Order of
Elimination laid down in Annex IV.

"4. Each State Party possessing chemical weapons undertakes to submit
to the Consultative Committee declarations stating the locations and
detailed inventories of their chemical weapons stocks as well as detailed
plans for their elimination. These declarations and plans shall be
submitted not later than three months before the commencement of each
elimination period 2/ specified in the Principles for the Order of
Elimination in Annex IV, and shall encompass all stocks to be eliminated
during the next coming such period.

"5. State Parties shall consult among themselves and through the
Consultative Committee, as soon as possible after the declarations
made in accordance with paragraph 2 of this Article, with the view to
co-ordinating their, plans.

l~. The declarations and plans under Article Ill, paragraphs 1 through 4,
shall be made in accordance with Annex Ill.

"1. Each State Party undertakes to submit to the Consultative Committee
annual progress repo~ts on the implementation of the plans for the
elimination of chemical weapons and a notification of the completion of
the elimination within 30 days thereafter.

"8. Annex III and Annex IV constitute integral parts of the Convention.

"Declarations of chemicals which could be used for chemical weapons
purposes but which are intended for permitted purposes 1/

"Declarations of chemical weapons pro~~ction facilities

(To be elaborated)

"Verification of declarations

(To be elaborated)

"11 Three and six months have been proposed.

"21 Some delegations held the view that overall declarations should
be made within 30 daya after the Convention's entry into force for a
State Party.

"31 In accordance with the organization of work (WP.98) these
provisions are to be elabor~ted in the context of Article VI taking
into account inter alia some harmful chemicals, to be elaborated.
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"1. Chemicals

"ANtJEX III

•••••

•••••

e' ••••

•••• It

.....

.....

Yes

No

No

Yes

Yes

No

If yes, information about ownership, expressed by name(s) of State(s).
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If yes, information about location(s), expressed by name(s) of State(s).

"!. Possession or non-possession

"2. Possession, jurisdiction or control over chemical weapons elsewhere.

"C. Past transfers 1./

"I. DECLARATIONS OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS

"11 The view was expressed that past transfers should not be included
in the-Convention.

"~/ In accordance with agreed definition.

"D. Aggregate quantity and detailed composition of chemical weapons

"1. Possession of chemical weapons on own territory.

"B. Existence on the territory of any chemical ~eapons under the
jurisdiction or control of anyone else

If there has been transfer of control of chemical weapons since ••••• ,
or reception of such weapons since that date, the following information
shall be provided. To be elaborated.

In cases involving mixtures of two or more toxic chemicals all such
components should be specified as well as the percentage of the mixtures.

. "1.1 Toxic chemicals 2/
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"1.1.1 Super-toxi,.: lethal chemicals 11

Sclentific chemical name ~I 1
Bulk Filled in Totalmunition

Structural for'mula 31 and Quantity Number and Quantity quantity

Toxicity (of pure substance) lPurity' il (metric size of (metric (metric
% tons) containers tons) tons)

Chemical A

Chemical B

etc.

"1.1.2 Other lethal chemicals- !/

Scientific chemical ~I 1
Bulk Filled in Totalname munition

Structural formula' 31 and Quantity Number and Quantity quantity

Toxicity (of pure substance)
lPurity 41 (metric size of (metric (metric

% tons) containers tons) tons)

1
,Q.l.3 Other harmful chemicals· 21

Scientific chemical name ~I 1
Bulk Filled in Total

1
munition quantityStructural formula ..~-' and Purity 41 Quantity Number and Quantity (metricToxici ty (of pure substance)

%
(metric size of (metric tons)if applicable tons) containers tons)

1 such
lCtures.

included

I
I,
! .

f 1

t.)
J
')

"!I In accordance with agreed definition.

"2/ In accordance with the IUPAC (International Union of Pure and Applied
Chemistry) Nomenclature.

"31 Different views exigt whether it is necessary to state both the
scientific chemical name and the structural form~la in order for the declarations
to be unambiguous.

"!I Three different approaches were taken by delegations: 1) Initial purity,
2) Purity of the compound as stored with an approximation of some 10 per cent.
3) That declaration of purity was not necessary.

"21 In accordance with agreed definition, but pending such a definition it
is unclear which chemicals to declare in this table.
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Scientific chemical name 21 I Bulk Filled in Total- munitionl
Structural formula 2/ Quantity Number and submunition quantity

I (metric(metric size of (metric tons)tons) containers tons)

[Key components] [Key
precursors] for multi-
component systems !/2/~1

"11 The view was expressed that these two tables were not necessary and
the key precursors and key components coulQ be declared under points 1.1.1,
1.1.2 and 1.1.3 as applicable.

"21 In accordance with the IUPAC (Intern~tional Union of Pure and Applied
Chemistry) Nomenclature.

"11 Different views exist whether it is necessary to state both the
scientific chemical name and the stru~tural formula in order for the declarations
to be unambiguoua.

"!I To be declared separately for super-toxic lethal, other lethal and other
harmful chemicals.

'~I Identified in accordance with approaches to be worked out in the
context of Article II.

"61 Some delegations suggested that multicomponent chemical weapons should
not be declared as a special category in a separate table.

Number and size
of containers

Quantity
(metric tons)

Key precursors for unitary
systems ~/

Scientific chemical name 21 I

Structu~al formula il

"1.2 !/

y,

s

l

l



Precursors 1/ in bulk 2/

Scientific chemical name "2./ / Quantity Number and size
Structural formula ~J

(metric tons) of containers

Precursors for unitary systems

Components for multicomponent
systems 2/

I

"1/ Identified in accordance with approaches to be worked out 1n thecontext of Article II.
"2/ Some delegations did not consider this table necessary.
"'2/ In a~cordance with the J.UPAC (International Union of Pure and AppliedChemistry) Nomenclature.
"i/ Different views exist whether it is necessary to state both thescientific chemical name and the structural formula in order for the declarationsto be unambiguous.

"5/ Some delegations suggested that mUlticomponent chemical weapons shouldnot be declared ae a special category in a separate table.
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"4. Equipment specifioally designed for use directly in connection with
the employment of munitions and other devices under points D:2 and ,.
(Example: single purpose rocket launchers).

"5. Chemicals specifically designed for use directly in connection with
the employment of munitions and other devices under points D:2 and ,.
(Example: thickeners). ~I

"E. Locations and detailed inventories of ohemioal weapons stooks to
be deolared before the oommenoement of eaoh elimination period ~I

For eaoh stook the following shall be deolared:

"1. Location

Geographioal location expressed by •••

"2. Detailed inventory

Composition and quantities of the ohemioal weapons shall be deolared
in aooordanoe with paragraph D of this Annex.

"II. PLANS FOR THE ELIMINATION OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS

"A. General plans

The following ohemioal weapons shall be eliminated during Elimination
Period I: g,1 2/

The folloWing ohemioal weapons shall be eliminated during Elimination
Period II: g,1 1/ .

eto.

"B. Detailed plans

They shall inolude:

- sohedules indicating detailed timeframes, quantities and types of
ohemioal weapons to be dest~oyed or diverted to permitted purposes 41
in accordanoe with the Prinoiples for the Elimination laid down in 
Annex IV,
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Different views exist oonoerning, if or to what extent suoh
should be deolared. Furthermore, it appears that this q~estion

to be decided in the light of the final definition of chemical

"11
chemicals
will have
weapons.

"£1 Some delegations held the view that overall declarations should
be made within 30 days after the Convention's entry into force for Q
State Party.

"21 Chemical weapons shall be described and amounts indicated in a
manner identioal to that of the deolarations.

"il One delegation stated that it was unconvinoed that diversion was
either a practical or economioal method for elimination. It may be prepared,
however, to review its position in the event a praotical system for diversion
can be devised, preserving the requirement for effeotive verification.



- looation of faoilities to be used for destruotion or diversion 11
and information oonfirming that the faoilities oan oonsume the 
quantities to be eliminated within the elimination period,

- methods to be used for the destruotion or diversion, 11 as well as
the end produots,

plans for verifioation of the destruotion and diversion 11 prooesses
based on the Prinoiples and Methods for the Verifioation-of the
Elimination of Chemical Weapons la1d down in Annex IV.

"IV. MEASURES ON CHEMICAL WEAPONS

ELIMINATION OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS £1

"1. Each State Party possessing chemical weapons .undertakes to eliminate
through destruction or diversion, 11 as rapidly as possible, all chemical
weapons under its jurisdiction or control in acoordanoe with the Principles
for the Elimination of Chemical Weapons laid down in Annex IV.

"2. The elimination shall commence within ••• 21 months and be completed
within 10 years after the Convention's entry into force for a State Party,
and shall be carried out in accordanoe with the Principles for the Order of
Elimination laid down in Annex IV and the plans submitted under Ar~icle Ill.

"S. The elimination process shall be carried out in suoh a way that the end
products are unsuitable for chemical weapons purposes.

"4. Each State Party possessing chemical weapons undertakes to facilitate
and not to hinder in any way the application of the Principles and Methods
for the Verification of the Elimination of Chemical Weapons, laid down in
Annex IV.

"5. In implementing the provisions of this article all necessary safety
precautions shall be observed to protect populations and the environment.

flI
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fiB.
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be

"A.
on

"11 One delegation stated that it was unconvinced that diversion was
either a practical or economical method for elimination. It may be
prepared, however, to review its position in the event a practical system
for diversion can be deVised, preserving the requirement for effective
verification. .

"21 The question of old unknown weapons or stocks which have been left
by others without the knowledge of the State Party, is not addressed· in this
Article. It is understood that this question will be dealt with at a later "B.
stage of the negotiations at which time the placement in the Convention of earl
the relevant provisions will also be decided. base

";/ The figure to be inserted here depends on a ~ater decision as regards
the Principles for the Order of Elimination in Annex IV.
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"ANNEX IV

A State Party shall decide for itself which methods, processes andtechniques to use for the elimination of its chemical weapon, if any, inaccordance with the principles laid down in this Annex.

"I. PRINCIPLES FOR THE ELIMINATION OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS

All chemical weapons shall be eliminated through destruction or diversion.Limited quantities of chemicals may be retained as specified in Article VI.
"A. Destruction of chemical weapons

Destruction of chemical weapons means a process by which chemicals areconverted in an essentially irreversible ~ to a form unsuitable forproduction of chemical weapons, and which in an irreversible manner rendersmunitions and oth~r devices unusable as such.

Elimination through destruction shall apply to all chemical weapons exceptthose which may be diver~ed.

'1]3. Diversion of chemical weapons

Diversion of chemical weapons means a process by which chemical weapons areconverted in an essentially irreversible way into end products that may onlybe used for purposes other than those related to chemical weapons.

Elimination through diversion may not apply to supertoxic lethal chemicalsor key components of multi-component systems (as well as other types ofchemicals to be agreed upo.n) •

"II. PRnWIPLES FOR THE ORDER OF ELmINATION

"A. The elaboration of Principles for the Order of Elimination could buildon the following:

- undiminished security for all States during the entire eliminationstage,

- confidence building in the early part of the elimination stage,

- applicability irrespective of the actual composition of the stockpiles,and

- applicability irrespective of the methods chosen for the eliminationof the chemical weapons.

"B. The elaboration ,of Principles for the Order of Elimination is in a veryearly stage of the negotiations. The preliminary, approach has so far beenbased on the following:

- that the entire elimination stage be divided into x number ofelimination periods,

- that the chemical weapons to be eliminated be divided into groups,
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- that certain percentages of the initial aggregate
group of chemical weapons be eliminated during each
period, and

, - that methods for comParing stockpiles of different c
elaborated.

This approach could be illustrated as follows:

I Elimination perio
Group of chemical I II

weapons 1-4 years after 4-7 years afte
entry into force entry into fore

Group A 40J' 30%

Group B 4<:YJ' 3~

Group C 100% 0%

Group D 30% 4~

I Group E 30% 3~

(It should be noted that the number and length of the e
, the various percentages and the number of Groups are intende,
!

"Ill. PRmCIPLES AND METHODS FOR THE VERIFICATION OF THE EL
CHEMICAL WEAPONS

The detailed arrangements for the actual verification
shall be worked out in collaboration between the State Part
Consultative Committee (or its subsidiar,y organs, as approp
with the following principles:

"A. Principles and methods for the verification of destruct
chemical weapons

"The principles summarized in cn/CW/WP.108 are to be f
I They read.:
f

"- that the aim of the verification procedures should

-- to confirm the identity· and quantity of the mat
destroyed, and.

,.
F - to confirm that the materials have actually and

destroyed,
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that a combination of human inspection and monitoring with instruments
would be necessary for effective verification, but that the exact
combination of instruments and inspectors would have to be tailored
after the specific destruction processes to be monitored,

- that inspection would be continuous during periods in which destruction
operations are under~ for destruction of supertoxic lethal chemicals,
draining of filled munitions as well as during destruction of filled
and drained munition. As regards other chemicals there were different
views on whether inspection should be continuous or on a quota basis
or limi ted to certain key stages,

- that international inspectors would have to be qualified and impartial
personnel, and that they should be able to make independent judgements,

- that the inspectors should have an up-to-date knowledge of the design
and operation of the destruction facilit,y and that they would need to
make a detailed engineering review of the facilit,y, including on-site
inspection, before the destruction operations b~gin,

- that in order to minimize intrusion and ensure confidence, the data
used for verification should be as closely linked as possible to the
actual destruction step and the verification procedures designed so
that they do not unnecessarily interfere with the operations of the
facility,

- that, to the extent consistent with the needs, the verification
procedures should make use of information from routine facility
operations, and that the same verification procedures should, to the
extent possible, be used for different processes within one and the
same facilit,y,

- that close co-operation between international verification personnel
and host State operating personnel was important for effective
international verification, and

- that, while the decisions as regards destruction methods etc. lies with
the sovereign State Party, the Technical Secretariat could have some
role to plB\Y'. It could, inter alia, assist States Parties with
experts for the designing of destruction facilities, and give
suggestions on how to facilitate the verification tasks. It seemed,
however, to be agreed that such assistance should be given by the
Technical Secretariat, only upon request from a State Party."

liB. Principles and methods for the verifioation of diversion of chemical
weapons for permitted purposes

(To be elaborated).
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"V. MEASURES ON CHEMICAL WEAPONS ·PRODUCTION FACILITIES JJ2I
"DECLARATIONS 3JAI
"Declarations of chemical weapons production facilities and plans for their
elimination

"l. (An undertaking by States Parties) to submit to the Consultative
Committee, not later than 30 d~s after the Convention enters into force for it,
declarations stating:

n(a) whether it possesses or does not possess ar;y chemical weapons
production facilities on its territory or elseWhere under its jurisdiction or
control,

"(b) whether it has on its territory art:! chemical weapons production
facilities under the jurisdiction or control of anyone else,

II(C) whether it has transferred equipment or technical documentation 21
relevant for production of chemical weapons since ••• or has received such
equipment or documentation 21 since that date. El

"11 The text of this Article and its Annex is in an early stage of
negotiations.

1Ig/ In accordance with definitions still to be worked out in the context
of Article II. It is understood that the definition will encompass also
filling facilities.

1I"jf The provisions on Declarations (plus relevant part of Annex V) will
presumably be moved to Article III and its Annex, once they have been further
negotiated.

nA/ Some delegations stressed that overall declarations Should encompass
not only production facilities with a production for chemical weapons purposes
but also other facilities producing chemicals which can be used for chemical
weapons purposes. It i,s understood that for the time being the paragraphs
under the heading •Declarations of chemical weapons production facilities and
plans for their elimination' refer~ only to production facilities with a
production for chemical weapons purposes. A separate heading 'Declarations
of other facilities producing chemicals which can be used for chemical wealPons
purposes' has be~n inserted to indicate tha.t the question' of declaration of
such facilities will ne~d to be worked on.

n;;}· The view was expressed that technical documentation Should not be
included.

"§} The view was expressed that past transfers Should not be included in
the Convention.
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"2. (An undertaking by State Parties possessing chemical weapons production
facilities) to submit to the Consultative Committee, not later than 30 ~s
after the Convention enters into force for it, initial declarations stating
their total production capacity. ygj

"3. (An undertaking by states Parties possessing chemical weapons production
facilities) to submit to the Consultative Committee, not later than 30 ~s
after the Convention enters into force for it, a declaration that all
activities related to production of chemical weapons have ceased. 'jf

"4. (An undertaking by states Parties possessing chemical weapons production
facilities) to submit not later than ••• !J/ plans for the closure, ?J plans
for tempora.r,v conversion into chemical weapons destruction facilities, if
arw, and general plans for the elimination of their production facilities, as
well as ,lans, if artY, for the conversion into facilities for production
for permitted purposes. 21 '

"y Some delegations stressed that overall declarations should encompass
not only production facilitief: with a production for chemical weapons
purposes but also other faci11ties producing chemicals which can be used for
chemical weapons purposes. It is understood that for the time being the
paragraphs ~der the h€!ti..ding 'Declarations of chemical weapons production
facilities and plans for their elimination' refers only to production
facilities with a production for chemical we~pons purposes. A seParate
heading 'Declarations of other facilities producing ch,~micals which can be
used for chemical weapons purposes' has been inserted to indicate that the
question ,of declaration of such facilities will need to be worked on•

"2:/ Some delegations held the view that all States Parties should
declare their total production capacity. Other delegations felt that it was
not necessa.r.Y in this context to declare the total production capacity, and
therefore that the entire Paragraph was not necessa.r,v.

"31 Some delegations expres,sed the view that ceasing of production and
closing of production facilities should be simn1taneous. However, other
delegations had doubts about the feasibility of this from the point of view
of verification of the closure as well as from the point of view of possible
temporar,y conversions of such facilities into facilities for destruction of
chemical weapons.

"AI The view was expressed that an early date should be set.

"21 Some delegations held the view that con~lersion of chemical weapons
production facilities into facilities for production for permitted purposes
should not take place.
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"5. (An undertaking by State Parties possessing chemical weapons :production
facilities) to submit to the Consultative Committee detailed declarations
stating the locations and detailed information on their chemical weapons
production facilities as well as detailed plans for the elimination. These
declarations and plans shall be submitted not later than three months before
the commencement of the elimination, 11 as specified in the Principles for
the Order of Elimination of Chemical Weapons Production Facilities laid down
in Annex V.

''ELmINAT

"9. (An
productio
productio
immediate
each prod
into fo:..'o
produc...iio

"6. The declarations and plans to be submitted under paragraphs 1 through 5
shall be made in accordance with Annex V. ''l0. (An

produotio
the chemi,
in acco
Productio

chemicals which can be used for

''7. State Parties shall consult among themselves and through the Oonsultative
Committee, as soon as possible after the declarations made in accordance with
paragraph 2 with a view to co-ordinating their elimination plans. y
"8. (An undertaking by each State Party possessing chemical weapons production
facilities) to submit to the Consultative Committee annual progress reports on
the implementation of the plans for the elimination of chemical weapons
production facilities and a notification of the completion of the elimination
within 30 d.a\Y"s thereafter.

chemical weapons purposes
'~eclarations of other facilities

"11 The view was expressed that declaration of location should be made
in the context of declarations that production have ceased.

"y The view was expressed ·that as regards elimination of chemical
weapons production facilities such an obligation was not necessary.

"31 Some delegations stressed that overall declarations should encompass
not only production facilities with a production for chemical weapons purposes
but also other facilities producing chemicals which can be used for chemical
weapons purposes. It is understood that for the time being the paragraphs
under the heading 'Declarations of chemical weapons production facilities and
plans for their elimination' refers only to production facilities with a
production for chemical weapons purposes. A separate heading 'Declarations of
other facilities producing chemicals wr.Lich can be used for chemical weapons
purposes' has been inserted to indicate that the question of declaration of
such facilities will need to be worked on.
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''ELJXl:NATION OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS PRODUCTION FACILITIES

"9. (An undertaking by each State Party possessing chemical weapons
production facilities) to cease all activitiea i;"li its chemical weapons
production facilities. relating to the production of chemical weapons,
immediately after the Convention's entry into force for it, ani to close
each produotion faoility not later than ••• 'Ji after the Convention's entry
into fc:,.'ce for it, in a manner that renders it inoperable for chemical weapons
produc'uion.

''lOo (An undertaking by each State Party possessing chemioal weapons
production facilities) to eliminate through destruction or dismantling, zJ
the chemical weapons production facilities under its jurisdiction or control
in accordance with the Principles for the Elimination of Chemioal Weapons
Production Facilities laid down in Annex V.

"11. The elimination shall commence within ••• months and be completed as soon
as possible and in any case not later than 10 years after the Convention's
entry into force for a State Party.

"12. In implementing the provisions of this article all necessary safety
precautions shall be observed to protect populations and the environment.

"13. (An undertaking by State Parties) not in any Wff3 to acquire any new
chemical weapons production facilities. ~

"14. (An undertaking by states Parties possessing chemical weapons production
facili ties) to facilitate and not to hinder in any wff3 the application of the
Principles and Methods for the Verification of the Closure and Elimination of
Chemical Weapons Production Facilities, laid down in Annex V.

1I'Ji Some delegations expressed the view that ceasing of production and
closing of production facilities should be simultaneous. However, other
delegations had doubts about the feasibility of this from the point of view
of verification of the closure as well as from the point of view of possible
temporary conversions of suCh facilities into facilities for destruction of
chemical weapons.

"y The view was expressed that pending the definition of Chemical
weapons production facilities, the possibilitY,for other wff3s of elimination
should be kept open.

"J! Some delegations did not consider this paragraph necessary.
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".ANNEX V

"1. Possession of chemical weapons production facilities on own territory.

liD.

"C.

rele
equi
be p

~ ...
·...

·...Yes

Yes

No

"l. DECLARATIONS OF CEEMICAL WEAPONS PRODUCTION FACILITIES Y
,~. Possession or non-possession El

"2. Possession, jurisdiction or control over chemical weapons production
facilities elsewhere.

,I
:.,~i' ... [

I i

'I
No • •••
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If yes, information about ownership, expressed by name(s) of State(s).

"F.

"E.

the C

capac

inclu

in th

• •••

• •••Yes

No

Existence on the territory of any chemical weapons production facilities
under the jurisdiction or control of anyone else

If yes, information about location(s), expressed by names(s) of State(s).

"El Some delegations held the view that all States Parties should declare
their total production capacity. Other delegations fel t that it was not
necessary in this context to declare the total production capacity, and
therefore that the entire paragraph was not necessary.

'11 Some delegations stressed that ove~all declarations should encompass
not only production facilities with a production for chemical weapons purposes
but also other facilities producing chemicals which can be used for chemical
weapons purposes. It is understood that for the time being the paragraphs
under the heading 'Declarations of chemical weapons production facilities and
plans for their elimination' refers only to production facilities with a
production for chemical weapons purposes. A separate heading 'Declarations
of other facil~ties producing chemicals which can be used for chemical weapons
purposes' has been inserted to indicate that the question of declaration of
such facilities will need to be worked on.



"C. Past transfers Y
"If there has been transfer of equipment or technical documentation gj

relevant for production of chemical weapons since ••• , or reception of such
equipment or documentation gj since that date, the following information shall
be providedo

(To be elaborated.)

"D. Initial declarations of chemical weapons production facilities

'tThey shall contain the following information:

"(1) production, stating products by •••

"(2) capacity expressed as ••• ~

"E. Declarations that all activities related to production of chemical
weapons have ceased

~

l
i

Chemical names of products produced

Manufacturing/filling capacity for each substance expressed
as ••• ~

-63-

"F. Detailed declarations of chemical weapons production facilities

"Y The view was expressed that past transfers should not be included in
the Convention.

"They shall contain the following information:

"~ It was suggested that capacity be expressed. as maximum hourly
capacity.

Geographical location expressed by ••• 41

\"41 The view was expressed that declaration of location should be made
in the context of declarations that production have ceased.

"Y The view was expressed that technical documentation should not be
included.



"II. PLANS FOR THE CLOSURE, ELIMINATION AND CONVERSION OF CHEMICAL
WEAPONS PRODUCTION FACILITIES

"A. Plans for closure 1/ of chemical weapons production facilities

"B. Plans for temporary conversion of chemical weapons production
facilities into chemical weapons destruction facilities

"C. Plans for the elimination of chemical weapons production capacities

"1. General plans

They shall include:

"2. Detailed plans

They shall include:

"D. Plans for elimination of chemical weapons production facilities
which have temporarily been converted into chemical weapons
destruction facilities

"E. Plans for conversion of chemical weapons production facilities
into facilities for production for permitted purposes ~/

"Ill. DECLARATIONS OF OTHER FACILITIES PRODUCING CHEMICALS WHICH CAN BE
USED FOR CHEMICAL WEAPONS PURPOSES 2/

"1/ Some delegations expressed the view that ceasing of production
and closing of production facilities should be simultaneous. However,
other delegations had doubts about the feasibility of this from the point
of view of verification of the closure as well as from the point of view
of possible temporary conversions of such facilities into facilities for
destruction of chemical weapons.

"2/ Some delegations held the view that conversion of chemical weapons
production facilities into facilities for production for permitted purposes
should not take place.

"1/ Some delegations stressed that overall declarations should encompass
not only production facilities with a production for chemical weapons
purposes but also other facilities producing chemicals which can be used
for chemical weapons purposes. It is understood that for the time being
the paragraphs under the heading "Declarations of chemical weapons production
facilities and plans for their elimination" refers only to production
facilities with a production for chemical weapons purposes. A separate
heading "Declarations of other facilities producing chemicals which can be
used for chemical weapons purposes" has been inserted to indicate that the
question of declaration of such facilities will need to be worked on.
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"IV. ELIMINATION OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS PRODUCTION FACILITIES

"A State party shall decide for itself which methods, processes and
techniques to use for the elimination of its chemical weapons production
facility, if any, in accordance with the principles laid down in this Annex.

"A. PRINCIPLES FOR THE ELIMINATION OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS PRODUCTION
FACILITIES

"All chemical weapons production facilities shall be eliminated through
destruction or dismantling. 11 Chemical weapons production facilities may
be temporarily converted into chemical weapons destruction facilities.

"1. Destruction of chemical weapons production facilities

Destruction of chemical weapons production facilities means •••

Elimination through destruction shall apply to •••

"2. Dismantling of chemical weapons production facilities
;

Dismantling of chemical weapons production facilities means •••

Elimination through dismantling may apply to •••

"3. Elimination of chemical weapons production facilities temporarily
converted into chemical weapons destruction facilities

"4. Elimination of chemical weapons production facilities through
conversion into facilities for production for permitted
purposes ~I

"B. PRINCIPLES FOR THE ORDER OF ELIMINATION OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS
PRODUCTION FACILITIES

(To be elaborated.)

"C. _ PRINCIPLES AND METHODS FOR THE VERIFICATION OF THE CLOSURE AND
ELIMINATION OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS PRODUCTION FACILITIES

"The detailed arrangements for the actual verification of the elimination
shall be worked out 1n collaboration between the State party and the
Consultative Committee (or its subsidiary organs, as appropriate) in
accordance with the following principles:

"11 The view was expressed that pending the definition of chemical
weapons production facilities, the possibility for other ways of elimination
should be kept open.

"~I Some delegations held the view that conversion of chemical
weapons production facilities into facilities for production for permitted
purposes should not take place.
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"1. Principles and methods for the verification of closure of chemical
weapons production facilities

(To oe elaborated.)

"2. Principles and methods for the verification of destruction of
chemical weapons production facilities

(To b~ elaborated.)

"3. Principles and methods for the verification of dismantling of
chemical weapons production facilities

(To be elaborated.)

"4. Principles and methods for the verification of elimination of
chemical weapons production facilities which have temporarily
been converted into chemical weapons destruction facilities

"5. Principles and methods for the verification of elimination of
chemical weapons production facilities through conversion into
facilities for production for permitted purposes 1/

"VI. PERMITTED ACTIVITIES */ **/- -
"Each State party has the right, in accordance with the provisions of this

Convention, to develop, ***/ produce, otherwise acquire, retain, transfer and
use toxic chemicals and their precursors for permitted purposes, in types and
quantities consistent with such purposes, subject to the following:

"1/ Some delegations held the view that conversion of chemical weapons
production facilities into facilities for production for permitted purposes
should not take place.

,,*/ One delegation suggests that the ~itle be changed to read "Activities
not prohibited by the Convention", and the term "permitted purposes" be changed
to read "purposes not prohibited by the Convention". I

,,**/ Some delegations stated that Article VI was elaborated on the basis
of the-understanding that the key components of binary chemical sy~tems should
be especially singled out. But, because of the fact that t~is basis has been
breached, Article VI, as a Whole, requires radical revision. The division of
chemicals into chemicals with use as chemical weapons and with no use as
chemical weapons is of a preliminary character since the criteria for such a
division have not been found yet. Some delegations believe that the aggregate
quantity of supertoxic lethal chemicals for permitted purposes should not
exceed 1 tonne per year for each State party and that the production of such
chemicals for permitted purposes should be concentrated at a single small-scale
facility.

"***i One delegation considers that the languages in regard to this term
shou~be further elaborated.
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"1. Each State party shall, within 30 days of the entry into force of the
Convention, for itself, declare the possession for permitted purposes of
chemicals, posing a special danger from the viewpoint of their possible
diversion to chemical weapons purposes, within its territory and anywhere
under its jurisdiction or control, indicating the ,scientific names, [the
structural formula] and the quantities for each individual category:

"(a) super-toxic lethal chemicals;

"(b) [key components of binary and/or mUlticomponent chemical systems
for chemical weapons], listed in ••• ;

"(c) other lethal chemicals, listed in ....,
"(d)

"(e)

harmful chemicals, listed

key precursors, listed in

in ••• ;
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"(f) other chemicals posing special risk, listed in ••••

"2. Each State party shall declare annually, for its territory, anywhere under
its jurisdiction or control, ~/ the quantity ~/ of:

"(a) supertoxic lethal chemicals, chemicals with use as [key components
of binary and/or multicomponent chemical systems for chemical weapons], other
lethal chemicals and other harmful chemicals, [key precursors], produced,
otherwise acquired, possessed or retained from chemical weapon stocks for
protective purposes, indicating the scientific chemical names [and structural
formula] of such chemicals.

"(b) supertoxic lethal chemicals, as well as chemicals with use as [key
components of binary and/or multicomponent chemical systems for chemical
weapons], other lethal chemicals, other harmful chemicals key precursors and
other chemicals posing special risk, listed in ••• , produced, retained,
otherwise acquired or possessed for industrial, agricultural, research, medical
and/or other peaceful purposes, indicating the scientific chemical names
[strqctural formula] of such chemicals.

"3. Each State party undertakes to apply and accept, in regard to supertoxic
lethal chemicals and [key components of binary and/or multicomponent chemical
systems for chemical weapons], the following measures:

,,*/ It was understood that this formulation covers the operations of
transnational corporations.

"~/ The level of quantity to be decla~ed and the question of the necessity
to declare the location of facilities in regard to paragraphs land 2 will be
agreed upon for each category at a later stage.
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"A. Supertoxic lethal chemicals wlt.!l. use as chemical weapons

"(i) The restriction and requirements of this paragraph shall be
applicable to the supertoxic lethal chemicals with use as chemical
weapons [and other toxic chemicals, as listed in ••• Chemicals can
be added to or removed from this list according to procedure]. ~I

"(ii) Each State party shall prohibit all production and use of such
chemicals, except for production and use for protective purposes
[or in laboratory quantities for research or medical purposes].

"(iii) Each State party may retain, produce, acquire, transfer to another
State party or use such chemicals for protective, [research and
medical] purposes, subject to the following:

- The retention, production, acquisition and use of such chemicals
for protective purposes shall be strictly limited to those amounts
which can be justified for such purposes.

- The amount of supertoxic lethal chemicals possessed by a party for
protective purposes or acquired for protective purposes by any
party in any calendar year shall be included in the 1 tonne
aggregate limit [for all permitted purposes] for the following
chemicals:

supertoxic lethal chemicals

[key component of binary and/or multicomponent chemical systems
for chemical weapons] ~I

key precursors ~I

- Each State party which produces such chemicals for protective
purposes shall carry out the production at a single small-scale
production facility, ***1 the capacity of which shall not exceed
••• metric tonne per year. The .location and a detailed description
of the facility shall be provided to the Consultative Committee no
less than 30 'days before operations commence, and the facility
shall be SUbject to monitoring by the National Authority and the
Consultative Committee through annual submission of data, on-site
instruments, on-site national inspections and systematic
international on-site inspections. Further information on the
facility, its monitoring and operations is provided in •••

"*' The ways for chemicals to be included in or excluded from this
category remain to be elaborated.

··*1 The amounts of key component of binary and/or multicomponent chemical
systems for chemical weapons and key precursors will be measured in accordance
with the amount of final supertoxic lethal chemicals produced by these compounds.

ft_e_/ This does not prejudge the position of one group of delegations about
the runctions of the single small-scale production facility.
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[- Any establishment possessing, producing or using laboratory
quantities of such chemicals shall be approved by the State
party. The establishments will be monitored by the National
Authority and by the Consultative Committee through annual
data reporting.]

- Each State party may transfer such chemicals only to another
State party for protective purposes, subject to the quantity
limitations specified in paragraph 3 A (iii) above, [or tor
research or medical purposes]. Thirty days prior to any
transfer or reception greater than ••• the transferring party
shall report the transfe~ or reception to the Consultative
Committee, as specified in 0.. . Items transferred may not be
retransferred to another State.

liB. Super-toxic lethal chemicals with no use as chemical weapons ~I

"(i) The restrictions and requirements of this paragraph shall be
applicable to the super-toxic lethal chemicals with no use as chemical
weapons. ~I

The retention, production, acquisition and use of these chemicals
shall be strictly limited to those amounts which can be justified
for such purposes;

- The amount of auper-toxic lethal chemicals possessed by a party
for protective purposes or acquired for protective purposes by any
party in any calendar year shall be included in the one tonne
aggregate limit [for all permitted purposes] for the following
chemicals:

super-toxic leth~l chemicals

[key component of binary andlor multicomponent chemical
systems for chemical weapons] ···1

- key precursors ~,

- Each State party which produces these chemicals shall carry the
production at [a single small-scale production facility] [facilities
approved by the State party in quantities consistent with such
purposes] the capacity of which shall not exceed ••• metric tonne
per year.

11·1 One delegation considers that the title of this paragraph and the
concept contained below is subject "to further clarification.

".*, The ways for chemicals to be inclUded in or excluded from this
category remains to be elaborated.

n***1 The amounts of key component of binary andlor multicomponent chemical
systems for chemical weapons and key precursors will be measured in accordance
with the amount of final super-toxic lethal chemicals produced by these
compounds.
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- The location and a detailed description of the facility [facilities]
shall be provided to the Consultative Committee not later than
30 days before operations commence, and the facility [facilities]
shall be subject to monitoring by the National Authority and the
Consultative Committee through annual submission of data [on-site
instruments,] on-site national inspections and systematic international
on-site inspections. Further information on the facility, [facilities]
its monitoring and operations is provided in •••

Each State party may transfer these cheru~cals only to another party
in quantities consistent with permitted purposes [subject to the
limitations specified in •••]. [These chemicals may be transferred
to a State not party to the Convention for research and medical
purposes.] Thirty days prior to any transfer or reception greater
than ••• the transferring party shall report the transfer or
reception to the Consultative Committee, as specified in •••
Items transferred may not be retransferred to another State.

nc. and/or multicom onent

".-:.:

"(i) The restrictions and reqUirements of this paragraph shall be
applicable to chemicals with use as [key components of binary and/or
multicomponent systems for chemical weapons], listed in ••• Chemicals may be
added to this list according to ••• procedure.

"(11) Each State party shall prohibit all producUon and use of such
chemicals except [for production of super-toxic lethal chemicals as end
products for use for protective purposes] [research and medical purposes].

"(iii) Each State party may retain, produce or use such chemicals [for
protective] [research and medical] purposes subject to the following:

- At no time shall the aggregate amount of such (in tel-ms of the
weight of end products) chemicals possessed, produced or
retained for protective purposes [together with chemicals for
all permitted purposes] shall, by all means, by any party in any
calendar year, excee~ one metric tonne as a general quantity
limitation [laboratory quantities].

- Each State party which produces such chemicals for protective
purposes shall carry out the production at a single small-scale
production facility, the capacity of which shall not exceed •••
metric tonne per year. The location and a detailed description
of the facility shall be prOVided to the Consultative Committee
no less than 30 days before operations commence, and the facility
shall be subject to monitoring by the National Authority and the
Consultative Committee through annual submission of data, on-site
instruments, on-site national inspections and systematic
international on-site inspections. Further information on the
facility and its operations is provided in •••

-10-
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[Any establishment possessing, producing or using laboratory
qUlantities of such chemicals shall be approved by the State Party.
'the establishments will be monitored by the National Authority
and by the Consultative Committee through annual data reporting.]

~,_ Each State party undertakes not to transfer such chemicals,
directly or indirectly, to anyone.

*' Each State party may transfer such chemicals only to another
- - Party for protective purposes, subject to the quantity limitations

specified in paragraph 3 A (iii) above, [or for research or medical
purposes]. Thirty days prior to any transfer or reception greater
than ••• the transferring Party shall report the transfer to the
Consultative Committee, as specified in ••• Items transferred may
not be retransferred to another State.

'4. Other lethal chemicals with use as chemical weapons and wtth no use as
chemical weapons.

(to be elaborated)

"5 • Other harmful chemicals

(to be elaborated)

"6. Key precursors

(to be elaborated)

"7. Other chemicals posing special risk

(to be elaborated)

"8. Precursors

- **'(to be elaborated)--

"VII: NATIONAL IMPLEMENTATION MEASURES

"Eaoh State party to this Convention shall adopt any measures it considers
necessary in accordance with its constitutional processes to implement this
Convention and, in particular, to prohibit and prevent anywhere under its
jurisdiction or control any activity that a State party to this Convention
is prohibited from conducting by this Convention.

"*' These two texts represent two different alternatives in regard
to the transfer regime.

,,~., The regimes under paragraphs 3 - 8 are of a preliminary character
andlare subject to further simplification and elaboration.
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"Ill .::;:,der to inplement these obligations, eaoh State party shall,
aocording to its needs and specific conditions, designate or establish a
national authority. ~I
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It was suggested that guidelines for the functioning of the national
for the implementation of the Convention be elaborated.

It was .suggested that no reference to National Technical Means is
a future Convention.
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"~I The enumeration of responsibilities listed in paragraph 3 was not
considered to be eXhausted.

"VIII. CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE

"Each State party undertakes to co-operate with the Consultative Committee
in the exercise of all its functions and in particular to provide assistance
to the Consultative Committee including data reporting, assistance for
international on-site inspections, provided for in this Convention, and a
response to all its requests for the provision of expertise, information and
laboratory support.

"National Technical Mean~/

"1. The State parties to this Convention shall establish a Consultative
Committee [upon] [within 30 days after the] entry into force of this Convention.
Each State party to this Convention shall be entitled to appoint a representative
to the Consultative Committee.

"Eaoh State party undertakes to inform the Consultative Committee
ooncerning the national authority and other legislative and administrative
measures taken to implement the Convention.

"(a) establishing, and revising as necessary, .procedures for exchange
of information, for declarations and for technical matters related to the
implementation of this Convention;

"·1
authority

".*./
needed in

"2. The first session of the Consultative Committee shall be convened bv the
Depositary at [venue] not later than 30 days after the entry into force of the
Convention.

"4. For the purposes of this Convention the ConSUltative Committee shall be
responsible for: ~/

"3. The Consultative Committee shall [oversee] [review] the implementation
of the Convention, consider any questions or matters relevant to the Convention
or relating to the powers and functions of any organs esta~lished under the
Convention, foster international consultations and co-operation among
States parties to the Convention, and promote the verification of compliance
with this Convention.

i
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"(b) r.eceiving, keeping [and making available to States parties]
declarations, plans and notifications presented by States parties in
accordance with Articles •• ;

"(c) carrying out all activities relating to the execution of measures
of verification as specified in this Convention; further specifying procedures
for the conduct of systematic international on-site inspection; overseeing
and carrying out systematic international on-site verification in accordance
with Articles •• ; rece! ving and considering requests for fact-finding
procedures and to conduct such procedures in accordance with Article •• ;

"(d) co-operating with the national authorities of States parties in the
implementation of the Convention;

"(e) facilitating consultations and co-operation among States parties
at their request by means of r.endering services to them;

"(f) reviewing scientific and technical developments which could affect
the operation of this Convention;

"(g) encouraging international scientific and technical co-operation
in the chemical~· ld for peaceful purposes.

"5. The Consultative Committee shall establish an Executive Council [within
45 days after entry into force of the Convention]. The Council shall be
composed of representatives of [15] States parties on the basis of an
appropriate geographic [and political] balance. [In addition, those permanent
members of the Security Council of the United Nations who are Parties to the
Convention should be represented.] The [elected] members of the Executive Council
shall serve for [two] [three] year period, with [five] of the members replaced
or re-elected each year.

"6. [The Executive Council shall have delega'i,;ed authority to carry out the
functions of the Consultative Committee when it is not in session.] */ The
Executive ~ouncil shall report to the Consultative Committee about the exercise
of the functions delegated to it.

"1. The Consultative Committee shall meet in regular session annually; it
shall hold extraordinary sessions at the request of the majority of States
parties to this Convention.

"8. Any decision of substance of the Consultative Committee and the Executive
Council requires a [two-third majority] [consensus], any other decision requires
a simple majority. **/ [All decisions in the Consultative Committee and in the
&~ecutive Council shall be taken by a two-third majority.]

"*/ The division of responsibility between the Consultative Committee and
the Executive Council and the detailed functions of the latter remain to be
elaborated.

"**/ An opinion was expressed that the concept of consensus encompasses
that Iii case t>~ Executive Council is unable to reach a consensus on a given
SUbject matter, all views expressed should be made known to the States parties
of the Convention.

t'
'.
I
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"9. The States parties to this Convention shall establish a Teohnioal
Seoretariat that shall provide administrative support to the Consultative
Committee and the Exeoutive Counoil and render teohnical assistanoe to
States parties and the Exeoutive Counoil.

"10. Further funotions and the organization of the Consultative Committee and
its subsidiary organs are speoified in Annex •••

"IX. CONSULTATION, CO~OPERATION AND FACT-FINDING

"1. State parties shall oonsult and oo-operate, direotly among themselves, or
through the Consultative Committee or other appropriate international
prooedures, inoluding prooedures within the framework of the United Nations and
in aooordanoe with its Charter, on any matter whioh may be raised relating to
the objeotives or the implementation of the provisions of this Convention.

"2. States parties to the Convention shall make every possible effort to
olarify and resolve, through exohange of information and consultations among
them, any matter which may cause doubt about compliance with this Convention,
or which gives rise to concerns about a related matter which may be considered
ambiguous. [A Party which receives a request from another Party for
clarification of any matter which the requesting Party believes causes such
doubts or concerns shall provide the requesting Party, within ••• days of the
request, with information sufficient to answer the doubts or conoerns raised
along with an explanation on how the information provided resolves the matter.]
Nothing in this Convention affects the right of any two or more States parties
to this Convention to arrange by mutual consent for inspections or any other
procedures among themselves to clarify and resolve any matter which may cause
doubts about compliance or gives rise to concerns about a related matter which
may be considered ambiguous. Such arrangements shall not affect the rights and
obligations of any State party under other provisions of this Convention.

"The further contents of Article IX remain to be elaborated.~/

"X. ASSISTANCE

"XI. ECONOMIC AND TECHNOLOGICAL DEVELOPMENT

"~•./ Some delegations expressed the opinion that material on fact-finding
and ohallenge inspection can be found in doouments CD/294, CD/334, CD/4l6,
CD/443, CD/500, CD/539, CD/CW/WP.l06 and CD/CW/WP.120. Some delegations
expressed their 'support for the approach for Article IX contained in
Alternative I of CD/CW/WP.l06 of 12 April 1985 and suggested that it be taken
as the basis for further work on this Artiole. Other delegations oonsider that
on-ohallenge on-site inspections should be oarried out only ~ith the oonsent
of a State party in regard to whioh the request is made.

-7~-
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-.......----------------------------_....._-----------",,,

"XII. RELATION TO OTHER INTERNATIONAL AGREEMENTS~/

"Nothing in this Convention will be interpreted as in any way impairing the
obligations assumed under the Protocol for the P~ohib1tion of the Use in War of
Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods of Warfar~;

signed at Geneva on 11 June 1925 and in the Convention on the Prohibition of the
Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and
Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction, signed at London, Moscow and Washington
on 10 April 1912.

"XIII. AMENDMENTS

"XIV. DURATION, WITHDRAWAL~/

...
"The withd~awal of a State Party from this Convention shall not in any way

affect the duty of States to continue fulfilling the obligations assumed under
any relevant rules of international law, particularly the Geneva Protocol of
11 June 1925.

"XV. SIGNATURE, RATIFICATION, ENTRY INTO FORCE

"XVI. LANGUAGES

"Annexes and other documents

"Preparatory Commission

..*, Some delegations consider that the texts contained above require further
consideration.
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"APPENDIX 11

Contents

"Report of Working Group A

"Report of Working Group B

"Report of Working Group C

"Report of the Chairman of the Open-ended Consultations of the Ad Hoc Committee
on Chemical Weapons
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"Report of Working Group A

"Working Group A held 17 meetings between 4 March and 7 August 1985.

"In accordance with the terms of reference for this Working Group, as
indicated in document CD/CW/WP.98 of 27 February 1985, the Group dealt with the
following broad topics:

"1. Permitted activities regarding various categories of chemicals.

"2. Laboratories, small-scale production facilities, industrial production
facilities, their role in the permitted activities.

"3. Definitions to be included in the Convention.

"4. Principles and methods of declarations and verification with regard to
the activities of the small-scale production facility.

"5. Principles and methods of declarations and verification with regard to
the activities of the industrial production facilities.

"The consideration of the most j,mportant aspects of these five issues was
scheduled on the basis of an adopted programme of work. The negotiations were
based on document CD/539 and other relevant documents. To structure the work
the Chairman introduced in addition a number of basic working papers:
CD/CW/WP.99; WP.103, WP.104, WP.105, and papers on the regimes for various
categories of chemicals, including the definitions of chemical weapons, key
components of binary and/or multicomponent weapons and key precursors.

"The Chairman also- held a number of conSUltations, including with technical
experts, which proved very useful for creating the basis for the understandings
reached at· the end of the session.

"The issue of Scope, though appearing in the title of the terms of
reference, was not among the five main topics and therefore was not given
particular-attention.

"The Group succeeded in significantly improving the definition on chemical
weapons, agreeing on all elements which constitute toxic chemicals (reference:
Article II, 1 (i»~ Agreement was also reached in regard to the contents of the
definition of 'Permitted Activities', though differences remain as to the ti~le

of that paragraph (reference: Article II, 3).

"The Group failed to agree completely on one of the fundamental issues 
the approach for identifying the various categories of chemicals. .Nevertheless,
due to the in-depth exchange of views on this subject and othev relevant issues,
it was possible to enlarge the general idea on the restrictions, the place of
production and the monitoring procedures in regard to the permitted activities.
This new development is reflected in Article VI, paragraphs 1, 2 and " where
an understanding about the contents and the structure of regimes in regard to
the super-toxic lethal chemicals and key components of binary and/or
multicomponent chemical systems for chemical weapons is contained.
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"In accordance with the mandate for the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical
Weapons (CD/55l) the texts agreed upon are of a preliminary nature and not
binding any delegation at this stage of the negotiations.

"The contribution of the Working Group is reflected in the attached
two draft articles:

- A.-ticle II:

- Article VI:

Definitions and Criteria;

Permitted Activities.

"Article 11

"DEFINITIONS AND CRITERIA

"For the purposes of this Convention:

"1. */ The term 'chemical weapons' shall apply to the ~ollowing, together or
separately: ~/

"(i) toxic chemicals, including super-toxic lethal chemicals, other lethal
chemicals, other harmful chemicals and their precursors, including key
precursors and key components of binary and/or multicomponent chemical
systems for chemical weapons, except such chemicals intended for
permitted purposes ~/ as long as the types and quantities involved
are consistent with such purposes;

"(ii) munitions and devices, specifically designed to cause death or other
harm through the toxic properties of those toxic chemicals, as
referred to above, which would be released as a result of the
employment of such munitions and devices;

"(iii) any equipment specifically designed for use directly in connection with
the employment of such munitions or devices;

"./ The definitions of chemical weapons are presented on the understanding
that problems related to irritants used for law enforcement and riot control, and
also to chemicals intended to enhance the effect" of the use of chemical weapons
if their inclusion in the Convention 1s agreed could be handled outside the
definitions of chemical weapons if this will result in a more clear and
understandable definition. Preliminary suggestions to solve these problems are
given below and consultations on them will be continued.

"••/ One delegation expressed its reservation on the present formulation of
the definition of chemical weapons and on th~ terminology used in (i) that
failed ~ reflect the general purpose criterion.

"•••/ One delegation suggests that the term 'permitted.purposes' should be
SUbstituted, where it occurs throughout the Convention, with the term 'purposes
not prohibited by the Convention' •
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"- [The term 'chemical weapoDs'shall not apply to those chemicals which
are not super-toxic lethal, or other lethal chemicals and which are approved by
the Consultative Committee for use by a Party for domestic law enforcement and
domestic riot control purposes.]

"- [States Parties agree not to [develop, produce, stockpile or] utilize
for chemical weapons chemicals intended to enhance the effect of the use of
such weapons.]

"[2. 'Toxic chemicals' means:

chemicals [however or wherever they are produced], [whether produced in
plants, munitions or elsewhere] [regardless of the method and pattern of
production] whose toxic properties can be utilized to cause death or temporary
or permanent harm, to man or animals involving:]

"[2. 'Toxic chemicals' means:

any chemical, regardless of its origin or method of production which
through its chemical action on life processes can cause death, temporary
incapacitation, or permanent harm to man or animals

"Toxic chemicals are divided into the following categories:]

"(a) 'super...toxic lethal chemicals', which have a median lethal dose which
is less than or equal to 0.5 mg/kg (subcutaneous administration) or
2,000 mg-min/m3 (by inhalation) when measured by an agreed method ~/ set forth
in •••
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"(b) '9ther lethal chemicals', which have a median lethal dose wh~Ch is
greater than 0.5 mg/kg (subcutaneous administration) or 2,000 mg-m~n/m (by
inhalation) and

3
1ess than or equal to 10 mg/kg (subcutaneous administration) or

20,000 mg-min/m (by inhalation) when measured by an agreed method set forth
in •••

"[(c) 'other harmful chemicals', being any [toxic] chemicals not covered
by (a) or (b) above, [including toxic chemicals which normally cause temporary
incapacitation rather than death] [at similar doses to those at which super
toxic lethal chemicals cause death].]

"[and 'other harmful chemicals' has a median lethal dose ~hiCh is greater
than 10 mg/kg (subcutaneous administration) or 20,000 mg-min/m (by inhalation).]

11*/ It was noted that after such measurements had actually been performed,
the figures mentioned in this and the following section might be SUbject to .
slight changes in order to cover sulphur mustard gas under the first category•
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"(ii) it may be used in one of the ohemioal reactions at the final stage of
formation of the (toxic ohemioals prohibited by the Convention]
[super-toxic lethal ohemioal].

"[(iii) it may [is] not be used, or [is] used only in minimal quantities, for
permitted purposes.] **1'

"It may possess [possesses] the following oharaoteristics:

"(i) it may play [plays] an important role in determining the toxic
properties of a [toxio chemicals prohibited by the Convention]
[super-toxic lethal ohemioal].

"(a) 'Key Preoursor' means:

"Key precursors are listed in

a chemical reagent whioh takes part in the produotion of a toxio ohemioal.

"(b') proteotive purposes, namely those purposes direotly related to
proteotion against ohemical weapons; ~I

"*1 The suggestion ,that such permitted proteotive purposes should relate
only to 'an adversary's use of' chemical weapons was removed pending a decision
on whether in the Convention the question of prohibiting other military
preparations for use of chemical weapons than those mentioned under scope should
be dealt with.

"**1 One delegation considers that this particular oharacteristic has
primary importanoe and should be placed first.

"Chemioals whioh are not key precursors but are deemd to pose a [threat]
[partioular risk] with regard to a Chemioal Weapons Convention should be
inoluded in a list.

"(a) industrial, agrioultural, researoh, medical or other peaoeful
purposes, domestio law enforoement purposes; and military purposes not
oonneoted with the use of ohemioal weapons.

"For the purpose of the relevant provisions in a Chemical Weapons
Convention key preoursors should be listed and subject to revisions aooording
to [oharaoteristics] [gUidelines].

a preoursor whioh poses a signifioant risk to the objeotives of the
Convention by virtue of its importanoe in the produotion of a toxio chemical.

"3. (Pem1tted purposes] (Purposes not prohibited by the Convention]
(Non-hostile purposes] means:

"4. 'Preoursor' means:

i
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"(b) Key component of binary and/or multicomponent chemical systems for
chemical weapons means:

"[a key 'precursor which forms a toxic chemical in the binary or multi
component weapons munition or device and which has the following additional
characteristics (to be elaborated):]

"5. 'Chemical weapons production facility' means:

- Chemical weapons production facility means [any building or equipment
designed, constructed or used [in any degree] for the produotion of
ohemioal weapons] or for filling ohemioal weapons.

- Chemioal weapons production faoility means [any building or any
equipment whioh in any degree was designed, oonstruoted or used sinoe
1 January 1946, for:

"(a) the produotion for chemical weapons of any toxic chemioal, except for
those listed in (schedule B), or the production for chemical weapons of any key
precursors;] or

"(b) the filling of chemical weapons.

"Article VI

"PERMITTED ACTIVITIES*/

"Each State Party has the right, in accordance with the provisions of this
Convention, to develop, **/ prOduce, otherwise acquire, retain, transfer and use
toxic chemicals and their-precursors for permitted purposes, in types and
quantities consistent with such purposes, subject to the following:

"1. Each State Party shall, within 30 days of the entry into foroe of the
Convention for itself, declare the possession for permitte~ purposes of
chemioal~, posing a special danger from the viewpoint of their possible
diversion to chemical weapons purposes, within its territory and anywhere under
its jurisdiction or control, indicating the scien~if10 names, [the structural
formula] and the quantities for each individual oategory:

"(a) super-toxic lethal chemicals;

"(b) key components of binary and/or multicomponent chemical systems for
chemioal weapons, listed in ••• ;

11*/ One delegation suggests that the title be changed to read 'Activities
not prohibited by the Convention', and. the term 'permitted purposes' be ohanged
to read 'purpQ;~';~S not prohibited bJr the Convention'.

11**/ One delegation oonsiders that the language in regard to this term
shouldlbe further elaborated.

-81-



..-----------------------------------~~--i.11j",'---
,,(c) other lethal chemicals, listed in

"(d) harmful chemicals, listed in ••• ;

"(e) key precursors, listed in ••• ;

....,

~.

i
i
t

"Cf) other chemicals posing special risk, listed in ••••

"2. Each state Party shall declare annually, for its territory, anywhere under
its jurisdiction or control, ~/ the quantity ~/ of:

"(a) super-toxic lethal chemicals, chemicals with use as key components of
binary and/or mUlticomponent chemical systems for chemical weapons, other
lethal chemicals and other harmful chemicals [key precursors], produced, other
wise acquired, possessed or retained from chemical weapon stocks for protective
purposes, indicating the scientific chemical names [and structural formula] of
such chemicals.

"(b) super-toxic lethal chemicals, as well as chemicals with use as key
components of binary and/or multicomponent chemical systems for chemical
weapons, other lethal chemicals, other harmful chemicals key precursors and
other ohemicals posing special risk, listed in ••• , produced retained, otherwise
aoquired or possessed for industrial, agricultural research, medical and/or
other peaceful purposes, indicating the scientific chemical names [structural
formula] of such ohemicals.

"3. Each state Party undertaKes to apply and accept, in regard to super-toxic
lethal chemioals and key components of binary and/or mUlticomponent chemical
systems for chemical weapons, the following measures:

"A. Super-toxic lethal chemicals with use as chemical weapons

"(i) The restrictions and requirements of this paragraph shall be
applioable to the super-toxic lethal chemicals with use as chemical
weapons [and other toxic ohemicals., as listed in •••• Chemicals can
be added to or removed from this list according to procedure.] ***/

"(ii) Eaoh State party shall prohibit all production and use of such
ohemicals, except for production and use for protective purposes [or
in laboratory quantities for research or medical purposes].

"*/ It was understood that this formulation covers the operations of
transnational cvrporations.

"**/ The level of quantity to be declared and the question of the necessity
to declare the looation of facilities in regard to paragraphs 1 and 2 will be
agreed upon for each oategory at a later stage.

,,***/ The ways for chemicals to be included in or excluded from this
categ~remains to be elaborated.



"(iii) Each state Party may retain, produce, acquire, transfer to another
State Party or use such chemicals for protective, [research and
medical) purposes, subject to the following:

the retention, produotion, acquisition and use of such ohemioals
for protective purposes shall be striotly limited to those amounts
which can be justified for such purposes.
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the amount of super-toxic lethal ohemicals possessed by a Party for
protective purposes or aoquired for proteotive purposes by any
Party in any calendar year shall be inoluded in the one tonne
aggregate [for all permitted purposes] for the following ohemicals:

- super-toxic lethal chemicals

- key component of binary and/or multioomponent ohemical systems
for chemicals weapons ~/

- key precursors ~I

- Each State Party whioh produces suoh chemicals for proteotive
purposes shall oarry out the produotion at a single small-soale
production faoility, **1 the capacity of which shall not exoeed •••
metrio tonne per year:- The looation and a detailed description of
the facility shall be provided to the Consultative Committee no
less than 30 days before operations oommence, and the faoility shall
be subject to monitoring by the National Authority and the
Consultative Committee through annual SUbmission of data, on-site
instruments, on-site national inspections and systematic
international on-site inspections. Further information on the
facility, its monitoring and operations is provided in •••

[- Any establishment possessing, produoing or using laboratory
quantities of such ohamicals shall be approved by the State Party.
The establishments will be monitored by the National Authority and
by the Consultative Committee through annual data reporting.)

- Each State Party may transfer suoh ohemicals only to another State
Party for protective purposes, subject to the quantity limitations
specified in paragraph 3 A (iii) above, [or for research or medical
purposes]. Thirty days prior to any transfer or reception greater
than ••• the .transferring Party shall report the transfer or
reception to the Consultative Committee, as specified in ••• Items
transferred may not be retransferred to another State.

"*/ The amounts of key component of binary and/or mUlticomponent chemical
systems for chemical weapons and key precursors will be measured in accordance
with the amount of final super-toxic lethal chemicals produced by these oompounds.

11•• / This does not prejudge the position of one group of delegations about
the functions of the single small-scale production facility.
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, ,
, , "B. Super-toxio lethal ohemicals with no use as ohemical weapons ~I

"(i) The restriotions and requirements of this paragraph shall be applioable
to the super-toxio lethal ohemicals with no use as chemioal
weapons. **1

The retention, production, aoquisition and use of these ohemioals
shall be striotly limited to those amounts which oan be justified
for suoh purposes;

The amount of super-toxio lethal ohemioals possessed by a Party for
proteotive purposes or aoquired for proteotive purposes by any Party
in any oalendar year shall be inoluded in the one tonne aggregate
limit [for all permitted purposes] for the following ohemioals:

- super-toxio lethal ohemioals

- key oomponent of binary and/or multioomponent ohemical systems
for ohemioal weapons ••• ,

- key precursors ••• ,

"c. Cbe
ohe

11 (i)

11(11 )

Eaoh state Party which produoes these chemioals shall oarry out the
production at [a single. small-soale produotion faoility]
[facilities approved by the State Party in quantities consistent
with suoh purposes] the oapaoity of which shall not exceed
••• metric tonne per year.

The location and a detailed desoription of the faoility [faoilities]
shall be provided to the Consultative Committee not later than
30 deys before operations oommenoe, and the faoility [faoilities]
shall be subjeot tQ monitoring by the National Authority and the
Consultative Committee through annual submission of data, [on-site
instruments], on-site national inspeotions and systematio
international on-site inspeotions. Further information on the
faoility, [faoilities] its monitoring and operations is provided
in ....

11./ One delegation considers that the title of this paragraph and the
concept contained below is subjeot to further clarification.

'11 •• ' The ways for chemioals to be inoluded in or excluded from this
category remain to be elaborated.

II.~.' The amounts of key oomponent of binary and/or mUltioomponent chemical
systems for ohemioal weapons and key precursors will be measured in a~oordance
with the amount of final super-toxio lethal ohemioals produced by these
compounds.
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- Each State ~~~ty may transfer these chemicals only to another Party
in quantities consistent with permitted purposes [subject to the
limitations specified in ••• ]. [These chemicals may be transferred
to a State not Party to the Convention for research and medical
purposes.] Thirty days prior to any transfer or reception greater
than ••• the transferring Party shall report the transfer or
reception to the Consultative Committee, as specified in ••••
Items transferred may not be retransferred to another State.

"C. Chemicals with use as key components of binary andlor multicomponent
chemical systems for chemical weapons.

"(i) The restrictions and reqUirements of this paragraph shall be
applicable to chemicals with use as key components of binary andlor
multicomponent systems for chemical weapons, listed in ••••
Chemicals may be added to this list according to ••• procedure.

"(U) Each State Party shall prohibit all production and use of suoh
ohemioals exoept [for produotion of super-toxio lethal chemioals as
end produots for use for proteotive purposes] [research and medioal
purpl,ses] •

"(Ui) Eaoh State Party may retain, produoe or use suoh ohemioals [for
proteotive] [research and medioal] purposes supjeot to the following:

- At no time shall the aggregate amount of suoh (in terms of the
weight of end produots) ohemicals possessed, produoed or retained
for proteotive purposes [together with ohemioals for all permitted
purposes] shall, by all means, by any Party in any oalendar year,
exoeed one"metrio tonne as a general quantity limitation
[laboratory quantities].

- Each State Party whioh produoes suqh ohemioals for proteotive
purposes shall oarry out the produotion at a single small-scale
produotion faoility~ the capaoity of Which shall not exceed
••• metrio tonne per year. The looation and a detailed description
of the faoility shall be prOVided to the Consultative Committee
no less than 30 days before operations oommence, and the faoility
shall be subjeot to monitoring by the National Authority and the
Consultative Committee through annual submission of data, on-site
instruments, on-site national inspeotions and systematio
international on-site inspeotions. Further information on the
faoility and "its operations is provided in ••••

[Any establishment possessing, produoing or using laboratory
quantities of suoh chemioals shall be approved by the State Party.
The establishments will be monitored by the National Authority
and by the Consultative Committee through annual data reporting.],

~I Each State Party undertakes not to transfer suoh ohemioals,
direotly or indirectly, to anyone.

"*1 These two texts repres~nt two different alternatives in regard to the
transfer regime.
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*1 - Each State Party may transfer such chemicals only to another
Party for protective purposes, sUbject to the quantity limitations
specified in paragraph 3 A (iii) above, [or for research or
medical purposes]. Thirty days prior to any transfer or reception
greater than ••• the transferring Party shall report the transfer
to the Consultative Committee, as specified in •••• Items
transferred may not be retransferred to another State.

Other lethal chemicals with use as chemical weapons and with no U3e as
chemical weapons

"4.
Weapon
of the
the te
these

"DEC!..A

"5.

"6.

(to be elaborated).

Other harmful chemicals

(to be elaborated).

Key precursors

"1.
later t
stating

"e
territo

I

(to be elaborated).

"7. Other chemicals posing special risk

(to be elaborated).

118. P:,ecursors

(to be elaborated). **1

"REPORT OF WORKING GROUP B

"l. Working Group B held 12 meetings from 15 March to 7 August 1985. In
addition the Chairman held a number of informal consultations with delegations.

"2. In accordance with the terms of ref2rence (CD/CW/WP.98), the Working Group
dealt with the questions of declarations and elimination of chemical weapons
and chemical weapons production facilities.

"3. The result of the work is presented below in the form of draft texts for

- Article III on Declarations, and its Annex (Annex Ill),

- Article IV on El1m~nation of Chemical Weapons, and its Annex
(Annex IV), and

- Article V on Measures on Chemical Weapons Production Facilities, and
its Annex (Annex V).

"*1 These two texts represent two different alternatives in regard to the
transfer regime.

"**1 The regimes under paragraphs 3-8 are of a preliminary character and
are sUbject to further simplification and elaboration.
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on

"4. In accordance with the mandate for the Ad Hoc Committee on ChemicalWeapons (CD/55l) the texts are not binding for any delegation at this stageof the negotiations. Bearing this in mind, Working Group B recommends thatthe texts presented in this report be used as the basis for future work onthese issues.

"ARTICLE III

"DECr.,ARATIONS

"Declarations of chemical weapons 11 and plans for their elimination ~I '2..1
"1. Each State Party undertakes to submit to the Consultative Committee, notlater than 30 days after the Convention enters into force for it, declarationsstating

"(a) whether it Poss~$ses or does not possess any chemical weapons on itsterritory or elsewhere under its jurisdiction or control,

"(b) whether it ~as on its territory any chemical weapons under thejurisdiction or control of anyone else,

"(c) whether it has transferred control of chemical weapons since ••• orhas received such weapons since that date. 41

"2. Each State Party possessing chemical weapons undertakes to submit tothe Consultative Committee, not later than 30 days after the Convention entersinto force for it, declarations stating the aggregate quantity and detailedcomposition of its chemical weapons.

"3. Each State Party possessing chemical weapons undertakes to submit tothe Consultative Committee not later than ••• months 51 after the Convention'sentry into force for it, general plans for the elimination of its chemicalweapons base~ on the Principles for the Order of Elimination laid down inAnnex IV.

"11 In accordance with agreed definitions.
"21 In accordance with the provisions in Article IV.
"3/ The question of·old unknown weapons or stocks which have been leftby others without the knowledge of the State Party is not addressed in thisArticle. It is understood that this question will be dealt with at a later

~tage of the negotiations at which time the placement in the Convention ofthe relevant provisions will also be decided.
"41 The view was expressed that past traQsfers should not be includedin the-Convention.

"5/ Three and six months have been proposed.
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"4. Each state Party possessing chemical weapons undertakes to submit to the
COnsultative Committee declarations stating the locations and detailed
inventories of their chemical weapons stocks as well as detailed plans for
their elimination. These declarations and plans shall be submitted not later
than three months before the commencement of each elimination period 1/
specified in the Principles for the Order of Elimination in Annex IV,-and
shall encompass all stocks to be eliminated during the next coming such period.

"5. State Parties shall consult among themselves and through the Consultative
Committee, as soon as possible after the declarations made in accordance with
paragraph 2 of this Article, with the view to co-ordinating their plans.

"6. The declarations and plans under Article Ill, paragraphs 1 through 4,
shall be made in accordance with Annex Ill.

"7. Each State Party undertakes to submit to the Consultative Committee
annual progress reports on the implementation of the plans for the elimination
of chemical weapons and a notification of the completion of the elimination
within 30 days thereafter.

"8. Annex III and Annex IV consti t"..lte integral. parts of the Convention.

"

"Declarations of chemicals which could be used for chemical weapons
purposes but which are intended for permitted purposes 2/

"Declarations of chemical weapons production facilities
(To be elaborated)

"Verification of declarations
(To be elaborated)

"11 Some delegations held the view that overall declarations should
be made within 30 days after the Convention's entry into force for a
State Party.

"2/ In accordance with the organization of work (WP.98) these
provisions are to be elaborated in the context of Article VI taking into
account inter alia some harmful chemicals, to be elaborated.
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"ANNEX III
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"I.

"A.

"1.

DECLARATIONS OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS

Possession or non-possession

Possession of chemical weapons on own territory.

Yes

No

,ion

"2. Possession, jurisdiction or control over chemical weapons elsewhere.

Yes

No

If yes, information about location(s), expressed by name(s) of State(s).
"B. Existence on the territory of any chemical weapons under the jurisdictionor control of anyone~

Yes

No

If yes, information about ownership, expressed by name(s) of State(s).
"C. Past transfers 1/

"If there has been transfer of control of chemical weapons since ••••• ,or reception of such weapons since that date, the following information shallbe provided. To be elaborated.

"D. Aggregate quanti ty and detailed composition of chemical weapons

"1. Chemicals

"1.1 Toxic chemicals 2/

"In cases involving mixtures of two or more toxic chemicals all suchcomponents should be specified as well as the percentage of the mixtures.

"1/ The view was expressed that past transfers should not be includedin the-Convention.

"2/ In accordance with agreed definition.

-89-

.~

I



"1.1.1 Super-toxiC lethal Chemicals.!:.!

Scientific chemical name~1 Bulk Filled in Total

Structural formula}1 and
munition quantity

!Purity!1 Quantity Number and Quantity
Toxicity (of pure substance) (metric size of (metric (metk'ic

'" tons) containers tons) tons)

Chemical A

Chemical B

etc.

"1.1.2 other lethal chemicals.!:.!

Scientific chemical name~~ Bulk Filled in Totalmunition
Structural formula21 and Purityil Quantity Number and Quantity quantity

(metric
Toxicity (of pure substance)

~
(metric size of (metric tons)
tons) containers tons)

"1.1.3 Other harmful chemicals21

Scientific chemical nam~11 Bulk Filled in Total

Structural formula21 and
munition quantity

Purity!1 Quantity Number and Quantity
Toxicity~f pure substance) (metric size of (metric (metric

if applicable % tons) containers tons) tons)

"11 In accordance with agreed definition.

"21 In accordance with the IUPAC (International Union of Pure and Applied
Chemistry) Nomenclature.

"31 Different views exist whether it is necessary to state both the
scientific chemical name and the· structural formula in ord~r for the declarations
to be unambiguous.

"il Three different approaches were taken by delegations: 1) Initial purity,
2) Purity of the compound as stored with an approximation of some 10 per cent.
3) That declaration of purity was not necessary.

"5/ In accordance with agreed definition, but pending such a definition it
is unclear which chemicals to declare in this table.
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Scientific 2! Number and sizechemical name- ! Quantity

Structural formula}! (metric.tons) of containers

Key precursors for unitary
systems ~J

Scientific chemical nam~!! Bulk Filled in Total
formula}!

munitionl quantityStructural Quantity Number and submunition (metric(metric size of (metric tons)tons) containers tons)

[Key components] [Key
precursors] for multi-
component ·systems !!2!~!

plied

~ations

puritY,
mt.

lon it

-
"11 The view was expressed that these two tables were not necessary and

the key precursors and key components could be declared under points 1.1.1,
1.1.2 and 1.1.' as applicable.

"21 In accordance with the IUPAC (International Union of Pure and Applied
Chemiitry) Nomenclature •.

"11 Different views exist whether it is necessary to state both the
scientific chemical name and the structural formula in order for the declarations
to be unambiguous.

"41 To be declared separately for super-toxic lethal, other lethal and other
harmful chemicals.

"21 Identified in accordance with approaches to be worked out in the
context of Article 11.

"~I Some delegations suggested that multicomponent chemical weapons should
not be declared as a special category in a separate table.
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"11 Identified in accordance with approaches to be worked out in the
context of Article II.

"21 Some delegations did not consider this table necessary.

"11 In accordance with the IUPAC (International Union of Pure and Applied
Chemistry) Nomenclature•.

"!I Different views exist whether it is necessary to state both the
scientific chemical name and the structural formula in order for the declarations
to be unambiguous.

"5/ Some delegations suggested that multicomponent chemical weapons should
not be declared as a special category in a separate table •.

Scientific chemical nam~/, Quantity Number and size

Structural formula41 (metric tons) of containers

Precursors for unitary systems

Components for multicomponent
systems 2/

I

"1.3 precursors!.! in bulk
21
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"4. Equipment specifically designed for use directly in connection with the
employment of munitions and other devices unde~ points D:2 and;. (Example:
single purpose rocket launchers).

"5. Chemicals specifically desisned for use directly in connection with the
employment of munitions and other devices under points D:2 and;. (Example:
thickeners). ]}

''E. Looations and detailed inventories of chemical wes ons stocks to be
declared before the commencement of each elimination period 2

For each stock the following shall be declared:

"1. Location

Geographical location expressed by •••

"2. Detailed inventoq

Composition and quantities of the chemical weapons shall be declared in
accordance with paragraph D of this Annex.

"II. PLANS FOR THE ELnUNATION OF CHEMICAL ~1EAP01"S

itA. General plans .

The following chemical weapons shall be eliminated during Elimination
Period I: Y 21

The following chemical weapons shall be eliminated during Elimination
Period II: Y 21
etc.

"B. Detailed plans

They shall include:

schedules indicati,ng detailed timeframr:f', quantities and types of
chemical weapons to be destroyed or di,·.terted to perinitted purposes y
in accordance with the Principles for the Elimination laid down in
Annex IV,

"]} Different views exist concerning, if or to what extent such chemicals
should be declared. Furthermore, it .appears that this question will have to be
decided in the light of the final definition of chemical weapons.

"g! Some delegations held the view that overall declarations should be
made within ;0 days ~fter the Convention's entry into force for a State Party.

"21 Chemical weapons shall be described apd amounts in~icated in a
manner identical to that of the declarations.

"y One delegation stated that it was unconvinced that diversion was either
a practical or economical method for elimination. It may be prepared, however,
to review its position in the event a practical system for diversion can be
devised, preserving the requirement for effective verification.
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location of facilities to be used for destruction or diversion 11 and
information confirming that the facilities can consume the quantities to
be eliminated within the elimination period,

- methods to be used for the destruction or diversion, y as well as the
end products,

- pl~nB for verification of the destruction and diversion]} processes
based on the Principles and Methods for the Verification of the
Elimination of Chemical Weapons laid down in Annex IV.

"ARTICLE IV

"ELIMINATION OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS Y
"1. Each State Party possessing chemical weapons undertakes to eliminate
through destruction or diversion, 11 as rapidly as possible, all chemical
weapons under its jurisdiction or control in accordance with the Principles for
the Elimination of Chemical Weapons laid ';3.own in Annex IV.

"2. The eliminati9n shall commence within .u 2/ months and be completed
within 10 years after the Convention's entry into force for a State Party, and
shall be carried out in accordance with the Principles for the Order of
Elimination laid down in Annex IV and the plans subm:i.1 .. t.-).d under Article III.

"3. The elimination process shall be carried out i-r.. such a way that the end
products are unsuitable for chemical weapons !~oses.

"11 One delegation stated that it was unconvinced that diversion was
either'a practical or economical method for elimination. It may be prepared,
however, to review its position in the event a practical system for diversion
can be devised, preserving the requirement for effective verification.

n!! The question of old unknown weapons or stocks which have been left
b.1 others without the knowledge of the State Party, is not addressed in this
Article. It is understood that this question will be dealt with at a later
stage of the negotiations at which time the p~Lacement in the Convention of the
relevant provisions will also be decide~"

"i/ The figvJi"e to be inserted here depends on a later decision as regards
the Principles fOlt' the Order of Elimination in Annex IV.
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"4. Each State Party possessing chemical weapons und.ertakes to facilitate and
not to hinder in any way the application of the Principles and Method.s for the
Verification of the Elimination of Chemical Weapons, laid down in Annex IV.

"5. In implementing the provisions ,of' this article all necessary safety
~rec~ations shall be observed to protect populations and the environment.

"ANNEX IV

"A St~te Party shall decide for itself whioh methods, prooesses and
teohniques to use for the elimination of its ch~mioal weapon, if any, in
aooordanoe with the prinoiples laid down in this Annex.

"I. PRINCIPIES FOR TEE ELIMINATION OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS

All chemical weapons shall be eliminated. through destruction or diYe~eion.

Limited quantiti~6 of ohemicals may be retained as specified in Article VI.

"A. Destruction of chemical weapons

Destruction of chemical we&pons me~8 a prooess by which chemicals are
converted in an essentially irreversible way to a form unsuitable for production
of chemical weapons, and which in an irreversible mhnner renders munitions and
other devices Unusable as such.

Elimination through destruotion shall apply to all chemical weapons except
those which may be diverted.

'~.~version of chemioal weapons

Diversion of chemical weapons means a process by which chemical weapons
are oonverted in an essentially i~~eversible way into end products that may
only be used for purposes other than those related to chemical weapons.

Elimination through diversion may not apply to supertoxio lethal chemicals
or key components of multi-component systems.

Elimination through diversion may apply' to ••• (To be elaborated).

"Il. PRINCIPIES FOR THE ORDER OF ELIMINATION

"A. The elaboration of Prinoiples for the Order of Elimination could build on
the following:

undi.minished securit;y for all States during the entire elimination stage,

confidence building in the early part of the elimination stage,

- applicability irrespective of the actual composition of the stockpiles, and

applicability irrespective of the methods chosen for the elimination of
the chemical weapons.
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''B. The elaboration of Principles for the Ora.er of Elimination is in a velry
early stage of the negotiations. The preliminary approach has so far been
based on the following:

- that the entire elimination stage be divid.ed. into x number of elimination
periods,

- that the chemical weapons to be eliminated be divided into groups,

- that certain percentages of the initial aggregate amount of each group
of chemical w~apons be eliminated during each elimination period, and

- that methods for comparing stockpiles of different composition be
elaborated. This approach could be i11t;strated as follows:

~

I
Elimination period I

I

Group of chemical I II III

weapons 1-4 years after 4-7 ·yeli:l.rs after 7-10 years after
entry into force entry into force entry into force'

Group A 40% 30% 3O%

Group B 40% '30% 30%

Gr"oup -c 100% 0% 0%

Group D 30% 40% 30%

Group E 30% 30% 40%

(It should be noted that the number and length of the elimination periods,
the various percentages and the number of Groups are intended only as examples).

"Ill. PRINCIPIES AND METHODS FOR THE VERIFICATION OF TEE ELIMINATION OF
CHEMICAL WEAPONS

"The detailed arrangements for the actual verification of the elimination
shall be worked out in co11a.boration between the State Party and the
Consultative Committee (or its subsidiary organs, as appropriate) in accord.ance
with the following principles:

",A. Princi;e1es and methods for the verification. of d,est~ction of chemical
weapons

"The principles summarized in cn/CW/WP.108 are to be further elaborated.
'l'hey read:

"- that the aim of the verification procedure.:::! should be

- to confirm the identity and quantity of the materials to be
destroyed, and
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-- to confirm that the materials have actually and complete~ been
dest;t"oyed.

that a combination of human inspection and monitoring with
instruments would be necessary for effective verification, but that
the exact combination of instruments and inspectors would have to be
tailored after the specific destruction processes to be monitored,

- that inspection would be continuous during periods in which
destruction operations are under way for d.estruction of superto:::ic
letha.l chemicals, draining of filled. munitions as well as during
destruction of filled and drained munition. As regards other
chemicals there were different views on whether inspection should be
continuous or on a quota basis or limited. to certain key stages,

- that international inspectors would have to be qualified and
impartial personnel, and that they should be able to make independent
judgements,

- that the inspectors should have an up-to-date knowledge of the d.esign
and operation of the destruction facility and that they would need to
make a detailed engineering review of the facility, including on-site
inspection, before the destruction operations begin,

that in order to minimize intrusion and. ensure confidence, the data
used for verification should be as closely linked as possible to the
actual destruction step and the verification procedures designed so
that they do not unnecessarily interfere with the operations of the
facility,

- that, to the extent consistent with the needs, the verification
procedures should make use of information from routine "facility
operations, and that the same verification procedures should, to the
extent possible, be used for different processes within one and the
SEiJlle facility,

- that close co-operation between international verification personnel
and host State operating personnel was important for effective
international verification, and

- that, while the deoisions as regard.s destruction methods etc. liea
with the sovereign State Party,'tha Technical Secretariat could have
some role to play. It could, inter alia, assist States Parties with
experts for the designing of destruction facilities, arid give
suggestions on h~w to facilitate the verification tasks. It seemed,
however, to be agreed that such assistance should be given by the
Tpohnical Secretariat, only upon request from a state Party."

Principles and methods for the verification of diversion of chemical
weapons for permit~ed purpose~

(To be elaborated).
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"ARTICIE V 11
"MEASURES ON CHEMICAL WE.APONS PRODUCTION FACILITIES Y
'I])ECLARATIONS ~ Y .
'I])eclarations of chemical weapons production facilities and plans for their
elimination-

"1. (An undertaking by states Parties) to submit to the Consultativr
Committee, not later than 30 days after the Convention enters into force for
it, declarations stating:

lI{a) wheth6!' i.t ~i.J0saeBses or does not possess any chemical weapons
production facilities on its territory or elsewhere under its jurisdiction or
control,

n{b) whether it has on its territory any chemical weapons production
f~cilities under the jurisdiction or control of anyone else,

n{c) whether. it has transferred equipment or technical documentation;;}
relevant for production of chemical weapons since ••• or has received such
eqUipment or documentation;;} since that date. El

"1/ Tht1 text of this Article and its Annex is in an early stage of
negotiations.

ny In accordance with definitions still to be worked out in the context
of Article II. It is understood that the definition will encompass also
filling facilities.

nj/ The pZ'ovisions on Declarations (plUS relevant part of Annex V) will
presumably be moved to Article III and its Annex, once they have been further
negotiated.

nj/ Some delegations stressed that overall declarations should encompass
not ~nly production facilities with a production for chemical weapons purposes
but also other facilities producing chemicals which can be used for chemical
weapons purposes. It is understood that for the time being the paragraphs
under the heading 'Declarations of chemical weapons production facilities and
plans for their elimination' refers only to production facilities with a
production for chemical weapons purposes. A separate heading 'Declarations
of other facilities producing chemicals which can be used for chemical weapons
pt.lrposes' has ~een inserted to indicate that the question of declaration of
such facilities will need to be worked on•.

n;;} The view was expressed that technical documentation should not be
inoluded.

n§! The view was expressed that past' transfers should not be included
in the Convention.

I
i,
t
!,
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"2. (An undertaking by state Parties possessing chemical weapons produotion
facilities) to submit to the Consultative Committee, not later than 30 dsys
after the Convention enters into force for it, initial declarations stating
their total production capacity. ':J Y
"3. (An undertaking by states Parties possessing chemical weapons production
facilities) to submit to the Consultative Committee, not later than 30 dsys·
after the Convention enters into force for it, a declaration that all
activities related to production of chemical weapons have ceased. 1I
114. (An undertaking by States Parties possessing chemical weapons production
facilities) to submit not later than ••• A! plans for the closure, ?d plans for
temporary conversion into chemical weapons destruction facilities, if any, and
general plans for the elimination of their production facilities, as well as
plans, if any, for conversion into facilities for production for permitted
purposes. :JJ
115. (An undertaking by State Parties possessing chemical weapons production
facilities) to submit to the Consultative Committee detailed declarations
stating the locations and detailed information on their chemical weapons
production facilities as well as detailed plans for the elimination. These

~I]j Some delegations stressed that overall declarations should encompass
D;)t only production facilities with a production for chemical weapons purposes
but also other facilities producing chemicals which can be used for chemical
weapons purposes. It is understood that for the time being the paragraphs under
the heading 'Declarations of chemical weapons production facilities and plans
for their elimination' refers only to prod~ction facilities with a produotion
for chemical weapons purposes. A separate heading 'Declarations of other
facilities producing chemicals which can be used for chemical weapons .purposes'
has been inserted to indicate that the question of declaration of such
facilities will need to be wo~ed on.

"Y Some delegations held the view that all States Parties should declare
their total production capacity. Other delegations felt that it was not
necessary in this context to declare the total production capacity, and therefore
that the entire paragraph was not necessary.

1131 Some delegations expressed the view that ceasing of production and
closing of production facilities should be simultaneous. However, cther
delegations had doubts about the feasibility of this from the point of view of
verification of the closure as well as from the point of view of possible
temporary conversione of such facilities into facilities for destruction of
chemical weapons.

IIA! The view was expressed that an early date should be set.

112/ Some delegations held the view that conversion of chemical weapons
production facilities into facilities for production for permitted purposes
should not take place. .
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Jeclarations and plans shall be submitted not later than three months before
the oommencement of the elimina tion, 1/ ss specified in the Principles for the
Order of Elimination of Chemical Weapons Production Facilities laid down in
Annex V.

"6. The declarations and plans to be submitted under paragraphs 1 through' 5
shall be made in accordance with Annex V.

"7. State Parties shall consult among themselves and through the Consultative
Committee, as soon as possible after the declarations made in accordance with'
paragraph 2 with the view to co-ordinat,iIl8 their elimination plans. y
"8. (An undertaking by each State Party possessing chemical weapons production
facilities) to submit to the Consultative Committee annual progress reports on
the implementation of the plans for the elimination of chemical weapons
production facilities and a notification of the completion of the, elimination
within 30 days thereafter. .

"Declarations of other facilities
chemical weapons purposes

chemicals which can be used for
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"ELDIINATION OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS PRODUCTION FACILITJES

"9. (An undertaking by each State Party possessing chemical weapons production
facilities) to cease all activities at its chemical weapons p:roduction
facilities relating to the production of chemical weapons, immediately after the
Convention's entry into force for it, and to close each production facility not
later than ••• JI after the Convention's entry into force for it, in a manner
that renders it inoperable for chemical wea~ons production.

"11 The view was expressed that declaration of location should be made in
the c~ntext of declarations that production have ceased.

fly The view was expressed that as regards elimination of chemical
weapOns production facilities such an obligation was not necessary.

tt?JI Some delegations stressed that Overall declarations should encompass
not only production facilities with a production for chemical weapons purposes
but also other facilities producing chemicals which can be used for chemical
weapons purposes. It is understood that for the time being the paragraphs under
the heading 'Declara~ions of chemic~l weapons production facilities and plans
for their elimination' refers only to produotion facilities with a p:roduction
~. ~ chemical weapons purposes. A separate heading 'Declarations of other
facilities produoing chemicals which can be used for chemical weapons purposes'
ha~ been inserted to indicate that the question of declaration of such
facilities will need to be worked on.

"J1 Some delegations expressed the'view that ceasing of production a~d
closing of production facilities should be simultaneous. However~ other
delegations had doubts about the feasibility of this from the point of view
of veri.fication of the closure as well as from the point of view of possible
temporary conversions of suoh facilities into facilities for destruction of
chemical weapons.
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1110. (An undertaking by each State Party possessing chemical weapons production
facilities) to eliminate through destruction or dismantling, 11 the chemical
weapons production facilities under its jurisdiction or control in accordance
vith the Principles for the Elimination of Chemical Weapons Production Facilities

. laid down in Annex V. '

·

...•,..•...i ~
i.
I

!'
!~,

1111. The elimination shall cOIIUllence within •• It months and be completed as soon
as possible and in any case not later than 10 years after the Convention's
entry into force for a State Party.

'112. In implementing the provisions of this article all necessary safety
precautions shall be observed to protect populations and the environment.

1t13. (An undertaking by States Parties) not in any way to acquire arr;r new
Chemical weapons production facilities. ~

"14. (An undertaking by States Parties possessing Chemical weapons production
facilities) to facilitate and not to hinder in any way the application of the
Principles and Methods for the Verification of the Closure and Elimination of
Chemical Weapons Production Facilities, laid down in Annex V.

ItANNEX V

Ill. DECLARATIONS OF CHEmCAL WEAPONS PRODUCTION FACILITIES jJ

IIA. Possession or non-possession A!
tll. Possession of chemical weapons production facilities on own territory.

Yes •••

No •••
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1111 The view was expressed that pendinB the definiticms of chemical
weapons production facilities~ the possibility for other ways of elimination
should be kept open.

II~ Some delegations did not consider this paragraph necessary.

'ljJ Some delegations stressed that overall dec18rations should encompass
not only production facilities with a production for chemical weapons purpos'es
but also other facilities ~roducing chemicals which can be used for chemical
weapons purposes. It is understood tpat for the time being the paragraphs
under the heading 'Declarations of chemical, weapons production facilities and
plans for their, elimination' refers only to production facilities with a
production for chemical weapons purposes. A separate heading 'Declarations
of other facilities producing chemicals which can be used. for chemical weapons
purposes' has been inserted to indicate that the question of· declaration of
such facilities will need to be worked on.

itA! Some delegations held the view that all States Parties should declare
their total production capacity. Other delegations felt that it was not
necessary in this context to declare the total production capacity, and
therefore that the entire paragraph was not necessary.
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"2. Possession, jurisdiction or control over chemical weapons production
facilities elsewhere.

Yes •••

No •••

If yes, information about location(s), expressed by name(s) of State(s).

":B. Existence on the territory of any chemical weapons production facilities
under the jurisdiction or control of anyone else

Yes •••

No •••

If yes, information about ownership, expressed by name(s) of State(s).

nC. Past transfers 11
Itlf there has been transfer of equipment or technical documentation JJ

relevant for production of chemical weapons since ••• , or receiption of such
equipment or documentation El since that date, the following info~tion shall
be provided.

(Tb be elaborated.)

"D. Initial declarations of chemical weapons production facilities

"They shall 'contain the following information:

. n(l) production, stating products by •••

It (2) capacity expressed as ••• ;;/

lIE. Declarations that all activities related to production of chemical
weapons have ceased

"1/ The view was expressed that past transfers should not be included
in the Convention.

ny The view was expressed that t~chrJical documentation should not be
included.

"2/ It was suggested that capacity be expressed as maximum hourly
capacity.
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They shall inolude:

They shall inolude:

,~. Detailed declarations of chemioal weapons produotion faoilities

i IIThey shall oontain the following i.nformation:

"(1) Geographical looation expressed by ••• ]j

11(2) Chemical names of products produoed

11(3) Manufaoturing/filling oapaoity for eaoh substanoe expressed
as ••• y

'ID. Plans for elimination of ohemioal weatlOns 1>:roduotion faoi1ities
whioh have temporarily been converted into ohemioal weapons
destruotion faoilities

"A. Plans for olosure 3/ of ohemioal weapons produotion faoilities

-104-

"II. PLANS FOR THE CWSUBE, ELJNINA.TION .AND CONVERSION OF CBEMICArJ
WEAPONS PRODUCTION FACILITIES

liB. Plans for temporary oonversion of chemioal weapons production
faoilities into ohemioal weapons destruotion faoilities

"C. Plans for the elimination of ohemioal weapons produotion oapaoities

"1. General plans

~ The view was expressed that deolaration of looation should be
made in the oontext of deolarations that produotion have oeased.

ny It was suggesj;ed that capaoity be expressed as maximum hourly
oapacity.

"21 Some delegations expressed the view that oeasing of p:roduotion and
olosing of produotion faoili ties should be simltaneous. However, .other·
delegations had doubts about the feasibility of this from the point of view of
verifioation of the c+osure as well as from the point of view of possible
temporary oonversions of such faoilities into faoilities for destruotion of
ohemioal weapons.

112. Detailed plans



'7. Plans for conversion of chemicalwea ns, roduction facilities
into facilities for production for permitted purposes 1

ItIII. DECLARATIONS OF OTHER FACILITJES PRODUCING CHErMICALS 'WHICH CAN BE
USED FOR CHEMICAL WEAPONS PURPOSES Y

"IV.. ELJNINATION OF CHErMICAL WEAPONS PRODUCTION FACILITIES

A State Party shall decide for itself which methods, processes and
techniques to use for the elimination of its chemical weapons production
facility, if any, in accordance with the principles laid down in this Annex.

"A. PRINCIPIES FOR TEE ELJMINATION OF CHEMICAL WE.A...PQNS PRODUCTION
FACILITIES

IIAll chemical weapons product~on facilities shall be eliminated through
destruction or dismantling. 21 Chemical weapons production facilities may
be temporarily converted into chemical weapons destruction facilities.

"l. Destruction of chemical weapons production facilities

Destruction of chemical weapons production facilities means

!! Elimination through destruction shall apply to •••

"2. Dismantling of chemical weapons production f8Ci1ities

•••

e

on and
er
view of

bIe
on of

Dismantling of chemical weapons production facilities means •••

Elimination.through dismantling may apply to •••

'1]} Some delegations held the view that conversion of chemical weapons
production facilities into facilities for production for permitted purposes
should not take place•

•ry Some delegations stressed that overall declarations should encompass
not only production facili ties with a production for chemical weapons purposes
but also other facilities producing chemicals which can be used for chemical
weapons purposes. It is understood that for the time being the paragraphs
under the heading 'Declarations of chemical weapons production facilities and
plans for their elimination' refers only to production facilities with a
production for chemical weapons purposes. A separate heading 'Declarations
of other facilities producing chemicals which can be used for chemical weapons
purposes"has been inserted to indicate that the question of declaration of
sQ.ch facilities will need to be'worked on.

II~/ The view was expressed that pending the definition of chemical
,weapons production facilities, the possibility for other ways of elimination

should be kept open.
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(To be elaborated.)
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(To be elaborated.)

(To be elaborated.)

liB. PRmCIPLES FOR THE ORDER OF ELIMINATION OF CHEMICAL YIEAPONS
:PRODUCTION FACILITIES

(To be elaborated.)

"C. PRINCIPLES AND METHODS FOR TEE VERIFICATION OF THE croSum: AND
ELmINATION OF CHEMICAL 'WEAPONS PRODUCTION FACILITIES

"3. Elimination of chemical weapons production facilities temporari],J:
converted into chemical weapons destruction facilities

"4. Elimination of chemical weapons production facilities through
conversion into facilities for production for permitted
purposes ]J

"l. Principles and methods for the ve.rification or closure of chemical
weapons production facilities

1t3. Principles and methods for the verification of dismantling of
chemical weapons production facilities

liThe detailed arrangements for the actual verification of the elimination
shall be worked out in collaboration between the State Party and the
Consultative Committee (or its subsidiary organs, as appropriate) in
accordance with the following principles

~ Some delegations held the view that conversion of chemical weapens
production facilities into facilities for production for permitted ~urposes

should not take place.
"y Some delegations held the view that conversion of chemical weapons

production facilities into facilities for production. for p~r.mitted purposes
should not take place.

"2. ,Erinciples and methods for the verification of destruction of
chemical weapons production facilities

"4. Principles and methods for the v~riricationof eliminatien of
chemical weapons production facili tj.es which have teDlporarily
been converted into chemical weapons des~~ction facilities

"5. Principles and methods for the verification of elimination of
chemical weapons production facilities through convereion into
facilities for production for permitted purposes it



~-------------------------------
"Report of Working Group C

"1. Working Group C held 14 meetings from 6 March to 9 August 1985. In
addition the Chairman held five open-ended consultations with delegations.

"2. In accordance with the terms of reference for Working Group C (CD/CW/WP.98)
it attempted to draft the following articles: I.
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"National Implementation Measures

"Article VII

"Each State Party to this Convention shall adopt any measures it considers
necessary in accordance with its constitutional processes to implement this
Convention and, in particular, to prohibit and prevent anywhere under its
jurisdiction or control any activity that a State party to this Convention is
prohibited from conducting by this Convention.

Article VII - National Implementation Measures

Article IX - Consultation, Co-operation and Fact-finding

Working Group C used document CD/CW/WP.I06, Alternative I, tabled by the
Chairman on 12 April 1985, as a technical basis for the drafting exercise.

Article VIII - Consultative Committee

"4. In accordance with the mandate for the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical
Weapons (CD/551) the texts agreed upon are of a preliminary nature and not
binding on any delegation at this stage of the negotiations.

"In order to implement these obligations, each State Party shall, according
to its needs and speQific conditions, designate or establish a national
authority. !../

"Each State Party undertakes to inform the Consultative Committee
concerning the natic~tal authority and other legj.slative and administrative
measures taken to implement the Convention. .

"Each State Pal'ty undertakes to co-operate with the Coneultative Committee
in the exercise of all its functions and in particular to provide assistance to

\

"3. Working Group C was able to agree on texts of drafts of Article VII and
Article VIII, the texts of which are attached to this report. In the context of
Article VII it was ~uggested that guidelines for the functioning of the national
authority for the implementation of the Convention be elaborated. Working
Group C was only able to agree on paragraphs 1 and 2 of Article IX. Further
work is required to bring Article IX to the same stage of development as
Article VII a~d Article VIII.

11*/ It was suggested that guidelines for the functioning of the national
authority for the implementation of the Convention be elaborated.
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the Consultative Committee including data reporting, assistance for
international on-site inspections, provided for in this Convention, and a
response to all its requests for the provision of er.pertise, information and
laboratory support.

National T~chnical Means *1

"Article VIII

"Consultative Committee

"1. The States Parties to this Convention shall establish a Consultative
Committee [upon] [within 30 days after the] entry into force of this
Convention. Each State party to this Convention shall be entitled to appoint a
representative to the Consultative Committee.

"2. The first session of the Consultative Committee shall be convened by the
Depositary at [venue] not later than 30 days after the entry into force of the
Convention.

"3. The Consultative Committee shall [oversee] [review] the implementation of
the Convention, consider any questions or matters relevant to the Convention or
relating to the powers and functions of any organs established under the
Convention, foster international consultations and co-operation among States
Parties to the Convention, and promote the verification of compliance with this
Convention.

"4. For the purposes of this Convention the Consultative Committee shall be
responsible for: **1

""(a) establishing, and revising as necessary, procedures for exchange of
information, for declarations and for tecnnical matters related to the
implementation of this Convention;

"(b) receiving, keeping [and making available to States Parties]
declarations, plans and notifications presenteq by States Parties in accordance
with Articles ••• ;

"(c) carrying out all activities relating to the execution of measures of
. verification as specified in this Convention; further specifying procedures fo~

the conduct of systematic international on-site inspection; overseeing and
carrying out systematic international on-site verification in accordance with
Articles ••• ; receiving and considering requests for fact-finding procedures
and to conduct such procedures i~ accordance with Article ••• ;

"'!..I It was suggested that 1:10 reference to National Technical Means is
needed in a future Convention.

"~I The enumeration ~f responsibilities listed in paragraph 3 was not
considered to be exhausted.
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IICd) co-operating with the national authorities of States Parties in the
implementation of the Convention;

liCe) facilitating consultations and co-operation among States Parties at
their request by means of rendering services to them;

IICf) reviewing scientific and technical developments which could affect
the operation of this Convention;

"Cg) encouraging international scientific and technical co-operation in
the chemical field for peaceful purposes.

"5. The Consultative Committee shall establish an Executive Council [within
45 days after entry into force of the Convention]. The Council shall be
composed of representatives of [15] States Parties on the basis of an
appropriate geographic [and political] balance. [In addition, those permanent
members of the Security Council of the United Nations who are 'Parties to the
Convention should be reppesented.] The [elected] members of the Executive
Council shall serve for [two] [three] year period, with [five] of the members
replaced or re-elect~d each year.

"6. [The Executive Council shall have delegated authority to carry out the
functions of the Consultative Committee when it is not in session.] ~I The
Executive Council shall report to the Consultative Committee about the exercise
of the functions delegated to it.

111. The Consultative Committee shall meet in regular session annually; it
shall hold extraordinary sessions at the request of the majority of States
Parties to this Convention.

"8. Any decision of substance of the Consultative Committee and the
Executive Council requires a [two-third majority] [consensus], any other
decision'requires a simple majority. **/ [All decisions in the Consultative
Committee and in the Executive Councir-shall be taken by a two-third majority.]

119. The_ States Parties to this Convention shall establish a Technical
Secretariat that shall provide administrative support to the Consultative
Committee and the Executive Council and render technical assistance to States
Parties and the Executive Council.

"10. Further functions and the organizat~on of the Consultative Committee and
its subsidiary organs are specified in Annex •••

"*/ The division of responsibility between the Consultative Committee a~d

the Executive Council and the detailed functions of the latter remain to be
elaborated.

"**1 An opinion was expressed that the concept of consensus encompasses
that in-case the Executive Council is unable to reach a consensus on a given
sUbject matter, all views expressed should be made known to the States Parties
of the Convention.

-109-

i'
f
I



f,. ,,

"Article IX

"Consultation, Co-operation and Fact-Finding

"1. States Parties shall consult and co-operate, directly among themselves, or
through the Consultative Committee or other appropriate international procedures,
including procedures within the framework of the United Nations and in accordance
with its Charter, on any matter which may be raised relating to the objectives
or the implementation of the provisions of this Convention.

"2. States Parties to the Convention shall make every possible effort to clarify
and resolve, through exchange of information and consultations among them, any
matter which may cause doubt about compliance with this Convention, or which
gives rise to concerns about a related matter whi~h may be considered ambiguous.
[A Party which receives a request from another Party for clarification of any
matter which the requesting Party believes causes such doubts or concerns shall
provide the requesting Party, within ••• days of the request, with information
sufficient to answer the doubts or concerns raised along with an explanation on
how the information provided resolves the matter.] Nothing in this Convention
affects the right of any two or more States Parties to this Convention to arrange
by mutual consent for inspections or any other procedures among themselves to
clarify and resolve any matter which may cause doubts about compliance or gives
rise to concerns about a related matter which may be considered ambiguous. Such
arrangements shall not affect the rights and obligations of any State Party under
other provisions of this Convention.

The further contents of Article IX remain to be elaborated.

"Report of the Chairman of the Open-ended Consultations
of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons

"1. In accordance with the terms of reference o1,ltlined by the Chairman of the
Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons in document CD/CW/WP.98 dated
27 February 1985, the Open-ended Consultations considered the question of the
prohibition of the use of chemical weapons and the question of herbicides.

"2. It was agreed at the first Open-ended Consultations in spk'ing that within
the terms of reference, the Open-ended Consultations would deal with the
following four elements:

"(a) the prohibition of the use of chemical weapons;

"(b) the link of the prohibition of the use of chemical weapons to the 1925
Geneva Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or
Other Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare;

"(c) the prohibition of the 'use of herbicides as a method of warfare;

"(d) the verification of the prohibition of the use of chemical weapons
and of the prohibition of the use of herbicides as a method of warfare.

"3. As reported in document CD/CW/WP.l07 dated 22 April 1985, in the spring
session of the Conference on Disarmament the Open-ended Consultations dealt with
the first two elements, i.e. the prohibition of the use of chemical weapons and
the link of the prohibition of the use of chemical weapons to the 1925 Geneva
Protocol. A convergence of views has emerged from the consultations on a set of
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provisions deaUng with the two elements as contained in the Annex of
document CD/CW/WP.107, which in the view of the Chairman constitutes a basis
for consensus to be reached after further consultations.

114. In the second part of the session, the Open-ended Consultations considered
the two remaining elements, i.e. the question of the prohibition of the use of
herbicides as a method of warfare and the question of verification of the use
of chemical weapons and of the prohibition of the use of herbicides.

115. Seven meetiings of the Open-ended Consultations were held from 18 June to
5 August 1985.

IIProhibition of the use of herbicides as a method of warfare
and its verifieatien

116. The Open-ended Consultations discus·sed the problem concerning the
prohibition of the use of herbicides as a method of warfare and had considered
the formulation of such a prohibition contained in the annex of document CD/539
and the informal proposal of the Delegation of Sw~den submitted in January 1985.

117. In the course of the discussions, the Open-ended Consultations also considered
the informal proposals on the prohibition of the use of herbicides submitted by
the delegations of China, Iran, Pakistan, Sri Lanka and USSR, as well as the
informal working papers submitted by the delegation of the Netherlands and by
the delegation of Sweden on 15 July 1985 and the working paper submitted by the
delegation of Pakistan in document CD/CW/WP.l18 dated 22 July 1985.

118. There is a general understanding that the use of herbicides as a method of
warfare should be prohibited; obviously such a prohibition should not preclude
any other use of herbicides. It is also generally understood that herbicides
are not to be considered as chemical weapons.

119. Several delegations were of the view that such a prohibition should be
provided in the convention banning chemical weapons, while several other
delegations took the view that it could be incorporated in a separate legal
instrumenE such as a protocol to be attached to the convention. Some delegations
who considered the possibility of a separate instrument dealing specifically
with the prohibition of the use of herbicides attached to the convention were of
the opinion that the convention must expressly provide that the separate instrum
instrument constitutes an integral part of the convention. Suggestion was also
made that the separate instrument would not be attached to the convention; there
could be provisions in both instruments providing for their simultaneous signature
and ratification.

1110. Delegations were generally of the view that a provJ.sJ.on banning the use of
herbicides as a method of warfare should be complemented with a clear
understanding that herbicides mean chemical substances which, due to their
purpose and direct effects, interfere with life processes of plants.

"11. Delegations felt that future provisions prohibiting the use of herbicides
as a method of warfare should not be interpreted as in any way
applicable rules of international law pertaining to the use of herbicides.
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"12. In this connection, certain delegations were of the view that the existing
legal instruments relating to the use of herbicides should be examined to
determine their adequacy in prohibiting the use of herbicides. Several other
delegations took the view that those existing legal instruments do not adequately
deal with the use of herbicides.

"13. A few delegations referred to another aspect of the problem, namely the
question of verification of the prohibition of the use of herbicides. However,
the question was not discussed for lack of time and needs to be fully addressed
at the next session.

"14. Chairman's informal suggestions on a possible wording:

"In view of the progress made in the discussions in the Open-ended
Consultations, the Chairman believes that in order to facilitate further progress,
an attempt should be made to reflect the main trends of the discussions so far in
a set of wording which does not constitute a final draft. For that purpose, and
without prejudice to the position of delegations, the Chairman suggested the
following wording which shall not bind any delegations:

"(1) Each State party undertakes not to use herbicides as a method of warfare;
such a prohibition should not preclude any other use of herbicides.

"(2) For the purpose of this Convention, herbicides mean chemical substances
which, due to their purpose and direct effects, interfere with life
processes of plants.

"(3) The provision of paragraph (1) shall not be interpreted as in any way
impairing the applicable rules of international law pertaining to the use
of herbicides.

"Verification of the prohibition of the use of chemical weapons

"15. Open-ended consultations on the question of verification of the prohibition
of the use of chemical weapons were held, in which the report of the Co-ordinator
of the consultations on the prohibition of the use of chemical weapons on the
criteria for the objective and impartial verification of a prohibition of use of
chemical weapons contained in annex II of CD/416 dated 22 August 1983 and the
informal Working Paper of the Chairman of the Open-ended Consultations dated
8 July 1985 were used as basis for discussions.

"16. Ther,g was an exchange of general views on certain aspects relating to the
subject. In the course of the discussions, the Observer Delegation of Norway
made a statement on its Working Paper contained in document CD/601 dated
20 June 1985. Substantive discussions had, however, hardly begun.

"17. It is generally understood that provisions in the Convention for
international verification by means of challenge procedure shall apply equally
to complaints of the use of chemical weapons in violation of the Convention.

"18. In view of the specific nature of the situations where chemical weapons are
alleged to be or to have been used, several delegations were of the view that
specific provisions in the Convention dealing with international verification of
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complaints on the use of chemical weapons were deemed appropriate. Such
specific provisions should however be elaborated in close conjunction with the
elaboration of provisions on verification as a whole, as some of those
provisions might be equally applicable to the verification of the prohibition
of the use of chemical weapons.

"19. In discussing such specific provisions on verification of the
prohibition of the use of chemical weapons - to constitute a part of a
general regime of verification - several elements were mentioned:

"(a) the need for a short time limit for the commencement of an
on-site investigation requested by a State party, carried out by the
Consultative Committee.

"(b) the need for the State party lodging the complaint and
requesting an on-site investigation to provide relevant information
concerning the alleged use of chemical' weapons.

"(c) the need for all States Parties to give access to the team
of experts assigned ,by the appropriate organ of the Consultative Committee
to conduct an on-site investigation.

"(d) the need for the State Party in whose territory the team of
experts is to conduct its activities to endeavour to ensure the safety
of the members of the team of experts.

n(e) the need for the Consultative Committee to draw up inter alia:

a list of experts;

a list of laboratories;

a list of equipment needed;

- a guideline for the collection and analysis of information and
samples.

"20. 'In-depth discussions on the question of verification of the prohibition
of the use of chemical weapons, and in particular discussions on the possible
elements of specific provisions on the subject, are required."

E. Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space

97. The item on the agenda entitled "Prevention of an arms race in outer space"
was considered by the Conference, in accordance with its programme of work, during
the periods 4-15 March and 1-5 July 1985.

98. The list of documents presented to the Conference during its 1985 session
under the agenda item is contained in the Report submitted by the Ad Hoc Committee
referred to in the following paragraph. \

99. At its 334th plenary meeting, on 29 August 1985, the Conference adopted the
Report of the Ad Hoc Committee established by the Conference under the agenda item
at its 304th plenary meeting (see paragraph 13 above). That Report (CD/641) is
an integral part of this Report and reads as follows:
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"1. Introduction

"1. At· its 304th plenary meeting on 29 March 1985, the Conference on Disarmamentadopted the following decision:

"In the exercise of its responsibilities as the multilateral disarmamentnegotiating forum in accordance with paragraph 120 of the Final Document of thefirst special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, theConference on Disarmament decides to establish an Ad Hoc Committee under item 5of its agenda entitled "Prevention of an arms race in outer space".

"The Conference requests the Ad Hoc Committee, in discharging thatresponsibility, to examine, as a first step at this stage, through substantiveand general consideration, issues relevant to the prevention of an arms race inouter space.

"The Ad Hoc Committee will take into account all existing agreements, eeXisting proposals and future initiatives and report on the progress of its workto the Conference on Disarmament before the end of its 1985 session.

"II. Organization of work and documents

""2. At its 314th plenary meeting on 20 June 1985, the Conference on Disarmamentappointed Ambassador Saad Alfarargi (Egypt) as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee.Miss Aida Luisa Levin, United Nations Department of Disarmament Affairs, servedas the Committee's Secretary.

"3. The Ad Hoc Committee held 20 meetings between 24 June and 26 August 1985.
"4. At their request, the Conference on Disarmament decided to invite therepresentatives of the following States no~ members of the Conference toparticipate in the meetings of the Ad Hoc Committee: Austria, Denmark, Finland,Greece, Ireland, New Zealand, Norway and Spain.

"5. The Ad Hoc Committee had before it the following documents relating tothe agenda item submitted to the Conference .on Disarmament during the 1985session:

CD/579

CD/584

CD/606

CD/607

China's Basic Pusition on the Prevention of an Arms Racein Outer Space;

Decision on the establishment of an Ad Hoc Committee onItem 5 of the Agenda entitled: "Prevention of an Arms Racein Outer Space";

Letter dated 2 July 1985 from the Permanent Representative ofCanada transmitting a two volume compendium of CD VerbatimRecords and Working Papers submitted to the Conference on thesubject of the Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space;

"Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space", Working paperof a group of socialist countries (also issued as CD/OS/WP.3);
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Letter dated 9 July 1985 addressed to the President of the
Conference on Disarmament from the Representative of the USSR
transmitting the text of the reply of the General secretary
of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union, Mr. Mikhail Gorbachev, to the Union of Concerned
Scientists, published on 6 July 1985;

"Survey of International Law Relevant to Arms Control and
Outer Space", submitted by Canada (also issued as CD/os/wp.6);

"Principal international agreements which apply or otherwise
relate directly or indirectly to outer space", working paper
submitted by the United Kingdom (also issued as CD/OS/WP.7);

Letter dated 21 August 1985 addressed to the President of the
Conference on Disarmament by the Representative of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics transmitting the texts of
Documents connected with the USSR proposal "The basic :';irections
and principles of international co-operation in peaceful .
exploration of outer space under conditions of its
non milita~ization".

"In addition, the Committee had before it the following working papers::ment
,tee.
ved

5.

and,

CD/OS/WP.1

CD/OS/WP.2

CD/OS/WP.3

CD/O§/WP.4

CD/OS/WP.5

CD/os/wp.6

CD/OS/Wr'.7

CD/OS/Wp.8

CD/OS/WP.9

List of documents of the Conference on Disarmament relating
to agenda item 5: "Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer
Space" ;

List of General Assembly resolutions relating to
agenda item 5 transmitted to the Secretary-General of the
United Nations to the Conference on Disarmament;

P~evention of an Arms Race in Outer Space, Working Paper
of a group of socialist countries (also issued as CD/607);

Programme of work for the Ad Hoc Committee on the
Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space, proposed by a
group of socialist countries;

1985 Programme of Work;

"Survey of International Law Relevant to Arms Control
and Outer Space", submitted by Canada (also issued as
CD/6l8) ;

"Principal international agreements which apply or otherwise
relate directly or indirectly to outer space", working
paper submitted by the United Kingdom (also issued as
CD/637) ;

Proposals of Sweden relating to prevention of an arms
race in outer space;

Conclusil:>ns drawn by a group of socialist countries from
the consideration by the Ad Hoc Committee of the issues
included in its programme of work.

-115-



"12. The sam
threat· of the
threat stemme
which is not
and deploymen

"13. These d
and other con
These consequ
threat of the
directions an
of the prospe
tension; vas
and obstacles

"14. Some ot
heritage of m
outer space sh
SCiCltltific, ec
the genuine co
the prevention
outer space is
that the first
surrounding th
permitted, wha
attention. Th,
basic terms as
activities in
that contributl
agreements. IJ
protection of i

regarding the
that proteotio
given. In the
to prevent an
a prior common

mankind in th
purposes, as
the Aotivitie
the Moon and

1115. With res
in outer spaoe
only be used f

"11. Delegat
that outer sp
exploration a
Ol":.aer to prom
They noted th
and that urge
the arms race

-116-

"(c) proposals and future initiatives on the prevention of an arms race
in outer space.

"9. Some delegations emphasized that the development of new &pace weapon systems
will lead to an acceler~tion of the arms race, both horizontally and vertically,
at the cost of existing legislation relating to outer space, arms limitation
agreements and t~e disarmament proqess as a whole; amplify prevailing military
assymetries between the two major space Powers and their allies, on the one
hand, and the non-aligned and neutral States, on the other.; and will lead to the
introduction of new weapon technologies into regions not directly concerned with
either of the two major ~pace Powers, further undermining their security.

"10. There was also criticism by some delegations concerning the use of
reconnaissance and surveillance satellites by space Powers to monitor
strategically-vital information about countries that have no way of controlling
or having access to such information. Furthermore, the attention of the
Committee was drawn to the fact that there had been instances where satellites
ha~ been used in support of military operations against developing countries.
In this view, that situation, which had important implications for the security
of most countries, did not reflect recognition of the common interest of all

118. Some delegations stressed that outer space was the common heritage of
mankind and that, consequently, the exploration and exploitation of outer space
should be preserved for exclusively peaceful purposes to promote the scientific,
economic and social development of all countries. Some of the above delegations
noted that up to the present, outer space had been an area free of weapons but
that there was a growing threat of the emergence of 'active' space systems,
mainly for anti-ballistic and anti-satellite warfare. In their view, such
developments posed an imminent risk that the military competition between the
two major nuclear-weapon States would extend into outer space. All the above
delegations expressed concern at the extensive use of outer space for military
purposes that was already taking place. They pointed out that the majority of
space objects now in orbit, while not meant as weapons or as weapons platforms,
served military functions and constituted integral parts of weapons systems on
earth and of strategic doctrines associated with the use of nuclear weapons.

"7. In accordance with the programme of work, delegations exchanged views
regarding issues relevant to the prevention of an arms race in outer space.

"(b) existing agreements relevant to the prevention of an arms race in
outer space;

In order to give equal treatment to those SUbjects, the Committee further decided
to allocate three meetings to each.

lI(a) Consideration of issues relevant to the prevention of an arms race
in outer space;

IIIII. Substantive work during the 1985 Session

116. Following an initial exchange of views, the Ad Hoc Committee, at its
sixth meeting, adopted a programme of work for the 1985 Session (CD/OS/WP.5)
containing the following points:
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mankind in the progress of the exploration and use of outer space for peaceful
purposes, as stated in the preamble of the 1967 Treaty on Principles Governing
the Activities of States in the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including
the Moon and other Celestial Bodies.

"11. Delegations of the group of socialist countries fully shared the view
that outer space is the common heritage of mankind and that, consequently, its
exploration and usa should be preserved for exclusively peacefUl purposes in
or~er to promote scientific, economic and social development of all countries.
They noted that up to the present, outer space has been an area free of weapons
and that urgent measures have to be taken in order to prevent the extension of
the arms race to outer space.

"12. The same delelgations emphasized that there was increasing concern at the
threat of the spread of the arms race to outer space. In their view, this
threat stemmed from the programme known as the "Strategic Defence Initiative",
which is not a research programme as it is stated but aimed at the development
and deployment in space of a new class of armament - attack space'weapons.

"13. These delegations elaborated on the adverse political, military, economic
and other consequences that, in their opinion, an arms race in space would have.
These consequences included destabilization of the strategic situation; increased
threat of the outbreak of nuclear warj acceleration of the arms race in all
directions and growth of nuclear arsenalsj undermining of existing treaties and
of the prospects for arms limitation and reduction, and increase of military
tension; vast unproductive expenditures; damage to the peaceful use of space
and obstacles to international co-operation in the peaceful use of space.

"14. Some other delegations shared the view that outer space was the common
heritage of mankind and that, consequently, the exploration and use of
outer space should be preserved for exclusively peaceful purposes to promote the
sci~ntific, economic and social development of all countries. They also shared
the genuine concerns expressed on the part of many countries on the subject of
the prevention of an arms race in outer space. They noted, however, that
outer space is presently not, in fact, an area free of weapons. They stressed
that the first task of the Ad Hoc Committee was to clarify ambiguities
surrounding the existing legal r~gimes in outer space in terms of what was
permitted, what was prohibited, what grey areas might exist and what gaps required
attention. They pointed out that there was no agreement on the meaning of such
basic terms as 'peaceful purposes' or 'militar1zation'. It was noted that many
activities in space, while of a military character, served a variety of functions
that contributed to stability and to monitor!ng the implementation of disarmament
agreements. In that context, these delegations mentioned the problem of the
protection of satellites and pointed out that there were differing views
regarding the protection already afforded by the existing legal regime, whether
that protection needed to be strengthened and,-if so, what scope.it should be
given. In their view, the consideration of proposals for additional measures
to prevent an arms race in outer space presupposes that the Committee ~eaches

a prior common understanding of what 1s permitted and what is prohib1tsd.

"15. With respect to the question of whether there was a threat of an arms race
in outer space, one delegation noted that it believed that outer space should
only be used for peaceful purposes and to that end it was engaged in bilateral

-1l1~
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negotiations. It was ready in the Ad Hoc Committee to discuss issues relating
to outer space in a manner consistent with, and complementary to, the bilateral
negotiations. It stressed that the Strategic Defence Initiative was only a
research programme that was consistent with all international obligations of
its country, including eXisting treaties. It pointed out that one country
possessed currently operational capabilities in this area and, for many years,
had been conducting research into advanced technologies for strategic defence.

"16. One delegation answered that its country had not been conducting research
into advanced technologies for strategic defence.

"17. Some delegations stresseci that the ambiguities surrounding the existing
legal regime could only be resolved or clarified in the process of elaboration
of new agreements, as none other than States Parties to existing treaties had
the competence to interpret those legal instruments. Those delegations believed
that as far as the international community was concerned, the calling into
question of the meaning of the terms in international instruments by States
Parties themselves, placed these instruments in jeopardy. Therefore, these
delegations emphasized that reference to ambiguities in existing legal
instruments would be devoid of meaning and even have the effect of diverting
attention if made outside the framework of negotiations of further agreement or
agreements to prevent an arms race in outer space. In this context they
expressed the need to engage in the preliminary task of clarifying ambiguities
surrounding weaponization of outer space and the 'state of art' in space
weapons within the context of negotiation. In particular, the need to reach
agreement on the meaning of such basic terms as 'peaceful purposes',
~ilitarization', or 'weapons of mass destruction', especially since recent

developments in weapon technology have blurred the traditionally accepted
interpretation of those terms among the space Powers.

"~8. All delegations welcomed the initiation of bilateral negotiRtions on space
and nuclear arms and recognized their importance. At the same time, they stressed
the importance of, and need for, a multilateral approach to issues relating to
the prevention of an arms race in outer space.

"19. Many delegations considered that the two negotiatlng parties should bear
constantly in mind that not only their nattonal interests but also the vital
interests of all the peoples of the world are at stake and, accordingly, should
keep the General Assembly and the Conference on Disarmament dUly informed of
the progress of their negotiations, without prejudice to the progress of the
negotiations. These delegations further believed that bilateral negotiations
do not in any way diminish the urgent need to initiate multilateral negotiations
in the Conference on Disarmament on the prevention of an arms race in outer space.

"20. With respeot to eXisting agreements, multilateral as well as bilateral,
relevant to the prevention of an arms race in outer space,·the Group of Socialist
delegations emphasized that there exists already an inte~national legal regime
which places ce~tain limitations on various arms and military activities in
outer space. In their view, however, all the agreements are not sufficient to
put an effective barrier against the extension of the arms race into space, as
they leave open certain channels, such as the development and deployment in
outer space of weapons or systems of weapons not defined as weapons of mass
destruction, or the deployment of certain weapons-systems to be used against
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objects in space, or used from space against objects on Earth. They have
ooncluded, therefore, that concrete measures are needed urgently to prevent
such developments as ~hey would entail dangerously destabilizing consequences.

"21. Some delegations answered that there already exists a substantial body of
law - both customary and treaty law - that is applicable to activities in space,.
Adherence to this body of law provides assurance that outer space will only be
used for peaceful purposes.

"22. With respect to the legal regime applicable to outer space, it was stressed
that, as affirmed in the 1967 outer Space Treaty, activities in the exploration
and use of outer space should be carried out in accordance with international
law, including the Charter of the United Nations. In this connection, some
delegations noted the relevance of the provisions of Article 2 (4) of the
United Nations Charter concerning the non-use of force.

"23. Some delegations considered that those provisions constituted a central
element of the legal regime in outer space. They noted that the prohibition of
the use of force was sUbject to Article 51 of the Charter, which recognizes the
inherent right of individual and collective self-defence in case of armed attack.
They expressed the view that Article 2 (4) of the Charter already afforded
protection to space 'objects and that, therefore, this should be taken into
account when considering the need for additional measures for the protection of
satellites against the use of force.

"24. Other delegations, while reoognizing the importance of the general
principle on the non-use of force, as laid down in the United Nations Charter,
noted that it did not preclude the militarization of outer space, as evidenced
by the conclusion of international agreements specifically relating to outer
space, inter alia, the 1967 OUter Space Treaty. It was also noted that
Article 2 (4) did not prohibit the development, testing and deployment of
strike space weapons; Furthermore, in regard to the reference to Article 51
of the Charter, they reiterated that this Article could not be invoked to
justify the use or threat of use of force from outer space.

"25. In the consideration of existing agreements, delegations discussed a number
of mUltilateral and bilateral instruments, inter alia, the Treaty Banning Nuclear
Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and under Water (1963>, the Treaty
on Principles Governing the Activities of States in the Exploration and Use of
IJuter Space, including the Moon and Other celestial Bodies (1967>, the Convention
on Registration of Objects Launched into OUter Space (1975>, the Convention on
the Prohibition of Military or Any Other Hostile Use of Environmental
Modification Techniques (1977>, the Agreement Governing the Activities of States
on the Moon and other celestial Bodies (1979> and the Treaty Between the
United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the
Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems (1972>" In this connection,
reference was made to documents CD/os/wp.6 and tD/OS/WP.7.

"26. Considerable attention focused on the 1267 Outer Space Treaty and the
significance of the Treaty was generally underlined. At the same time, various
delegations stated that the Treaty contained terms that lent themselves to
different interpretations. In addition, a number of delegations believed that,
because ,of ita limited scope, the Treaty was not sufficient to prevent an arms
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race in outer space. They pointed out that, while th~ Treaty, together with .
the Moon Treaty, provided for the complete demilitarization Qf the moon and
other celestial bodies, as well as for their orbits and trajectories, as far
as the orbit around the Earth was concerned, it only prohibited the placement
there of any object carrying nuclear weapons or any' other kind of weapons of
mass destruction, or the stationing of such weapons in outer space in any
other manner. In their view, therefore, there was a risk that the Treaty could
be considered by some to leave open a number of options for the military use of
outer space. This, however, in the judgement of these delegations, would run
counter. to the spirit of the Treaty, since its Preamble sets down that outer
space should be used for peaceful purposes. Two delegations held that the
arms control regime applicable to outer space was far more comprehensive than
the arms control regime on Earth. In this view, the outer Space Treaty,
together with the Partial Test Ban Treaty which, inter alia, prohibited nuclear
explosions in outer space, had the effect of making outer space a
nuclear-weapon-free zone.

"21. Various delegations referred to the 1915 Registration Convention requiring
States of registry to furnish to the Secretary-General of the United Nations
information concerning space objects, including their general function. Those
delegations felt that this Convention, if adequately implemented, could serve
as a valuable confidence-building measure in that it would give greater
transparency to outer space activities.

"28. Some delegations held that the examination of the existing legal regime
undertaken by the Ad Hoc Committee had confirmed the need to clarify ambiguities
and arrive at consensus interpretations of what was permitted and what was
prohibited. Many delegations held that the work of the Committee would be most
successful if it proceeded by undertaking a complete examination of the preaent
legal regime aimed at a common understanding of that regime. Other delegations
believed that the discussion had shown that the existing body of international
law applicable to outer 8pace contained many loopholes to prevent effectively
an arms race in outer space. Therefore, they believed that it was imperative
to commence negotiations immediately with a view to arriving at agreement or
agreements that will prevent such an arms race in outer space. Many other
delegations pointed out that the Committee should instead direct its work
towards practical measures prev~nting an arms race in outer space in all its
aspects as recommended by Un it·ell Nations General Assembly resolution 39/59.

"29. A number of views and proposals were brought to the attention of the
Committee (CD/274, CD/476, A/39/243, CD/607; CD/357, CD/PV.263, CD/540,
para. 109; CD/540, para. 110; CD/579; CD/PV.252, CD/PV.30l, CD/Os/wp.8;
CD/PV.279; CD/PV.3l8; CD/PV.325.>.

"30. Stressing the ne~d to block all channels for the extension of the arms
race into outer space, delegations of the group of socialist countries drew
attention to the draft treaties on the prohibition of the stationing of weapons
of any kind in outer space, submitted in 1981, contained in document CD/274p
and on the prohibition of the use of force in outer space and from space against
the Earth, submitted in 1983, contained in document CD/476, and to the proposal
on the use of outer space exclusively for peaceful purposes for the benefit of
all mankind, submitted in 1984. They also referred to their proposal, which
called for an agreement on the prohibition and elimination of an entire class
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of ~Ieapons, namely, attack space systems of any kind - conventional, nuclear,
laser, particle-beam or any other form - whether manned or unmanned. Such
space systems could not be developed, tested or deployed, either for
anti-missile defence or as anti-satellite systems, or for use against targets
on Earth or in the air and systems that had already been developed should be
destroyed. In their view, all these proposals provided a constructive basis
for working out an agreement or agreements for the prevention of an arms race
in outer space. In their opinion, which was shared by other delegations, a
first step in that direction would be for other States to join in the
unilateral moratorium already declared by one State on the launching of
anti-satellite weapons in outer space, which would be in force as long as other
states acted in the same way. These delegations were of the view that the
1983 draft treaty submitted to the Conference in document CD/476 was a good
basis for conducting negotiations on the problem under consideration.

"31. In connection with .the latter proposal, some delegations observed that the
text concerned had serious deficiencies, inter alia, because of i~s unequal
approach, the imprecision of its definitions, and its lack of effective
verification proposals.

"32. ""ome other delegations rejected those assertions and pointed out that, if
such preliminary observations had any ground at all, they could be considered
in the co~rse of the negotiations with a view to elaborating a generally
agreed comprehensive agreement to prevent an arms race in outer space.

"33. Various delegations referred to.suggestions or proposals concerning the
prohibition of anti-satellite systems and the protection of satellites.' The
view was expressed that the main task should be to negotiate an international
treaty banning all space weapons, including weapons directed against targets
in space. Such a ban should cover the development, testing and deployment of
ASAT weapons on Earth, in the atmosphere and in outer space and should include
the destruction of existing ASAT systems. Furthermore, in this view, damage,
disturbance and harmful interference in the normal functioning of permitted
space objects should be forbidden in international agreements in order to
strengthen the Outer Space Treaty and confirm the International Telecommunications
Convention.

"34. Some delegations noted that there were a number of questions that would
have tQbe addressed in the consideration of a ban on ASAT systems, inter alia,
the definition of anti-satellite weapons, the problem of dual-purpose space craft
and the problems posed by the fact that ABM and ASAT technologies shared common
elements. It was suggested that, taking into'account the need to assure the
verifiability of eventual treaty commitments, the first objective should be to
prohibit untested anti-satellite systems, i.e., systems.capable of hitting
satellites in high orbit~ The desirability of a ban on such systems was stressed
on the grounds that high altitude satellites performed a number of stabilizing
functions. 'The view was expressed that an agreement banning the development,
testing and deployment of high-altitude ASAT systems should be regarded as a
first step towards more comprehensive agreements to prevent an arms race in
outer space.

"35. Various delegations noted that bilateral agreements, such as the 1972
ABM Treaty and the two SALT agreements, provided protection for satellites of
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the parties that served as national technical means of verification and
suggested the desirability of multilateralizing that immunity to cover the
satellites of third countries.

"36. On this question, the view was also expressed that the Conference on
Disarmament should, in its exploration of issues relevant to arms control in
outer space, consider the possibility of the protection from attack of all
satellites which contributed to the preservation of strategic stability and'
which were instrumental in monitoring arms control and disarmament agreements.
Further~ore, this same protection should be extended to the ground stations
essential for the operation of those satellites.

"37. One delegation, recalling that nuclear-weapon States had used military
satellites in support of military actions against developing countries, held
that this was a major consideration to be taken into account in connection with
the question of the protection of satellites. It further stated that
international peace and security could not be allowed to depend on such concepts
as strategic stability for they lay at the heart of the action/reaction process
that perpetuated the nuclear arms race and with it the danger of the annihilation
of mankind.

"38. In connection with the statement in the paragraph above; some delegations
pointed out that strategic stability is an objectively important factor in
maintaining and strengthening peace and international security, and that they
continued to strive to maintain military balance at the lowest possible level.

"39. ,other delegations added that the concept of strategic s~ability and the
means of its implementation employed by their countries were fUlly consistent
with the obligations of all States to settle international disputes by peacefUl
means and to refrain from the use or threat of use of force against the
territorial integrity or political independence of any State.

"40. Some delegations were of th~ opinion that all aspects of the arms race 1n
outer space should be dealt with in order to achieve a comprehensive regime to
prevent an arms race in outer space. In their view, the principles of
demilitarization should be extended to encompass outer space as a whole.

"41. Various delegations held that verifiability was a fundamental criterion
that should be applied ~n the consideration of proposals relating to the
prevention of an arms race in outer space. They pointed out that; as discussed
in document CD/OS/WP.7, in the case of most existing agreements, for example,
the ENMOD Convention and the Outer Space Treaty', verification provisions were
limited. They suggested that, at the present stage of technical development,
some sort of international direct inspection should be applied, inclUding
on-site inspection, whenever feasible. Some delegations believed that
consideration should be given to the establishment of an international agency
to verify compliance so that all Parties may have access to the results of
verification. In that connection, a number of delegations referred to the
proposal for the establishment of an international satellite monitoring agency.
Many delegations supporting the proposal for the establishment of an
international satellite monitoring agency, pointed out that it would, inter alia,
overcome the credibility gap that besets the existing national technical means
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of verification. They, however, held that an imposition of verifiability as a
fundamental criterion would have the effect of creating an insurmountable
obstacle to all attempts at negotiating agreements to prevent an arms race in
outer space. They alluded in this context to the relevant paragraphs of the
Final Document of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament. Other delegations noted in the same context that one relevant
paragraph of the Final Document of the first special session of the
General Assembly of the United Nations devoted to disarmament (paragraph'3l)
states that 'Disarmament and arms limitation agreements should provide for
adequate measur'es of verification satisfactory to all parties concerned in order
to create the necessary confidence and ensure that they are being observed by
all parties. The form and modalities of the verification to be provided for in
any specific agreement depend upon and should be determined by the purposes,
scope and nature of the agreement. Agreements should provide for the
participation of parties directly or through the United Nations system in the
verification process. Where appropriate, a combination of several methods
of verification as well as other compliance procedures should be employed'.

"42. Some delegations, noting the inadequacy of the information furnished to
the Secretary-General of the United Nations under the 1975 Convention on the
Registration of Objects Launched into Outer Space, suggested the need to
consider ways and means of improving the implementation and, as appropriate,
augmenting the provisions of the Convention so that the international community
may have detailed information. on the nature and purposes of space activities.
They believed that this would be a valuable confidence-building measure and
would facilitate verification.

"43. $ame delegations also mentioned suggestions concerning the possibility of
developing, as a confidence-building measure, 'rules of the road' for space
objects.

"44. Some delegations believed that, in view of the advanced technology
involved. in the exploration and use of outer space, and the fact that only a
few States were in a position to benefit therefrom, it was necessary in the
consideration of proposals to contemplate ways and means of strengthening
international co-operation in the peaceful uses of outer space, so that all
States would have aCcess to all areas of space technology without discrimination
to promote their economic and sooial development according to their needs,
interests and priorities. It was also suggested that surveillance and
reconnaissance activities by satellite should be entrusted to an international
body that could set up data banks from which any country would be able to
obtain information relevant to its needs. Such a body could also be used to
provide advance.information on crisis situations, so as to enhance the
crisis management role of the United Nations.

"45. Some delegations, outlining their general-approach to the consideration of
proposals relating to the prevention of an arms race in outer space, stated that,
in their view, a proposal should meet three criteria. First, the proposal should
apply equally to all parties. Second, it should be verifiable. Third, there was
the question whether the proposal, even if rt applied equally and was verifrab1e,
would, if implemented, enhance stability and security. These delegations were
of the opinion that all of the proposals on this subject must meet those criteria.
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"46. Some delegations questioned the validity of the notion of stability put
forward qy nuclear-weapon States and their allies as a criterion to assess the
need for and desirability of meaOULes to prevent an arms race in outer space.
In their view, it was an integral element of strategic concepts and doctrines
that reflected the narrow security perceptions of the two alliance~ vis-a-vis
eaCh other. These delegations believed that questions relating to the
prevention of an arms race in outer space should be considered in a much broader
perspective taking full account of the concerns and interests of non-aligned and
neutral countries.

"47. In connection with this statement, some delegations recalled that their
position concerning the prevention of an arms race in outer space takes fully
into account the interests of all countries and peoples and had nothing to do
with the .. narrow security perceptions' mentioned above.

"48. Other delegations reiterated that the criteria used by them in implementing
their efforts for the prevention of an arms race in outer space were as follows:

- that outer space is the COIllll.OD heri:ta&e of all mankind;

that the exploration and use of outer. ~space should be preserved
for exclusively peaceful purposes in order to promote the soientific,
economic and social development of all countries.

Furthermore, in their view, none of their strategic concepts or doctrines were at
variance witb these criteria.

"49. In the opinion of IIlSr.\V' delegations, the consideration of the proposals put
forward before the Ad Hoc Committee had shown that there were areas of agreement
on a number of major aspects of the problem and that, consequently, there was a
good basis for pursuing the elaboration of an agreement or agreements to. prevent
an arms race in outer space. Man;r other delegations were of the view that the
discussion, while useful, had 'been general and prelilili.nary in nature. Some
pointed out that for future discussions proposals should be elaborated and
refined.

"50. A number of delegatio!lf}. emphasized ~he'need for the space powers to
demonstrate the n~cessar.Y political will, not only to avoid further militarization
of outer space, but also to recognize that the pursuit of their interests in
this sphere cannot take precedence over the interests of the international
community. .

"51. Various delegations believed that, in view of the complexity and technical
nature of the subject, t..lle work of the Ad Hoc Committee would benefit gTeatly
from the participation or experts. Accordingly, they suggested that at an
early stage during the next session consideration should be given to w~s and
means of orga~~zing that par~icipa~ion.

*
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"52. Ma.niY' delegations stressed that th~~ had accepted the mandate because it
expressly indicated that there would be a first exploratory stage and that
'~s a first step at this stage', it would be necessary to examine, 'througn
substantive and general consideration, issues relevant to the prevention of
an arms race in outer space'. In their view, it was clear from the explicit
reference in the last line in the mandate, that the stage referred to must ~nd

at the same time as the 1985 session of the Ad Hoc Committee and that next
year negotiations should begin with a view to the 'conclusion of an agreement
or agreements', as appropriate, to prevent an arms race in outer space, as
specifical~ stated in resolution 39/59 approved by 150 votes in favour and
none against.

"53. Other delegations stressed that in their view, the accepted mandate
was a relevant and rea~istic one that permitted a considerable amount of
concrete work which would not interfere, undercut or in a:rry way prejudge the
bilateral negotiations under ~ between the Un{ted States of ~merica and the
USSR on this issue. Furthermore, those delegations made clear their hope
that the mandate would not expire Oat the end of the 1985 session should the
Committee not have completed the kind of exploratory work envisaged by those
delegations in the mandate.

"54. Delegations of the socialist countries, fully sharing the op~n~on

expressed in paragraph 52 above, upheld the view that the Conference on
Disarmament should re-establish the Ad Hoc Committee at the beginning of its
1986 session with an appropriate mandate enabling it to start negotiations
on concrete practical measures urgent~ needed to prevent an arms race in all
its aspects in outer space, as recommended by the relevant resolution of the
United Nations General Assemb~. Furthermore, the group of socialist
countries proposed that Ambassador L. Bayart (Mongolia) be appointed as
Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space
for its01986 ses~ion.

"55~ Other delegations, taking note of the above-mentioned proposal of the
socialist countries, stated that further consultations would be necessary in
order to examine this matter.

"IV. Conclusion

"'56. The Ad Hoc Committee had a wide-ranging discussion that contributed to
clarifying the complexity of a number of pJi'oblems and to a better understanding
of positions. The importance and urgency of preventing an arms race in
outer space was recognized by the Committee and, consequently, all efforts
should be made to assure that sub~tantive work on the agenda item entitled
'Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space' will continue at the next session
of the Conference."

F. Effective International Arranp;ements to Assure Non-nuclear-weapon
States Against the Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons

100. The item on the agenda entitled '~ffec~ive international arrangements to
assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons" was considered by the Conference, in accordance with its programme of
work during the periods 8-12 April and 29 Ju~-2 August 1985.
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101. At its ~:;4th plenary meeting on 29 August 1985, the Conference adopted the
Report of the Ad Hoc Committee re-established by the Conference under the agenda
item at its ~26th plenary meeting (see paragraph l~ above)ft That Report (CD/640),
is an integral part of this Report and reads as follows:

"I. Introduction

"1. At its ~26th plenary meeting on 1 August 1985, the Conference on
Disarmament decided to re-establiSh for the re~inder of its 1985 session,
an ad. hoc committee to continue to negotiate with a view to reaching ~eemant

on effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon states
asainst the use or threat of use of nuc10ar weapons. The Conference further
decided that the ad hoc committee would report to the Conference on the
progress of its work before the conclusion of the 1985 session (document CD/628).

"II. Organization of work and documents

"2. Also at i ts ~26th plenar.r meeting, the Conference on Disarmament
appointed Ambassador Mansur Ahmad (Pakistan) as Chairman of the. Ad Hoo
CollllDittee. Mr. M. Cassaniira, United Nations Department for Disarmmsnt
Affairs, served as Secretar,r to the Ad Hoc Committee.

"3. The Ad Hoc Committee held 3 meetings between 12 and 22 A'UlUSt 1985.

"4. At their request, the Conference on Disarmament decided to invite the
representatives of the following States not members of the Conference to
participate in the meetings ot the Ad Hoc Committee during the 1985 sessions
Austria, Bangladesh, Cameroon, Finland, Greece, NorwBiY' Senegal and Spain.

"5. The Committee had before it the documents of previous sessions related
to the item. ]/

"III.· Substantive work

~.
\

. / ...

"6. Owing to the time constraint imposed by the late establishment of the
Ad Hoc Commi.ttee, the Chairman held informal consultations with delegations with
a view to determining the most efficacio~ manner to address the item during
the remaining part of the session. As. a result of his informal consultations,
the Chairman concluded that the positions espoused by the nuclear-weapon States
during previous years had not changed. However, an overwhelming number of
delegations, including those of the nuclear-~aponStates, stressed the
importance of the agenda item and their readiness to engage in a substantive
dialogue on the issue. Those delegations believed that nuclear disarmament
and the complete elimination of nuclear weapons was th,e most effective
guarantee against the- use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. They believed

"y The list of documents of previous sessions up to and including the 1982
session is contained in the report of the Ad Hoc Worki.ng Group on Effective
International Arrangements to Assure Non-Nuclear-Weapon States against the Use
or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons to the Committee on·Disarmament, in view of
the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament
(CD/285). The 1 ist of documents submitted to the 1983 session is conta.ined in
the report of the Ad Hoc Working Group to the Committee on Disarmament (r::n/417).,
The list of documents submitted to the 1984 session is conta.ined in the report
of the Ad Hoc Co~~ttee to the Conference on Disarrnamer.t (CD/536 and Corr.l).
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that until nuclear disarmament was ac.1lieved on a universal basis, it was
imperative for the international communit.r to develop effective measures to
assure the securit-j 01' non-nuclear-weapon States against the use of threat of
use of nuclear weapons from a:rry quarter. Those delegations reaffirmed the
need to find a common approach, acceptable to all, which could be included in
an international instrument of a legal~ binding character.

1i1. During the course of consultations, several delegations observed that in
their view ill the absence of a nuclear disarmament process, no useful purpose
could be served ~~ a substantive consideration of the item and that the most
effective assurance of security against the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons is nuclear disarmament and prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons.
In addition, some dfelegations recalled the statements of the Group of 21,
contained in documents CD/280 and CD/401 and said. that until the
nuclear-weaporl States were ready to change their positLms, there would be no
prospects of reaching agreements on effective international arrangements to
assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons and that further negotiations in the Ad Hoc Committee on this item
were unlikely to be fruitful so long as the nuclear-weapon States do not
exhibit a genuine political will to reach a satisfactor,y agreement. Other
delegations said that in their view the earlier re-establishment of an
Ad Hoc Committee on the subject might have permitted some progress.

"IV. Conclusions and Recommendations

"8. Against the a:t:ore-mentioned background the Ad Hoc Committee recommends
to the Conference on Disarmament that ways and means should continue to be
explored to overcome the difficulties encountored in its work in carr,ying out
negotiations on the question of effective international arrangements to
assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons. The Ad Hoc Committee generally agreed that the Conference on
Disarmament should keep this item under active consideration at the
1986 sess;i.on taking into account the mandate of the Ad Hoc Committee as well
as 'Present and future relevant recommendations of the General Assemb~."

G. New Types of Weapons of Mass Destruction and New
Systems of Such Weapons; Radiological Weapons

102. 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
Conference, in accordance with its programme 'of work, during the periods
15-19 April and 5-9 August 1985.

103. The list of documents presented to the Conference during its 1985 session
under the agenda item is contained in the Report submitted by the Ad Hoc
Committee referr~d to in the following paragraph.

104. At its 334th plenary meeting on 29 August 1985, the Conference adopted the
Report of the Ad Hoc Committee re-established by the Conference under the
agenda item at its 289th plenary meeting (see paragraph 13 above). That Report
(CD/635), is an integral part of this Report and reads as follows:
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"2. Requests the Conference on Disarmament to contiI;l.Ue its negotiations on
the subject with a view to a ,prompt conclusion of its work, taking into
account all proposals presented to the Conference to this end, the resuI t
of which should be· submitted to the General Assembly at its
fortieth session;".

"1. In accordance with the decision taken by the Conference on Disarmament at
its 299th plenary meeting held on 14 March 1985, as contained in document CD/577 ,
the Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons was re-established, for the duration
of the 1985 session, with a view to reaching agreement on a convention
prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and use of radiological
weapons. The Conference further decided that the Ad Hoc Committee would report
to it on the progress of its work before the conclusion of the 1985 session.

"I. INTRODUCTION

"2. At its 306th plenary meeting on 4 April 1985, the Conference on Disarmament
appointed Ambassador Richard Butler of Australia as Chairman of the Ad Hoc
Committee. Mr. Victor Slipchenko, United Nations De1tartment for Disarmament
Affairs, served as Secretary of the Ad Hoc Committee.

"3. The Ad Hoc Commi.ttee held 16 meetings from 19 April to 16 August 1985. In
additiOll, the Chairman held a number of informal consultations with delegations.

"II. ORGANIZATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTATION

CD/?90, dated 17 Apr~l 1985, submitted by Canada, ~ntitled "Letter aated
15 April 1985 addressed to the Secretary-General of the Conference on
Disarmament by the Permanent Representative of Canada, transmitting a
compendium of CD Verbatim Records and working papers on radiological
weapons::

"4. At their request, the representatives of the following States not members
of the Conference on Disarmament participated in the work of the
!2:~ Committee: Finland, Norway, Portugal, Spain and Switzerland.

"5. In carrying out its mandate, the Ad Hoc Committee took into account
paragraph 76 of the Final Document of the first special session of the
United Nations 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 se ssions, the Ad Hoc Committee
took into account in particular resolution 39/151 J of the General Assembly of
17 December 1984. Paragraphs 1 and 2 of that resolution read as follows:

"I. Takes note of that part of the report of the Conference on Disarmament
that deals with the question of radiological weapons, in particular the
report of the .Ad Hoc Commi.ttee on Radiological Weapons and its
recommendation- that, in view of the fact that the Commi.ttee' s mandata was
not fulfilled, -the Conference on Disarmament should re-establish the
Ad Hoc Commi.ttee on Radiological Weapons at the beginning of its
1985 session;

116. In add! tion to the documents of previous sessions, the Ad Hoc Committee had
before it the follo'Wing Ilew documents for cor!sideration~ ---------=-,



- CD/594, dated 12 June 1985, submitted by a group of Socialist States,
entitled "Prohibition of radiological weapons and prohibition of attacks
against nuclear facilities"

- CD/RW/WP.59, d~ted 19 June 1985, entitled "Programme of Work of the
Ad Hoc Commi. ttee on Radiological Weapons"

- CD/RW/wp.60, dated 19 June 1985, entitled "Time-table"

- CD/RW/WP.6l, dated 2 July 1985, submitted by China, entitled "Some Views
on the Scope of Nuclear Fadlities"

- CDjRW/wp.62, dated 16 July 1985, submitted by China, entitled "Some
Opinions on the Definition and Criterion of Radiological Weapons ll

.' CD/RW/wp.63 and Rev. 1, dated 16 July and 5 August 1985, submitted by the
Chairman, entitled "Chairman's Suggestions for Draft Elements on Scope,
Definitions and Criteria"

- CD/RW/WP.64 and Rev. 1, dated 1 and 6 August 1985 submitted by the
Chairman, entitled "Chairman's Suggestions for an Element on 'Peaceful
Uses' "

- CD/:~.;J1l? 65 and Rev. 1, dated 8 and 12 August 1985, submitted by the
Chairman, entitled "Chairman's Suggestions for an Element on 'Nuclear
Disarmament'"

- CD/RW/WP. 66, dated 8 August 1985, entitled ''Draft Report of the
Ad Hoc Commi.ttee on Radiological Weapons"

- CD/RW/WP. 67, dated 12 August 1985, submitted by the Chairman, entitled
"Chairman's Suggestions for Draft Elements of an Annex relating to
Article II Cb)".

"Ill. WORK DURING THE 1985 SESSION

"1. At its 2nd meeting on 14 June, the Ad Hoc Commi. ttee decided at the
suggestion of the Chairman, to proceed on the basis of a "unitary" approach to
the 'two major questions l:?~fore it, i.e. the prohibition of radiological weapons
in the "traditional" sense and the prohibitioh of attacks against nuclear
facilities. Accordingly, it agreed to allocate equal time for the consideration

.of both questions without, however, procedurally dividing the work of the
Committee into two separate "tracksll or giving priority to either of them. It
further agreed that this decision was without prejudice to: the finaJ. positions
of delegations on a. treaty or treaties as SUCh; the "link" between the above two
questions; delegations' position on the appropriate manner of ~ealing with them.

"8. At its 3rd meeting, on 18 June, the Ad Hoc Committee adopted the following
programme of work for its 1985 session:

"Within the questions of the prohibition of radiological weaponl;i in the
'traditional' sense and the prohibition of attacks against nuclear facilitiea,
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the following problems should be discussed without prejudging the final position
of delegations as regards the 1I1ink" between the two aSr'\~cts of the issuea

- Definitions and Criteria

- Scope

- Peaceful uses

- Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament

- Compliance and verification".

"9. The Chairman submitted a number of suggestions for draft· treaty elements
which provided the basis for discussion during the meetings of the
Ad Roc Committee and resulted in the compila.tion of draft provisions, undertaken
by the Chairman, to reflect the state of deliberations on the two major questions
before the Ad Hoc Committee. This compilation is contained in the Annex to th.is
report. It is understood that the Annex is not binding on ~ delegation.
Furthermore, the issue of compliance and verification was only briofly touched
upon.

"IV. CONCLUSIONS AND BECOMMENDATIONS

"10. It was :recognized that "Che work accomplished by the Ad Hoc Committee in 1985
made a further contribution to the solution of the issues entrusted to it. 'It is
therefore recommended that the Conference on Disarmament should re-establish the
Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological 'Weapons at the beginning of its 1986 session and
that the Annex to this report be considered as a basis for further work.

IIAlrnEX

"SCOPE

Ill. Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes never under any circumstances to
develop, produce, stockpile, otherwise a.cquire or possess, transfer or use
radiological weapons.

"[2. Each State Party to this Treaty also undertakes never under any circumstances
to employ deliberately, by its dissemination, any radioactive material, not
defined as a radiological weapon in. Article ••• of this Treaty, to cause
destruction, d~, or injury by means of the radiation produced by the decS¥
of such material. J .

"[3. Each State Party further undertakes never under any circumstances to re1ef.<.[:j,}
or disseminate radioactive. material causing destruction 1 damage or injtl.ry~ by
means of the radiation produced by the decay of such ms,terial, by attacking
r.uclear facilities as they are defined in Article e .. of t?1is Tresty.]

Yf[Jach state Party to this TreatY' undertakes neTer under My circ\DDstances ~o
attack nuclear raC1~1ties.]· .
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"[3. bis This prohibition against attack shall not apply to nuclear facilities
givingregular significant and direct support to military operations in time of
war if such attack is the only feasible wa;r of terminating such support and
providing that such attacks do not lead to the release of radioactivity.]

"[4. The provisions of this Treaty shall not apply to nuclear explosive devices
or to radioactive material produced by them.]

"5. Each state Party to this Treaty also undertakes not in e¥JY wq to assist,
encourage or induce any person, state, gt'oup of states, or international
organization to engage in any of the activities which the states Parties to the
Treaty have undertaken not to engage in under the provisions of parag:raphs 1, 2
and 3 of thi s Arti cle.

"DEFINITIONS

''For the purposes of this Treaty:

"(a) the term "radiological weapon" means:

"(i) Any device, including any weapon or equipment, specifically
designed to employ radioactive material by disseminating it to
cause destruction, damage, or injury by means of the radiation
produced by the dec~ of such material;

"(ii) Any radioactive material specifically [Prepared] [designed] for
employment, by its dissemination, to cause destruction, daJnaBe,
or injury by means of the radiation produced by the deca;r of
such material.

"[(b) The term "nuclear facilities" means nuclear facilities [for peaceful
purposes] on land which are:

"(i) nuclear reactors;

"(ii) intermediate spent fuel storages;
storage of nuclear fuel];

lI(iii) reprocessing plants;

[fac11ities for transport and
1
o

1

"(iv) waste deposits and

"[(v) ~nrichment facilities.]]

"[[and which are under !AEA safeguards] [and which in accordance with Annex •••
are included in a Ret~ster maintained by the ~epositaTy. Annex ••• constitutes
an integt'aJ. part of the Treaty.]] y .

Ill/ In this context, CD/RW/wp.67 contains Chairman's suggestions tor draft
elements of an Annex relating to Article ~I (b).
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"PEACEFUL USES

11[1. Nothing in this Treaty should be interpreted as affecting the inalienable
rights of all States Parties to apply and develop their programmes for the
[peaceful] uses of nuclear energy for economic and social development [as well
as for the use of sources of radiation from radioactive dec~ for peaceful
purposes] [consistent with the need to prevent the [vertical, horizontal and
geographic] proliferation of nuclear weapons] [in all its aspects], [with the
need to achieve measures of nuclear disarmament] [with the overriding need of
nuclear disarmament measures], and in conformity with their priorities, interests
and needs [consistent with the provisions of the present Treaty].]

"[2. Each State Party undertakes [to contribute] [to I:romote] [to the fullest
possible extent to the strengthening of internationalJ co-operation in the
peaceful uses of nuclear energy [radioactive materials] taking into account the
particular needs of the developing countries.]

"[3. Each Sta'Ge Party undertake:s to contribute to the fullest possible extent to
the development of adequate measures of protection for all States against the
harmful effects of radiation.]

"CESSATION OF THE :NUCmAR ARMS RACE Am> :NUClEAR DISARMA.MENT

11[1. 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.]

n[2. Nothing in this Treaty shall be interpreted as in ~ WaN limiting or
detracting from existing rules of international law applicable in armed conflict
or limiting or detracting from obligations assumed by the States Parties under
any other international agreement. Nor shall it be interpreted as in ~~
affecting existing international law relating to nuclear weapons or detracting
from obligations to prevent the use or threat of use of such weapons and the
achievement of nuclear disarmament.]n

105. The Conference considered the question of new types and systems of weapons
of mass destruction at its plenary and informal meetings.

106. One member of the group of Socialist countries proposed that all States
Members of the Conference on Disarmament should pledge, either in a joint
declarat"!on or in unilateral declarations, to immediately start negotiations on the
prohibition of ~ new type of weapon of mass destruction, once it had been
identified. Simultaneously a moratorium should be introduced on the practical
development of such a weapon. :t further proposed that a group of qualified
experts, meeting on a. periodical basis within or outside the framework of the
Conference on Disarmament, should be entrusted with the taSk of detecting and
identifying new types of weapons of mass destructiono This group would keep the
issue under constant review and, as necessary, would make recommendations on
questions that required concrete negotiations. The delegation sponsor of this
proposal indicated that other delegations belonging to different groups of States
had made similar ;J;>roposals in the near past.
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307. A number of delegations supported the above-mentioned initiative and
expressed their readiness to further pursu~ the proposals oontained therein.
They also expressed the view that the experienoe gained through the establishment
and working of the ad hoo Group of seismio experts should prove helpful in this
regard. Some delegations while supporting the initiative, partioularly
highlighted its preventive oharaoter whi.oh, in their view, was of speoial
signifioanoe for the developing world.

108. The Western delegations pointed out that they were also desirous of
preventing the emergenoe of any new type of weapon of mass destruotion. However,
to the best of their lmowledge no new types of suoh weapons had been identified
sinoe existing types of weapons of mass destruotion had been oategorized in 1948
as nuolear, lethal ohemioal, bio1ogioal and radiologioal, nor in their view was
the existenoe of such weapons imminent. As a oonsequenoe these delegations felt
that no new aotivities were presently needed and that the praotioe followed thus
tar - i.e. informal meetings of the Conferenoe from time to time, with the
partioipation of experts as appropriate., would be the most praotioal WEf3 of
enabling the Conferenoe to adequately monitor this question•.

109. The members of the Conferenoe agreed to oontinue to consider the question
ot new types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of suoh weapons,
including all relevant proposals.

H. Comprehensi'lTe Programme of Disarmament

110. The item on the agenda entitled "Comprehensive programme of disarmament"
was considered by the Conference, in accordance with its programme of work, during
the periods 8-12 April and 29 Ju1y-2 August 1985.

111. At its 334th plenary meeting on 29 August 1985, the Conference adopted the
Report of the Ad Hoc Committee, whioh resumed its work in accordance with the
provisions of its existing mandate (see paragraph 13 above). That Report (cn/634),
is an integral part of this Report and reads as follows:

"I. Organization of work and documents

"1. In aocordance with the provisions of its mandate, as adopted by the
Conference on Disarmament at its 245th plenary meeting, on 28 February 1984,
the Ad Hoc Committee on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament resumed its
work on 7March 1985 under the Chairmanship of Ambassador Alfonso Garo!a Robles
(Mexico). Miss Aida Luisa Levin, United Nations Department of Disarmament
Affairs served as the Committee's Seoretary.

"2. The Ad Hoc Committee held 25 meetings between 7 !'iaroh and 15 August 1985.

"3. At their request, the Conference on Disarmament decided to.invite the
representatives of the following States not members of the Conference to
participate in the meetings of the Ad Hoc Committee: Bangladesh, Burundi,
Cameroon, Finland, Norwq, Portugal, Senegal, Spain and Turkey.
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"4. In addition to the documents of previous sessions relating to the agenda
item, y the Ad Hoc Committee had before 1t the following documents submitted
by member states in the course of the 1985 session:

CD

It]} The list of documents mq be found in the reports .of the previous
Ad Hoc Working Group on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament which are
an integral part of the reports of the Committee on Disarmament (CD/139,
CD/228. CD/292 and CD/335).
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OD/CPDjwe.72

OD/CPDjwe.73

CD/CPDjwe.74

OD/CPDf'im.75

OD/CPDf'im.76

OD/CPD/WP.77

OD/CPD/WP.78

Working paper by a group of socialist
countries on item 8 of the agenda of
the Conference on Disarmament, entitled
ItComprehensive Programme of Disarmament"

Proposal. by the United states of America
for paragraphs 5 and 6 of Section V. A.
of OD/415

Proposal. by the delegation of the Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics concerning
the text of a paragraph of the draft
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament
relating to bilateral Soviet-United States
negotiations

Proposal by' the delegation of Argentina
concerning the 'paragraph of the
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament
relating to negotiations between the
United States of America and the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics on nuclear and
space weapons

Proposal. by the delegation of Argentina for
the paragraph of the Comprehensive
Programme of Disarmament relating to the
prevention of an arms race in outer space

Proposed amendment by the delegation of
France to the draft text submitted by the
delegations of the United States and of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
concerning chapter V, section A,
paragraphs 5 and 6, of the Annex to
document OD/4l5 (CD/CPD/WP.73 and 74)

Proposal by the delegation of France for
the paragraph of the Comprehensive Programme
of Disarmament relating to multilateral
negotiations on nuclear disarmament
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CD/CPD/wpo 79

CD/CPD/WP.80

CD/CPD/WP.82

Text for the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament submitted by France, Germany,
Federal Republic of, Norw8\Y,
Uni ted Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland and United states of
America

Proposal by the delegation of Yugoslavia
for paragraph 4 (c) of Section E, of
Chapter V0 of the Comprehensive Programme
of Disarmament, relating to the
establishment of zone of peace in the
Mediterranean

Proposal of the delegation of the Kingdom
of Morocco for paragraph 4 (c) of
Section E, of Chapter V of the
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament,
relating to the establishment of zone of
peace in the Mediterranean

In addition, the secretariat prepared a document containing the results of the
examination of texts for the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament
(CD/CPD/WP.81) •

"lI. Substantive work during the 1985 session

"5. In pursuing the elaboration of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament,
the Ad Hoc Committee took as the basis of its work the text annexed to the
1983 report of tl~ previous ad hoc Working Group to the Committee on
Disarmament (CD/415),.which was an integral part of the Committee's report to
the thirty-eighth session of the General Assembly (CD/421).

"6. The' Ad Hoc Committee concentrated its work on the resolution of various
outstanding questions. Contact Groups, open to all interested delegations,
were established to elaborate pending texts in chapter V, I~easures and stages
of implelllentation". A Contact Group was also set up to deal with paragraph 6
of the Introduction and paragraph 5 of chapter VI, '~achinery and Procedures".
In ad~ition, consultations were held among concerned delegations with a view to
reconciling differences on certain points.

"7. The Ad Hoc Committee had an initial discussion of the draft of the
Introduction, which had been prepared by the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Conuni ttee
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 during that session, and which had not yet been considered.
Different views of a preliminary nature were expressed in the course of the
discussion and, therefore, no conclusion was reached. As noted above,
paragraph 6 was considered in a Contact Group in conjunction with paragraph 5 of
the chapter on Machinery and Procedures.

"8. Intensive efforts were made in the Contact Groups and in consultations among
concerned delegations, to reach agreement on the text of the respective paragraphs
of the Progr~~e. In some cases, it was possible to arrive at agreed texts. In
others, the relevant texts reflect points of difference or remain pending. The
results of the work are contained in the annex to this report. It was understood
that delegations could not take final positions until agreement was reached on
outstanding points of difficulty and until the document was complete •
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"III. Conclusion

"9. Early in the work of the Ad Hoc Committee, the Chairman suggested the
desirability of concluding the elaboration of the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament during the 1985 session so that the Conference might be in ~ position
to submit the Programme to the General Assembly on the occasion of the
fortieth anniversary of the United Nations. However, in view of the fact that
during the 1985 session, despite intensive efforts, only modest progress was
achieved, the prospects for realizing that objective do not seem very
encouraging. If, unfortunately, that ultimately turned out to be so, it seems
imperative that the work on the elaboration of the Programme be resumed at the
beginning of the 1986 session with the firm intention of discharging the
Committee's mandate and enabling the Conference to submit a complete draft of
the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament to the General Assembly "not later
than at its forty-first session".

"Annex

"[Draft Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament]

"[Texts for the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament]

"I. Introduction *1

"1. The threat to the very survival of mankind posed by the existence of
nuclear weapons and the continui~g arms race, which already in 1978 gave rise to
the justified alurm of the General Assembly, far from disappearing has
considerably increased during the foul" 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 general debate 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 following:

"(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
accumulation 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 international security, it on the contrary weakens it, and since
existing arsenals of nuclear weapons alone are sufficient to destroy all life
on earth.

"*1 Draft prepared by the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee 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. No conclusions regarding this draft
were reached by the Ad Hoc Committee.
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"(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 reali~ation 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 settlement of
disputes and non-intervention and non-interference in the internal affairs of
States. On the other hand, progress on detente and progress on disarmament
mutually complement and strengthen each other.

"(c) 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
increases in the expenditures of other countries. The hundreds of billions 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. The colossal waste of resources is even 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.

"(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.

"3. 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 becomes 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 not 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 impl';;','entation of measures to halt the arms race and clear the path
towards lasting peace'.
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"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 session devoted to
disarmament. In addition to the present introduction, the Programme comprises
five chapters whose titles, clearly indicative of their contents, are the
following: "Objective.s", "Principles", "Priorities", "Measures and stages of
implement.ation", 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 provisions 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
special copy of the Programme shall be carried by a personal representative of
the Secretary-General to the capitals 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" to proceed along the road of uniuterrupted
negotiations in good faith in the field of disarmament. Should there be some
States where constitutional obstacles prevent recourse to the above
procedures, alterantive 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 prevaii at present and are the cause of deepest
concern.]

"[This Programme is adopted by consensus by the United Nations
General Assembly. Through the adoption of the Programme all Member States of
the United Nations express their willingness to make every effort possible to
implement the measures contained in the Programme and to work toward the
realization as soon as possible of general and complete disarmament under
effective international control.]

"[It has been recommended that possible adoption of a declaration
expressing Member States' determination to observe the Programme in good faith
shall be considered at the third special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament in ( ) after formal adoption of the Programme by the
General Assembly.]

"IL Objectives

"1. 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 epace. To this end,
the Programme will also aim:

To maintain and further the momentum generated by the first special
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament;

To initiate or engase in further negotiations, to expedite the halting
of the arms race in all its aspects, in particular the nucl~ar arms race;
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- To consolidate ano develop the results reflected in agreements and
treaties ac~ieved so far, relevant to the problems of disarmament;

- To open and accelerate the process of genuine disarmament on an
internationally agreed basis.

"2. The ultimate obje,ctive of the Comprehensive Programme is to ensure that
general and complete disarmament under effeotive international control becomes
a reality in a world in which 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 armaments and armed forces, the following
objectives should be pursued:

- To strengthen international peaoe and security, as well as the security
of individual States, in aocordance with the Charter of the
United Nations;

- To contribute to the safeguarding of the sovereignty and independence of
all States;

To make, through the implementation of the Programme, an effective
contribution to the economic and social development of States, in
particular developing States;

- To increase international confidence and relaxation of international
tension;

- To establish international relations based on peaceful coexistence and
trust betwe~n all States, and to develop broad international co-operation
and understanding with a view to promoting conditions favourable to the
implementation of the Programme;

- To mobilize world 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.

"Ill. Principles

"1. *' The Members of the United Nations are fully aware of the conviction of
their peoples that the question of general and complete disarmament is of utmost
importance and that p~ace, security and economic and social development are
indiVisible, and they have therefore recognized that the cqrresponding
obligations and responsibilities are universa~.

"2. *' The ending of the arms race and the achievement of real disarmament are
t~sks of primary importance and urgency.

"3. *' Progress on detente and progress on disarmament mutually complement and
strengthen each other.

It*' The placement of this paragraph in the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament will be determined later.
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"4. *1 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
oolonial or foreign domination seeking to exercise their right to selr~

determination and to achieve independence, non-acquisition and non-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
corrective 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.

"6. *1 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 settlement of
disputea ~nd non-intervention and non-interference in the internal affairs of
States.

"7. Significant progress in disarmament, including nuclear disarmament, would
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
self-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 thesa spheres has a beneficial effect on all of them;
in turn, failure in one sphere has negative effects on oth~rs.

"9.!..1 Enduring 'international peace and security cannot be built on the
accumulation of weaponry'by military alliances or 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 comp~ete disarmament under
effective international control. 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.
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1110. Progress in disarmament should be aooompanied by measures to strengthen
institutions for maintaining peaoe and the settlement of international disputes
by peaoeful means.

1111. Negotiations should be based on the striot observanoe of·the purposes and
prinoiples enshrined in the Charter of the United Nations, with full reoognitipn
of the role of the United Nations in the field of disarmament and refleoting the
vital interest of all the peoples of the world in this sphere.

1112. Since the process of disarmament affeots the vital seourity interests of
all States, they must all be actively ooncerned with and contribute to the
measures of disarmament and arms limitation, which have an essential psrt to
play in maintaining and strengthening international seourity.

1113. All the peoples of the world have a vital interest in the suooess of
disarmament negotiations. Consequently, all States' have the duty to oontribute
to efforts in the field of disarmament. All States have the right to partioipate
in disarmament negotiations. They have the right to partioipate on an equal
footing in those multilateral disarmament negotiations whioh have a direot
bearing on their national security.

1114. In a world of finite resouroes, there is a close relationship between
expenditure on armaments and economic and sooial development. The oontinuation
of the arms race is detrimental to and inoompatible with the implementation of
the new international economic order based on justice, equity and oo-operation.
Cons~quently, there is a close relationship between disarmament and development.
Progress in the former would help greatly in the realization of the latter Qnd
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 the bridging of the economic gap between developed and developing
countries.

1115. Disarmament and arms limitation, particularly in the nuclear field, are
essential for the prevention of the danger of nuolear war and the strengthening
of international peace and security and for the economio and sooial advanoement
of all peoples, thus facilitating the achievement of the new international
economic order.

IIl6;!..,/ Nuolear weapons pose the greatest danger to mankind and to the survival
of civilization.

1111. The adoption of disarmament measures should take place in suoh an
equitable and balanced manner as to ensure the right of eaoh 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 militar~ foroes.

1118. In accordance with the Charter, the United Nations has a central role and
primary responsibility in the sphere of disarmament. 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.
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"19. ~I The procesD 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 nuolear
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 nucelar-weapon States and other States in tha
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 milltarily
significant countries.

"22. While disarmament is the responsibility of all States, all the nuclear
weapon States 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 State~, in particular those among them which possess the most.important
nuclear arsenals, bear a special responsibility.

"24. An acceptable balance of mutual responsibilities and obligations for
nuclear ~nd non-nuclear-weapon States should be strictly observed.

"25. Disarmament and arms limitation agreements should provide for adequate
measures of verification satisfactory to all parties concerned tn order to
create the necessary confidence and ensure that they are being observed by all
parties. The form and modalities of the verification to be provided for in any
speoific agreement depend upon and should be determined by the purposes, scope an
and nature of the agree~ent. Agreements should provide for the participation of
parties directly or through the United Nations system in the verification
process. Where appropriate, a combination of several methods of verification as
well as other compliance procedures Should be employed. 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 econom~c ~nd social development or prejudice their security.

"26. Negotiations on partial measures of disarmament should be conducted
concurrently with negotiations on more comprehensive measures and should be
followed by negotiations leading to a treaty on general and complete
disarmament under effective international control.

"27. Qualitative and quantitative disarmament measures are both important for
halting the arms race. Efforts to that end must include negotiations on the
limitation and cessation of the qualitative improvement of armaments, especially
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weapons of mass destruction and the development of new means of warfare so that
ultimately scientific and technological achievements may be used solely for
peaceful purposes.

"28. Universality of disarmament agreements helps create confidence among
States. When multilateral agreements in the field of disarmament are
negotiated, every effort should be made to ensure that they are universally
acceptable. The full compliance of all parties with the provisions contained in
such agreements would contribute to the attainment of that goal.

"29. All States, in particular nuclear-weapon States, should consider various
proposals designed to secure the avoidance of the use of nuclear weapons, and
the prevention of nuclear war. In this context, while noting the declarations
made by nuclear-weapon States, effective arrangements, as appropriate, to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or the threat of use of nuclear
weapons could strengthen the security of those States and international peace
and security.

"30. ':/ The establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones on the basis of
agreements or arrangements fre~ly arrived at among the States of the zone
concerned and the full compliance with those agreements or arrangements, thus
ensuring that the zones are genuinely free from nucl~ar weapons, and respect for
such zones by nuclear-weapon States constitute an important disarmament measure.

"31. Non-proliferation of nuclear weapons is a matter of universal concern.
Measures of disarmament must be consistent with the inalienable right of all
States, without discrimination, to develop, acquire and use nuclear technology,
equipment and materials for the peaceful use of nucelar energy and to determine
their peaceful nuclear 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
safegual'.ds applied on a non-discriminatory basis.

"32. As 3ecurity and stability should be assured in all regions taking into
account th~ specific needs and reqUirements of their respective situations,
bilater~l and regional disarmament negotiations may also play an important role
and could facilitate negotiations of multilateral agreements in the field of
disarmament.

1r33. 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 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 princ~ple 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.

"34. 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.

-143-



"35. *' It is essential that not only Governments but also the peoples of the
world-reoognize and understand the dangers in the present situation. In order
that an international oonsoienoe 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 *' Draft multilateral disarmament conventions should be sUbjected to the
normal prooedures applicable in the law of treaties. Those submitted to the
General Assembly 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 of favourable conditions
for the adoption of additional disarmament measures and to further th~

relaxation of international tension.

"38. *' Taking further steps in the field of disarmament and other measures
aimed-at promoting international peace and security would be facilitated by
oarrying out studies.by the Seoretary-General ~n this field with appropriate
assistance from governmental or oon~u.ltant experts.

"39. *' In particular, pUblicity should be given to the decisions of the
special sessions of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

UIV. Priorities

"1. In the implementation of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament for
the achievement of general and complete disarmament under effective
international control as the ultimate goal, the priorities which reflect the
urgency attached to the measures for negotiations are:

nuclear weapons;

other weapons of mass destruction, including chemical weapons;

- conventional weapons, including any which may be deemed to be
excessively injurious or to have indiscriminate effects; and

reduction of armed forces.

"2. Effective measures of nuclear disarmament and the p'revention of nuclear
war have the highest priority. Along with negotiations on these measures,
effective measures should be negotiated to prohibit or prevent the
development, production or use of other weapons of mass destruction, as well
as on the balanced reduction of armed forces and of conventional armaments.

"3. Nothing should preclude States from conducting negotiations on all
priority items concurrently. Bearing in mind these pri~rities, negotiations
should be pursued on all measures which would lead to general and complete
disarmament under effective international control.
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"v. Measures and stages of implementation !,./

"First stage !,./

"DISARMAMENT MEASURES

"A. Nuclear weapons

"1. 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 aspects in order to avert the danger of war involving nuclear
weapons. The ultimate goal in this context is the complete elimination of
nuclear weapons.

"In the task of achieving the goals of nuclear disarmament, all the
nuclear-weapon States, in particular those amon& them which possess the most
important nuclear arsenals, bear a s'pecial respomlibility.

"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.

"2. The achievement of nuclear disarmament will require urgent negotiation of
agreements at appropriate stages and with adequate measures of verifica.tion
satisfactory to the States concerned for:

--'
,,*/ The heading is without prejudice to the position of delegations with

respect to questions relating to stages of implementation. The following text
has been considered for eventual inclusion in the chapter on Machinery and
Procedures:

'~ll efforts will be made by States, 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
Programme, 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 Comprehensive Programme.
The first such special session of the General Assembly shall be held in (1981)
(1988) (1989), and will: (a) review the implementation of the measures
included in the first stage of the Comprehensive Programme; (~) 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 techn?logy; 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.
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"(a) Cessation of the qualitative improvement and development of
nuclear-weapon systems;

"(b) Cessation of the production of all types of nuclear weapons and their
means of delivery, and of the production of fissionable material for weapons
purposes;

"(c) A comprehensive, phased programme with agreed time-frames, whenever
feasib~e, for progressive and balanced reduction of stockpiles of nuclear
weapons and their means of delivery, leading to their ultimate and complete
elimination at the earliest possible time.

"Consideration 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.

"3. Nuclear test ban:

"The cessation of nuclear-weapon testing by all States within the
framework of an effective nuclear disarmament process would be in the interest
of mankintt. ~/ 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, of 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.] [Therefore, it is necessary to make all efforts
for the elaboration of a multilateral treaty on a nuclear test ban at the
earliest possible date.] [Therefore, negotiations should be immediately
initiated for the urgent conclusion of a nuclear test ban treaty.] [It is
necessary to undertake all possible efforts and immediately hold negotiations
for the urgent elaboration of a treaty on the complete and general prohibition
of nuclear weapon tests; before ,the conclusion of such a treaty all nuclear
weapon States should declare a moratorium on all nuclear explosions.] [It is
therefore necessary as an important part of the process of nuclear disarmament
to make every effort to achieve an effective and verifiable multilateral
treaty on a nuclear test ban at the earliest practical date.]

"4. Pending the concl\lsion of further agreements relating ~o nuclear
disarmament the USSR and the United States should, on a reciprocal basis,
continue to refrain from actions which would undercut existing strategic
arms agreements concluded between them.

"[5-6.] Negotiations between the United States of America and the
Union of Sooiet Socialist Republics on nuclear and space arms

"[The subject of the negotiations between the United States of America
and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics is a complex of questions
concerning space and nuclear arms - both strategic and intermediate range 
with all these questions considered and resolved in their interrelationship.

,,*/ Some delegations reserved their position with respect to the first
sentence of this text.
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"The objective of the negotiations will be to work out effective
agreements aimed a~ preventing an arms race in space and terminating it on
Earth, at limiting and reducing nuclear arms, and at strengthening strategic
stability. The negotiations are being conducted by a delegation from each
side divided into three groups.

"Ultimately these negotiations, just as efforts in general to limit and
reduce arms, should lead to the complete elimination of nuclear arms
everywhere.]

"[The above reflects the views of the United States of America and of
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the negotiations they are
conducting on their nuclear and space arms.]

"[The two negotiating parties should bear constantly in mind that not
only their national interests but also the vital interests of all the peoples
of the world are at stake and, accordingly, shoUld keep the General Assembly
and the Conference on Disarmament duly informed of the progress of their
negotiations, without prejudice to the progress of the negotiations.

"Bilateral negotiations do, not in any way diminish the urgent need to
initiate multilateral negotiations in the Conference on Disarmament on the
cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disar~ament and on the
prevention of an arms race in onter space.]

"[The two negotiating parties should pursue their negotiations in
earnest and reach an early agreement on substantial reductions of their
nuclear weapons.]

"7. Multilateral negotiations on nuclear disarmament: ~I

"The urgent initiation of multilateral nuclear disarmament negotiations is of
vi tal' 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
posse~s the most important arsenals and have a special responsibility in the
field of nuclear disarmament. AlSO, multilateral negotiations are
par-ticularly important to achieve significant and universal progress toward
the achievement of nuclear 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 non
nuclear, at each stage, and with adequate measures of verification satisfactory
to all parties concerned, for the cessation of the qualitative improvement
and development of nuclear-weapon systems, for the cessati~n of the
production of all types of nuclear weapon and their means of delivery and for
the reduction of stockpiles of nuclear weapons and their means of delivery.

"*1 One delegation reserved its position on the text of paragraph 7
~endingthe preparation of the text of paragraphs 5-6. Another delegation
reserved its position on the text of paragraph 7.
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"In the course of such negotiations, a oombination of the measures as
detailed in paragraph 2 above, or a combination of different elements of suoh
measures, could be considered.

"The overall 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."
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"8. Avoidance of the use of nuclear weapons and prevention of nuclear war: o

(text pending) f
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"9. Effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States
against the use or threat of use of nuolear weapons: r

p

"The nuclear-weapon States should take steps to assure the non-nuclear
weapon Stat~s against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. Bearing
in mind the declarations made by the nuclear weapon States, efforts should be
pursued to conolude, as app~opriate, effective arrangements to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.
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"10. Nuclear non-proliferation":
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"It is imperative, as an integral pal't 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 hand 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 involves 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
disarmament by urgent application of the "measures outlined in the relevant
paragraphs of the Final Document, and all States undertaking to prevent the
spread of nuclear weapons.

"Full implementation of all the provisions of existing instruments on
non-proliferation, such as the Treaty on the Non-prolif~rationof Nuclear
Weapons and/or the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons 1n
Latin America (Treaty of Tlatelolco) by States parties to those instruments
will be an important contribution to this end. Adherence to such ir,truments
has increased in recent years and the hope has been expressed by the parties
that this trend might continue.

"Effective measures can and·should be taken at the national level and
through international agreements to minimize the danger of the proliferation
of nuclear weapons without jeopardizing energy supplies ·or the development of
nuclear energy for peaceful purposes. Therefore, the nuclear-weapon States
and the non-nuclear-weapon States should jointly take further steps to develop
an international consensus of ways and means, on a universal and non
discriminatory basis, toprevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons.
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"Non-proliferation measures should not jeopardize the full exercise of
the inalienable rights of all States to apply and develop their programmes for
the peaoeful uses of nuclear energy for economic and social development in
conformity with their priorities, interests and needs. All States should also
have access to and be free to acquire technology, equipment and materials for
peaceful uses of nuclear enrgy, taking into account the particular needs of
the developing countries. International co-operation in this field should be
under agreed and appropriate international safeguards applied through the
International Atomic Energy Agency on a non-discriminatory basis in order to
prevent effectively the proliferation of nuclear weapons.

"Each country's choices and decisions in the field of the peaceful uses
of nuclear energy should be respected without jeopardizing their respective
fuel cycle policies or international co-operation, agreements and contracts
for the peaceful uses of nuclear energy, provided that the agreed safeguard
measures mentioned above are applied.

"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 establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones on the basis of agreements
or arrangements freely arrived at among the States of the region concerned
constitute an important disarmament measure and should be encouraged with the
ultimate objective of achieving a world entirely free of nuclear weapons, taking
into account the characteristics of each region. 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 particular: (i) to respect strictly the status of the nuclear
weapon-free zone; (ii) to refrain from the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons against the States of the zone.

"(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
Latin America lTreaty of Tlatelolco), taking into account the views expressed
on the adherence 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 Protocol I by all 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 Council to take
appropriate effective steps to prevent the frustration of this objective.
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"(c) The establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East in
compliance with General Assembly resoluti~n 35/147 would greatly enhance
internaticnal peace and security. Pendlng the establishment of such a zone in
the region, States of the region should solemnly declare that they will refrain
on a reciprocal basis from producing, acquiring or in any other way possessing
nuclear weapons and nuclear explosive devices and from 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
estab~ishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East.

"(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
oontext, the question of establishing a nuclear-weapon-free zone in South Asia
has been dealt with in several 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
wor~d should be promoted at the initiative of States which intend to become
part of the zone.

"(r) Ensuring that the zones are genuinely free from nuclear weapons ~nd

respect fo~ such zones by nuclear-weapon States constitute an important
disarmament measure.

"B. Other Weapon's of Mass Destruction

"l. All States should adhere to the Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use in
War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods of
Warfare, signed at Geneva on 17 June 1925.

"2. All States which have not yet done so should consider adhering to the
Convention on the Prohibition ef 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, producti~n, stockpiling and ~sp. of all chemical weapons and on
their destruction.

"4. An international treaty on the prohibit~on of the development, production,
stockpiling and use of radiological weapons should be cQncluded, bearing in
mind the negotiations under way in the Committee on Disarmament and all proposals
made in connection th~rewith.

"5. 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. Specific agreements could
be concluded on particular types of new weapons of mass.destruction which may be
identified. ~I This question should be kept under continuing review.

"*1 Since this sentence was proposed late in the work of the Ad Hoc
Committee, some delegations reserved their position on its inclusion in the
draft Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament.
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"c. Conventional weapons and armed forces

"1. 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.

"2. **/ In view of the present situation, when Europe faces the highest
concentration of military potential among all regions of the world [and the
manifest preponderance of one military alliance in respect of conventional
forces and armaments] [and the stationing of first-strike medium range nuclear
weapons by one military alliance, which also takes measures to undermine the
existing approximate equality of conventional forces and armaments and to gain
a manifest preponderance], the achievement of a more stable situation in Europe
at a lower level of military potential on the basis of approximate equality and
parity by agreements on appropriate mutual reductions and limitations and the
elaboration of effective confidence and security building measures would
contribute to the strengthening of security in Europe and constitute a
significant step towards enhancing inte~national peace and security. Such steps
should ensure undiminished security of all States with full respect for the
security interests'and independence of all States, including those who are
outside military alliances.

"[Thus progress in the negotiations on mutual %'ecl:.lction of fo~ces and
armaments and associated measures in Central Europe or in the negotiations on
the mutual and balanced force reductions in Centrai Europe, as they are called
by Western delegations,] [Thus agreement ii1 the negotiations on mutual reduction
of forces and armaments and associated measures in Central Europe] [by mutual,
[balanced and effectively verifiable] agreements] [on mutual reduction of
forces and armaments and associated measures in Central Europe] would
[according to the States parties to the negotiations] be a tangible contribution
to reducing tensions and the strengthening of peace in the region.

"Of great significance would be the successful completion of the Conference
on Confidence- and Security-Building Measures and Diearmament in Europe, the
first stage of which is being held in Stockholm and devoted to the negotiation
and adoption of a set of mutually complimentary confidence- and security-building
measures designed to reduce the risk of military confrontation in Europe. On
the basis of equality of rights, balance and ~eciprocity, equal respect for the
securi ty interests of all CSCE pa)f·ticipating States, and of their respective
obligations concerning confidence- and ~~cu~ity-building measures and disarmament
in Europe, these cJonfide:nce- and security-bailding measures will cover the whole

"**/ The mentioning of Vienna negotiati<?ns and the Stockholm Conference
under the heading "Conventional weapons and armed forces" is without prejudice
to the content of the talks in those fora.
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of Europe as well aB the adjoining sea area */ and air space. They will be of
military significance and politically binding and will be provided with adequate
forms of verification which correspond to their content. As far as the adjoin~ng

sea area */ and air space is concerned, the measures will be applicable to the
military aotivities of all the participating States taking place there whenever
these activities affect security in Europe as well as constitute a part of
activities taking place within the whole of Europe as referred to above, which
they will agree to noti.fy. ** /

"3. Agreements or other measures should be r~solutely 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 account the need of States to protect their
security, bearing 1n 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 aelf-determination of peoples in accordance with the Charter and the
need to ensure balance at each stage and undiminished secur'ity of all States.
Such measures might include the following:

"(a) Bilateral, regional and multilateral consultations and conferences
should be held where appropriate conditions exist with the participation of all
the countries concerned for the consideratior~ ef 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.

ll(b) Consultations should be carried out among major ~rms 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 neea of all States to protect
their security as well as the inalienable right to self-determination ana.
independence of peoples under .colonial or foreign domination and the oblio~tions

of States to respect that right, in accordance with the Charter of the r
United Nations and the Declaration on Principles of International Law concerning t
Friendly Relations and Co-operation among States.

"4. Prohibition or restrictions of use of certain conventional weapons,
including those whi~h may cause unnecessary suffering or which may have
indiscriminate effects:

"(a) Adherence by all St~tes 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.

,,*/ In this context, the notion of adjoining sea area is understood to
refer also to ocean areas adjoining Europe.

,,**/ Since this sentence was proposed late in the work of the Ad Hoc
Committee, some delegations reserved their position on its inclusion in the
draft Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament.
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"(b) B~oadening of the prohibition or restrictions of use of certain
conventional weapons which may be deemed to be excessively injurious or to
have indiscriminate effects, either through amendments to the existing
Protocols or through the conclusion of additional protocols, in accordance
with Article 8 of the Convention on Prohibition or Restrictions of Use of
Ce~tain Conventional wear~ns Which May be Deemed to Be Excessively 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.

"D. Military budgets

"1. Gradual reduction of military 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 0f the arms race and would increase
the possibilities of reallocation of resources now being used for military
purposes to economic and social development, parti0ularly for the benefit of
the developing countries.

·!2. The basis for implementing this measure will have to be agreed bJ all
participating States and will require ways and means of its implementation
acceptable to all of them, taking account of the problems involved in asseasing
the relative significance of reductions as among different States and with due
regard to the proposals of States In 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.

"E. Related measures

"1. ~urther 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
hOftile use of environmental modification techniques with a view to the adoption
of further measures to eliminate the danger to mankind from such use.

"2. Further 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 arms
race in, that environment, taking into account, as appropriate, the United Nations
Conver.tion on the Law 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 Weapons 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 developments.
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"3.!./ [In order to prevent an arms race in outer space, further measures
should 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.

"All States, in particular those with major space capabilities, should
contribute actively to the objective of the peaceful use of outer space [and
take immediate measures] to prevent an arms race in outer space in the interest
of maintaining international peace and security and promoting international
co-operation and understanding.

" (a)

In th
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those Stat
among them
and neutral
Declaratio
New Delhi,

"(b)

"To this end,

[negotiations should be undertaken with a view to the conclusion of an
agreement or agreements] as appropriate on the prevention of an arms race
in all its aspects in outer space.

[an agreement on the prohibition and elimination of an entire class of
weapons, namely, space attack systems, including space based anti-missile
systems and anti-satellite systems should be concluded. The exclusion
of space from the sphere of the arms race must be a strict norm in the
policy of States and a universally recognized international obligation.]
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[all efforts should be made, both bilaterally and mUltilaterallY.]]~/

"4. The establishment of zones of peace [and the strengthening of peace and
security in various regions]:

"The establishment of zones of peace in various regions of the world under
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 cOi.formity
with international law, can contribute to strengthening the security of States
within such zones and to international peace and security as a whole.
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"*/ The placement of this paragraph in the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament will be determined late~.

,,**/ Many delegations consider thatth'e first paragraph, which reproduces
paragraph 80 of the final document of the first special session of the
General Assembly devDted to disarmament, should be supplemented to reflect that
present urgency and importance of the subject. They further consider that it
aaould occupy a more prominent place in the Programme and, to that end, propose
that it be included as subsection B in the section "Disarmament measures", under
the heading "Space arms". Other delegations are considering the placement of
this paragraph pending the balance of the overall document.



"(a) South-East Asia:

In the interest of the promotion of peace, stability and co-operation in
South-East Asia, steps should be taken by all States of the region, primarily
those States most directly interested, through consultations and dialogue
among themselves, towards the early establishment of a zone of peace, freedom
and neutrality in South-East Asia, which would be consistent with the Political
Declaration of the Seventh Summit Conference of the Non-Aligned Countries in
New Delhi, held in March 1983. ~,

"(b) Indian Ocean:

"Achievemel'lt of tile objectives of the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as
a Zone of Peace would be a substantial contribution to the strengthening of
international peace and security.

"There is agreement within the United Nations for practical steps to be
taken ~o establish a Zone of Peace in the Indian Ocean region.

"Practical steps should be taken within the United Nations Ad Hoc
Committee on the Indian Ocean to prepare for an early Conference, as a
necessary step towards establishing a zone of peace.

"Taking into account the political and security climate in the region, the
Ad HQC Committee should complete its preparatory work relating to the
Conference on the Indian Ocean to enable the Conference to be opened in the
first half of 1986, at a date to be decided by the Committee in consultation
with the hOEt country. Such preparatory work would comprise organizaticnal
ma~ters and substantive issues, including the provisional agenda for the
Conference, rules of procedure, participation, stages of conference, level of
representation, documentation, consideration of appropriate arrangements for any
international agreements that may ultimately be reached for the maintenance
o~' the Indian Ocean as a zone of peace and the preparation of the draft final
document of the Conference.

aThe Ad Hoc Committee should, at the same time, seek the necessary
harmonization ~f views on remaining relevant issues.

"The creation of a zone of peace ~equires the active participation of and
fUll co-operation among the littoral and hinterland States, the permanent
members of the Security Council and the major maritime users to ensure
conditions of peace and security based on the purposes and principles of the
Charter, as well as the general principles of international law.

"The creation of a zone of peace also reqUires respect for the
independence, sovereignty and territorial integrity of th~ littoral and
hinterland States.

"., One delegation reserved its position on this text pending the receipt
of instructions.
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"(c) Mediterranean:

"[Bearing in mind that s(~curity in the Mediterranean region is closely
linked with European security and with international peace and security,
positive steps should be taken by all States concerned to ensure peace,
security and co-operation in the Mediterranean region.

T

"1. C-.-9-
"

"To this end further efforts are necessai'y for the reduction of tensions
and of armaments; for strengthening of confidence; for the creation of
conditions of security and fruitful co-operation in all fields for all
countries and peoples of the Mediterranean, on the basis of the principles
of sovereignty, independence, territorial integrity, security, non-intervention
and non-interference, non-violation of international borders, non-use of force
or threat of use of force, the inadmissibility of the acquisition of territory
by force, peaceful settlement of disputes and respect for permanent sovereignty
over natural resources; for the promotion of just and viable solutions of
existing problems and crisis in the area on the basis of the provisions of the
Charter and of relevant resolutions of the United Nations, the withdrawal of
foreign forces of occupation and the right of peoples under colonial or foreign
domination to self-determination and independence.

"All States of the Mediterranean region and other concerned States should
co-operate to define and implement, as appropriate, such steps and measures
which should be conducive for creating conditions of peace, security and
co-operation in the Mediterranean region in accordance with the purposes and
principles of the Charter of. the United Nations and with the provisions of the
Declaration on Principles of International Law concerning FriendlY Relations
and Co-operation among States in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations.

"In this connection note is taken of the commitments assumed by the
participants of the meeting of the Mediterranean members of the Movement of the
Non-Aligned Countries held atValletta, Malta, in 1984, with the objective of
contributing to peace and security in the region.]

"[Bearing in mind that security in the Mediterranean region is closely
linked with security in Europe and in the other adjacent regions, and with
international peace and security, positive steps should be taken by all States
concerned to ensure· peace, security and co-operation in the Mediterranean region.

"To this end, further efferts are necessary to reduce tensions and reverse
the arms race, particularly the nuclear arms race, to strengthen mutual
confidence and to find just and lasting solutions to crises, in order to create
conditions of security and peace and to promote co-operation in all fields of
mutual interest to all countries and peoples of the Mediterranean, on the basis
of the provisions of the Charter, the relevant resolutions of the United Nations
and the principle~ of international law.

"All States of the Mediterranean region and other concerned States should
co-operate to define and implement, as appropriate, measures conducive to the
creation of a zone of peace, security and co-operatio~ in the Mediterranean.

"In this cennection, note is taken of the commitments assumed by the
participants in the meeting of the Mediterranean members of the Movement of the
Non-AlignGd Countries held at Valletta, Malta, in 1984.]
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IS.

"OTHER MEASURES

"1. Confidence-building measures

"In order to facilitate the process of disarmament, it is necessary to"take
measures and pursue policies to strengthen international peace and security and
to build uonfidence among States. Commitment to confid~nce-buildingmeasures
could significantly contribute to preparing for further 9rogress in disarmament.
For this purpose, measures such as the following, and other measures yet to be
agreed upon, should be undertaken:

"{a) The prevention of attacks which take place by accident,
miscalculation or communications failure by taking steps to improve
communications between Governments, particularly in areas of tensions, by the
establishment of 'hot lines' and other methods of reducing the risk of
conflict;

"(b) States should assess the possible implications of their military
research and development for existing agreements as well as for further efforts
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 purpose~ of the Charter of the United Nations and their
obligation strictly to observe its principles as well as other re~evant 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 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 Nations Charter.

"3. 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:
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"(a) Throughout the implementation of the Programme, therefore,governmental and non-governmental information organs of Member States and thoseof the United Nations and its specialized agencies as well as non-governmentalorganizations should, as appropriate, undertake further programmes ofinformation relating to the danger of the armaments race as well as todisarmament efforts and negotiations and their reSUlts, particularly by meansof annual activities conducted in connection with Disarmament Week. Theseactions should constitute a programme to further alert world opinion to thedanger of war in general and nucle~r war in particular.

"(b) With a view to contributing to a greater understanding andawareness of the problems created by the armaments race and of the need fordisarmament, Governments and governmental and non-governmental internationalorganizations are urged to take steps to develop programmes of education fordisarmament and peace studies at all levels.

"(c) The World Disarmament Campaign, which was solemnly launched by theGeneral Assembly at the opening meeting of its second special session devotedto disarmament, should provide an opportunity for discussion and debate in allcountries on all points of view relating to disarmament issues, objectives andconditions. The Campaign has three primary purposes: to inform, to educateand to generate public understanding and support for the objectives of theUnited Nations in the field of arms limitation and disarmament.

"(d) As part of the process of facilitating the consideration of issuein the field of disarmament,. studies on specific questions should be undertakenon the decision of the General Assembly, when necessary for preparing theground for negotiations or reaching agreement. Also, studies pursued under theauspices of the United Nations, in particular by the United Nations Institutefor Disarmament Research could bring a useful contribution to the knowledge andexploration of disarmament problems, especially in the long term.

"(e) Member States should be encouraged to ensure a better flow ofinformation with regard to the various aspects of disarmament, to avoiddissemination of false and tendentious information concerning armaments, andto concentrate on the danger of escalation of the armaments race and on theneed for general and complete disarmament under effective international control.

"(f) !-,/ In particular publicity should be given to the decisions of thespecial session of the General 'Assembly devoted to disarmament, especially theFinal Documen'l; of the first special session.

"*/ The placement of this paragraph in the Comprehensive Programme ofDisarmament will be determined later.
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"4. 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 economic and social development.] ~/

"[(a) Adequate and effective international verification and means to
ensure compliance with disarmament agreements are significant factors in making
progress towards general and complete disarmament under effective international
control.

"(b) Verification measures should be designed to not only ensure that
specific agreem~nts are being complied with, but also to contribute to
confidence among States. States must be assured that obligations contained
in disarmament agreements are being fulfilled.

"(c) 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.

"(d) 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~discriminatoryand which do not unduly
in~erfere with the internal affairs of other States or jeopardize their economic
and social development.

"(e) The importance of adequate and effective verification in the process
of~eneral and complete disarmament is threefold: as an indispensable
foundation of legal commitments that are not only complied with but are seen by
~ll parties to be complied with; as one of the essential principles upon which
ongoing progress towards disarmament is based; and as an indispensable part of
specific agreements to be negotiated or which are being negotiated as highlighted
in the Comprehensive Programme.]

"~/ Some delegations held that in view of the fundamental importance of
this subject the paragraphs under this heading should be placed either as an
introduction to Chapter V or as a new section E following 'D. Military budgets'.
Other delegations held that since verification does not constitute a disarmament
measure this sUbject should be covered, as appropriate, in the chapter on
Principles. Stil~ other delegations believed that the subject of verification
had been adequately covered by paragrqph 25 of the chapter on Principles. One
delegation held that the paragraphs under this heading should form part of
Chapter VI (Machinery and Procedures).

,,**/ The final placement of the second sentence of this paragraph will be
determined later.
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"DISARMAMENT AND DEVELOPMENT

"1. In view of the relationship between expenditure on armaments and economicand social development, the implementation of the Comprehensive Programme ofDisarmament should make an effective contribution to economic and socialdevelopment of all States, in particular of the developing countries. In thiscontext, it is of particular significance that substantial progress indisarmament should be made in accordance with the responsibility that each Statebears in the field of disarmament, so that real resources now being used formilitary purposes can be released to economic and social development in theworld, particularly for the benefit of the developing countries.

"2. Disarmament would contribute over the long term to the effective economicand social development of all States, in particular developing countries, bycontributing towards reducing the economic disparities between developed anddeveloping countries and establishing the new international economic order onthe basis of justice, equity and co-operation and towards solving other globalproblems.

"3. The Secretary-General shall periodically submit reports to theGeneral Assembly on the economic and social consequences of the armaments raceand its extremely harmful effects on world peace and security.

"DISARMAMENT AND INTERNATIONAL SECURITY

"1. Progress in disarmament should be accompanied by measures to strengtheninstitutions for maintaining peace and the settlement of international disputesby peaceful means. During and after the implementation of the programme ofgeneral and complete disarmament, there should be taken, in accordance with theprinciples of the Charter of the United Nations, the necessary measures tomaintain international peace and security, including the obligation of Statesto place at the disposal of the United Nations agreed manpower necessary for aninternational peace force to be equipped with agreed types of armaments.Arrangements for the use of this force should ensure that the United Nationscan effectively deter or suppress any threat or use of arms in violation of thepurposes and principles of the United Nations.

"Intermediate Stase :.,./

"Last Stage */

"VI. Machinery and Procedures

"1. The United Nations, in accordance with the Charter, should continue tohave a central role and primary responsibility in the sphere of disarmament.

"~./ The heading is without prejudice to the position of delegations withrespect to questions relating to stages of implementation.
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I" Negotiations on multilateral measures of disarmament envisaged in the
C~~~rehensive Programme of Disarmament should, as a rule, be conducted in
the Committee on Disarmament, the single multilateral negotiating bo~y 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.

"4. 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 prejudice to the progress of negotiations.

"5. [All efforts will be made by States, particularly th'rough 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
Programme 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 Comprehensive Programme.
The first such special session of the General Assembly shall be held in (1987)
(1988) (1989), and will:

"(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 ligr.t of the review and the steps that need to be taken to stimulate
progress in its implementation;

, lL{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 rev~ew 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.]~1

. ,....
"[All efforts will be made by States, particularly through the conduct

of negotiations in good faith on specific disarmament measures, to achieve
the goal of General and Complete Disarmament under effective international
control, as described in the Comprehensive Programme. In order to assure
continued progress towards the full realization of this ultimate goal, the
implementation of the measures included in the Comprehensive Programme shall
be periodically reviewed at special sessions of the General Assembly devoted
to disarmament. The,first review of th~s kind should take place not later
than five years after the adoption of the Programme and Will:

"*1 One delegation felt that the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament
should-not institutionalize holding a future special session of the
General Assembly in order to review its implementation.
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"(a) review the progress made in the implementation of measures 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 further measures which may be
necessary as part of the Programme, taking into account the progress made
so far and other developments in international relations, as well as science
and technology; and

"(cl) decide on the date for the next special session to review the
further implementation of the Comprehensive Programme, with the understanding
that such a further review would be undertaken not later than six years after
the first.]

*' [The programme has three stages; the first stage, tne intermediate stage
and'the last stage. The objective of the last stage is to achiev~ the goal
of general and complete disarmament under effective international control~

"The first stage would be as comprehensive as possible and contain as many
disarmament measures as can be envisaged within the foreseeable future.

"Those meausres which would not 'have been implemented at the end of the
first stage will be included in the intermediate stage. All St~tes should
make maximum efforts with a view to implementing as many nf the initial
disarmament measures as possible by the end of the first stage.]

~, [The Programme has three stages: the first stage, the intermediate stage
and the last stage. Each stage, as well as the Programme as a whole, is to be
implemented in its respective time frame,' it being understood that, as
provided for above, such time frames are indicative and may be adjusted as
necessary by the General Assembly at the special sessions convened at the end
of each stage to review the implementation of the Programme.

"The first stage, as described in the Programme, comprises certain priority
measures that must be implemented before the end of the stage, such as Nuclear
Test Ban Treaty, appropriate and practical measures for the prevention of
nuclear war~ measures for the cessation of t~e nuclear.arms race to be follow~

immediately by substantial reductions of nuclear weapons, ~greement or )
agreements, as appropriate, for th~ prevention of an arms race in'outer space
in all its apsects and a convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons.

"The intermediate stage comprises the measures necessary to prepare for
the last stage, in particular, measures for the complete elimination of nuclear
weapons'. The last stage comprises the measures necessary .to assure that, by
the end of the stage, general and complete disarmament will have been achieved
and that States will only have at their disposal those ~on-nuclear forces,
armaments, facilities and establishments as are agreed to be necessary to
maintain internal order and protect the personal security of its citizens and
to support and prOVide agreed manpower for a United Netions peace force.]

"*' This text ha,9 not been discussed and, therefore, the issues dealt
with thel'ein remain open. Its plaoement in the Programme will be considered 'later.
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"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.

"1. During its annual review, or at its periodic special sessions to review
the implementation of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, the
General Assembly may, as appropriate, consider and recommend further mensures
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 Malke
recommendations on various problems in the field of disarmament.

"9. Proposals listed in paragraph 125 of the Final Document of the first
special session and annex II 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 preparation."
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I. Consideration of Other Areas Dealing with the
Cessation of the Arms Race and Disarmament and
Other Relevant Measures

112. During its 1985 session, the Conference considered the question of further
measures in the field of disarmament for the prevention of an arms race on the
sea-bed, the ocean floor and the subsoil thereof, keeping in mind the request
addressed to it by the General Assembly in paragraphs 5 and 7 of
resolution 38/188 B.

113. During the consideration of this subject the view was expressed that the
scope of the Treaty on the Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclear Weapons and
Other Weapons of Mass Destruction on the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor and in the
Subsoil Thereof should be broadened, that its provisions governing procedures
for verification and compliance should be improved and that access to information
on relevant technological developments should be facilitated. In this context,
it was pointed out that the continuing deployment of nuclear weapons throughout
the seas was a threat to all coastal States and regions involved and that,
consequentlY, it was essential to begin negotiations on this question. It was
stated by the delegation of a depositary State that the above-mentioned Treaty
was fulfilling its objectives and that the very lack of controversy attested to
its success. That Treaty was, in its view, of the greatest importance to the
security of all nations. One delegation belonging to another depositary State
recalled that it attached great significance to further measures to prevent an
arms race on the sea-bed and the ocean floor and confirmed its readiness to
conduct appropriate negotiations in order to achieve an international agreement
or agreements on the full demilitarization of the sea-bed.

J. Consideration and Adoption of the Annual Report of
the Conference and any other Report as appropriate
to the General Assembly of the United Nations

114. The item on the agenda entitled "Consideration and adoption of the Annual
Report of the Conference and any other Report as appropriate to the
Guneral Assembly of the United Nations" was considered by the Conference, in
accordance With its programme of work, from 12 to 30 August 1985.

115. The present Report, as adopted by the Conference on 30 August 1985, is
transmitted by the President on behalf of the Conference on Disarmament.

Mario campora,
Argentina
President of the Conference
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Appendix I

CONSOLIDATED LIST OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE WORK OF THE CONFERENCE

(1985 Session)

President of the Conference for February: Ambassador Donald Lowitz
(United States of America)

President of the Conference for March:

President of the Conference for April:

President of the Conference for June:

President of the Conference for July:.

President of the Conference for August:

Secretary-General of the Conference
and Personal Representative of the
Secretary-General:

Deputy Secretary-General of
the Conference:
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Ambassador Kazimir Vidas
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Ambassador Bagbeni Adeito Nzengeya
(zaire)

Ambassador Bachir Quld Rouis
(Algeria)

Ambassador Mario campora
(Argentina)

Mr. Miljan Komatina

Hr. Vicente Berasategui



Delegation of Algeria
Address: 308 route de Lausanne, 1293 Be11evue, Geneva. Tel. No. 74.19.85
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Mr. Lahcene Moussaoui

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Algeria
to the United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delega tion

Deputy Director for Political Planification
and Analysis
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Dele
Addres

.Mr. R

.Mr. R

Mr. Gabriel Parin1 '1hlrd Secretary
Ministry of Foreign Arra1r.s

Delegation of Argentina
Address: 110 avenue Louis-Casai, 1215 Geneva 15. Tel. No. 98.59.59/52

Mr. R

MIle

Dr.

Miss

Technical Adviser
Chemical Weapons

Counsellor
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Secretary
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Secretary
Permanent Mission of Algeria .
to the United Nations Office at Geneva

Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Ale;eria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Technical Adviser
Chemical Weapons

Ambassador
Special Representative for.
Disarmament Affairs (up to 21 July)
Special Mission for Disarmament in Geneva

Ambassador
Special Representative for
Disarmament Affairs (from 22 July)
Special Mission for Disarmament in Geneva

Mr. MOhamed Aissani

Mr. Abd-El-Naceur Belaid

Mr. Azzedine Zighed

Mr. Amar Abba

Mr. Hassane Rabehi

Hr. Abdelkader Benguerine

Hr. Roberto Garcia Moritan Counsellor
Special Mission for Disarmament in Geneva
Alternate Representative

·Mr. Mario campora

·Mr. Jul10 C. Carasales

• Spouse present
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Deleption of Australia
Address: 5~-58 rue de Moillebeau, Petit-Saconnex, Geneva. Tel. No. 34.62.00

.Mr. Richard Butler

.Mr. Richard A. Rowe

Miss Jill Courtney

Dr. Shirley Freeman

Mr. Hobert Mathews .

Mr. Peter McGregor

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Australia to
the United Nations for Disarmament Matters
Head of Delegation

Counsellor, Permanent Mission of Australia
to the United Nations Office at Geneva
Deputy Head of Delegation

Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of Australia to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Expert (Chemical Weapons)
Materials Research Laboratories
Department of Defence, Australia

Expert (Chemical Weapons)
Materials Research Laboratories
Department of Defence, ,Australia

Expert (Seismic)
Bureau of Mineral Resources, Australia

Delegation of Belgium
Address: 58 rue de Moillebeau, 1211 Geneva 19. Tel. No. ".81.50

.Mr. H. Depasse

Hr. J. Koninckx

*Mr. Ph. Nieuwenhuys

Commandant H. de Bissmop

Mlle. H. de Backer

• Spouse present

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Belgium
to the Conference on Disarmament (until 31 July 1985)

Ambassador
Permanent Mission of Belgium to the
Conference on Disarmament (from 1 August 1985)

Counsellor
Director for Disarmament
Ministry of External Relations

Counsellor
Permanent Representative of Belgium
to the CO,nference on Disaralment

Expert (Q'temical Weapons)
Ministry of National Defence, Brussels

Expert (Seismology)
Royal Observa tory of Brussels
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Delesation of Brazil
Address: 17 rue Alfred Vincent, 1201 Geneva. Tel. Ne. 32.25.56/7

Mr. Celso Antonio
de Souza e Silva

Mr. SC'rgio de Queiroz Duarte

Ambassador
Representative to the Conference on
Disarmament
Head of Delegation

Minister
Deputy Representative

Delegation of the PeQPle' s Republic of Bule;aria
Address: 16, chemin des crits de Pregny, 1218 Grand Saconnex, Geneva.
Tel. No. 98.03.00

*Mr. Konstantin Tellalov

Mr. Borislav Konstantj,nov

"'Mr. Valentin Bojilov

Mr. Hristo Halatchev

*Mr. Petar Popt chev

"'Mr. Radoslav Deyanov

Mr. Kra.ssimir Star.kov·

Mr., Nikolay Mikhailov

Mr., Lyudmil Khristoskov

* Spouse present

.Ambassador
Pemanent Representative of the People's
Republic of Bulgaria to the United Nations
Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

.Ambassador
Mi;r..I.1stry of Foreign Affairs
Deputy Head of Delegation

Minister Plenipotentiary
Deputy Permanent Representative of the
People's Republic of Bulgaria to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

First Secreta.ry
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

First Secretary
Permanent Mission of the People's Republic
of· Bulgaria to the United Nations Office
at Geneva

Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of the People's Republic
of Bulgaria to the United Nations Office
at Geneva .

Attache
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Expert on Chemical Weapons

Expert on Seismic Events
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Delegation of the Socialist Republic of the Union of BUI.'JDS.
Address: 47 avenue Blanc, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No.31.75.40

Delegation of Canada
Address: lOA, avenue de BUde, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No. 33.90.00

Le's
:lotions

le

IUblic
'ice

ublic
ice

U Maung Maung Gyi

U Pe Thein Tin

U ma Myint

U Than Tun

Daw Marlar Sein Maung

*Mr. J. Alen Beesley

Mr. A. Despres

Mr. R. J. Rochon
-

Mr. D. Dhavernas

Mr. M. C. Hamblin

Mr. R. SUtherland

Mr. P. Basham

Mrll' RII North

Mr. G. K. Vachon

Mr. RII Vanier

Mr. A. Crawford

Mr. M. Gwozdeck;y'

*' Spouse present
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Ambassador
Permanent ,Representative of Bums. to
the United Nations Office at Geneva .
Head of Delegation

Deputy Permanent Representa.tive of Burma
to the United Nations Office at Geneva
Representative and Secretary of the
Delegation

Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of Bu:rma. to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Representative

Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of Burma to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Representative

Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of Burma to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Representative

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Canada.
to the Conference on Disannament

Counsellor
Deputy Representative

Counsellor and Consul

Counsellor and Consul

Adviser

Adviser

Adviser

Adviser

Adviser

Adviser

~dviser

Adviser



Ambassador
Pe:rmanent Representative to the
Conference on Disarmament
Head of Delegation

Counsellor
Pe:r.manent Mission of China at Geneva
Representative

Counsellor
Pe:rmanentMission of China at Geneva
Representative

Chief', Division for Disannament
Department of International. Organizations
and Conferences
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Representative

Officer
Ministry of National Defence
Representative

First Secretary
Permanent Mission of China at Geneva
Representative

Deputy Chief
Division for International Politics
Institute of International Studies
Alternate Representative

Officer
Ministry of National Defence
Altemate Representative

Official
Ministry of ~J'ational Defence
Alternate Representative

Official
Ministry of National Defence
Alternate Representative

Officer
Ministry of National Defence
Alternate Representative

Official
r-r.J.nistry of National Defence
Adviser

Official
Department of International Organizations
and Conferences
Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Adviser

Ms. Wang Zhiyun

Mr. Shi Jinkun

Mr. SM Jicheng

Mr. Lin Cheng

Mr. Liu Zhongren

Mr. Ye Ruan

Mr. Pan Jusheng

Mr. Yu Zhongzhou

Ms. Zhou Yunhua

Mr. Li Bensong

Mr. Jian Zhenxi.

Mr. Zhang Weidong

*Mro ~ian Jiadong

Deleption of' the People's Republic of China
Address: 11 chemin de Survi.lle, 1213 Perliit-Lal'lcy, Geneva. Tel. No. 92.25.49/48

I'.,

* Spouse present
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.49/48 Deleption of the Repu.blic of Cuba
Address: 100 ch. de Valerie, Case Postale 59. 1292 Chambesy. Tel. No. 58.23.26

Lt ions

Mr. Carlos Lechuga. Hevia

Mr. Pedm N@ez Mosquera

Mr. Angel Victor GonztLez Perez

Mr. Humberto Rivem Rosario

Mr. Jorge Luis Garcia Hemlndez

Ambassador
Pemanent Representative of the Republic
of Cuba to the Unit ed Nations Office at
Geneva
Head of Delegation

Counsellor
Permanent Mission of the Republic of Cuba
to the United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of the Republic of Cuba.
to the United Nations Office at Geneva.
Adviser

Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Adviser

Experli

Deleption of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic
Address: 9, chemin de l'Ancienne Route, 1218 Grand Saconnex, Geneva.
Tel. No~ 98.91.82

ions

tIMr. Milo'" Vejvoda.

*Mr. Andrej Cima

* Spouse present
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Ambassador
Permanent Representative of the
Czechoslovak Socialist Republic to
the United Nations Office at Geneva

Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of the Czechoslovak
Socialist Republic to the
United Nations Office at Geneva.



*Mr. Jacques

*:Y.r. FranC;ois

Dele tion of
Address: 36,Tel. No. 31.65.30

Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Egypt to the United Nations
Office at Geneva

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Egypt to the
United Nations Offioe at Geneva

Mr. Saad Alfarargi

Mr. Marawan Badr

Delegation Of Egypt
Address: 72, rue de Lausanne, 1202 Geneva..,

~
~
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I
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Ms. Wafaa Bass im

~. Ahmed Maher Abbas

Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Egypt to the United Nations
Office at Geneva

Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Egypt to the United Nationa
Office at Geneva

'*:Mr. Gerard

*" .Mr. Hubert R

Mr. Benoit d

Mr. Farid Monib Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of Egypt to the United Nations
Office at Geneva

CoL Gesbert

Mrs. Veroniq

Delegation of Socialist Ethiopia
Address: 56, rue de Moillebeau, P.O. Box 204, 1211 Geneva 19. Tel. No. 33.07.50

"*Mr. Kassa Kebede Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary
Permanent Representative of Socialist Ethiopia
to the United Nations Office and other
International Organizations at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Dele ation of
Address: 49,

-l!lr. Harald R

Miss KOt1gi t Sinegiorgis

. Mr. ;Fesseha Yohann~s

Counsellor
Deputy Permanent Representative
Permanent Mission of Socialist Ethiopia to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Representative

First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Socialist Ethiopia to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Al ternate Representative .

"*1>1'. Wal ter K:r

,

Col. Dr. Frie

Dr. Manfred S

Professor Die

Mr. Lutz Muel

Dr. Andrej Br

Spouse*
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Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Socialist Ethiopia to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Alternate Representative

* Spouse present.

*Mr. Negash Kebret



Delegation of France
Address: 36, route de Pregny, 1292 Chambesy, Geneva. Tel. No. 58.21.23

Dele
Addr

*Mr. Jacques Jessel

*Px. Frangois de la Gorce

*Mr. Gerard Montassier

*Mr. Hubert Renie

Mr. Benoit d'Aboville

Col. Gesbert

Mrs. Veronique Barre

Ambassad.::::-
Representative of France to the Conference on·
Disarmament (from 1 June 1985)

Ambassador
Representative of France to the Conference on
Disarmament (until 31 May 1985)

First Counsellor
Deput,y Representative

First Secretary

Deputy Director of Disarmament
Minis try of External Relations, Paris

Ministry of Defence, Paris

Disarmament Division
Ministry of External Relations, Paris

D

Mr

Mr

PDelegation of the German Democratic Republic
Address: 49, rue de Moillebeau, 1209 Geneva. Tel. No. 33.67.50

-lDr. Harald Rose

"*Dr. Wal ter Krutzsch

,

Col. Dr. Friedrich Sayatz

Dr. Manfred Schneider

Mr. Lutz Mueller

Professor Dieter Felske

Dr. Andrej Brie

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of the German Democratic
Republic to the United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Minister Plenipotentiary
Permanent Mission of the German Democratic
Republic to the United Nations Office at Geneva
Deput,y Head of Delegation

Ministry of National Defence

Adviser
Academy of Sciences of the
German Democratic Republic

Adviser
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Adviser
Academy of Sciences of the
German Democratic Republic

Adviser
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Qili
Addr

* Spouse present.
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"Mr. M.

!'h-. SU:

Mr. Inc

Mrs. Ra

Mr. BuCl

*Mr. Ja;

Mr. Al'

'*Mr. Sh

Dele2'ati
Address:

Delesrati
Address:

Ambassador
Head of Delegation of the Federal Republic of
Germany to the Conference on Disarmament

Counsellor
Alternate Representative
Delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany
to the Conference on Disarmament

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of the Hungarian
People's Republic to the United Nations
Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Counsellor
Permanent Mission of the Hungarian People f s
Republic to the United Nations Office
at Geneva.
Deputy Head of Delegation

Third Se cre tary
Permanent Mission of the Hungarian People's
Republic to the United Na tioriS Office
at Geneva

Professor of Seismologj'
Head of the Seismological Observatory of the
Hungarian Academy of Sciences

Colonel, Expert

Dr.. Wilhe1m-Ni,kolai Germann Colonel
Military Adviser
Delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany
to the Conference on Disarmament

Colonel
Military Adviser
Delegation of the Federal RepUblic of Germany
to the Conference on Disarmament

Mr. Michael Gerdts Second Secretary
De1egation of the Federal Republic of Germany
to the Conference

Mr. Wolf-Eberhard von dem Hagen

Dr. Laszl6 Mate

Professor Dr. Johannes Pfirschke Adviser
Federal Ministry of Defence

Dr. Ede Bisztricsany

*Mr. Tibor T6th

ilMr. Ferenc Gajda

'ifDr. Henning Wegener

"'*Mr. David Meiszter

'-MMr. Frank Elbe

De1egation of the Federal Republic of Germam
Address: Case postale 191, CH 1211 Geneva 19. Tel. No. 31.97.70/79

Delegation of the Hungarian People's RepUblic
Address: 81 avenue de Champel, 1206 Geneva. Tel. No. 46.03.23

'T"----------~-------------~----iiIP'--.....,~...._iiil!!Q....WPE_-__if~_t-"'~-'---'c; tQ'I~·~"~·-........ I

** Spouse present.
1
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Delegation of India
Address: 9, rue du Valais, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No. 32.08.59

D

D
A

, ',
t

I,

Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary
Permanent Representative of India to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

First Secretary
Permanent Mission of India to the United Nations
Office at Geneva
Deputy Head of Delegation

First Secretary
Permanent Mission of India to the United Nations
Office at Geneva
Adviser

Ambassador
Deputy Permanent Representative of the RepUblic
of Indonesia to the United Nations Office
at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Counsellor
Permanent Mission of the Republic of Indonesia
to the United Nations Office at Geneva
Representative

Official
Directorate of International Organizations
Department of Foreign Affairs, Jakarta
Representative

Firs t Secre tary
Permanent Mission of the Republic of Indonesia
to the United Nations, New York

Third Secretary,
Pern:anent Mission of the Republic of Indonesia
to the United Nations Office at Geneva

Attache
Permanent Mis,aion of the Republic of Indonesia
to the United Nations Office at Geneva
Representativet
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Mr. Sularto Sutowardoyo

* Spouse present.

Mr. Indra M. Dainanik

Mrs. Raziaty Tanzil

Mr. Budiman Darmosutanto

!1t'. Noegroho Wisnoemoerti

Mr. Ali Masbar Akbar

iMr. M. DUbey

'*Mr. Sheel Kant Sharma

*Mr. Jayant Prasad

Delegation of the RepUblic of Indonesia
Address: 16, rue de Saint-Jean, 1203 Geneva. Tel. ~roo 45.33.50
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Delegation of the Republic of Indonesia (continued)

I,

Mr. Rezlan Ishar Jenie

Brigadier General Baryo Mataram

Colonel Fauzy Qasim

Attache
Permanent Mission of the Republic of
Indonesia to the United Nations Office at
Geneva
Representative

Department of Defence and SeeuritYt Jakarta
Adviser

Department of Defence and Security, Jakarta
Adviser

Dele
Addres

*Mr.

*Mr.

Mr. Gi

Delegsltion of the Islamic Republic of Iran
Address: 28 cpe~in du Petit-Saconnex, 1209, Geneva. Tel. No. 33.30.04 Mr.

.·f
'·:·::~'

~ .'

I

Dr. Nasrollah Kazemi Kamyab

Mr. Farhad Shahabi Sirjani

Mr. Ataollah Shafii

Mr. Mohammad Djavad Kamalian

Mr. Seyed Djamaleddine Kazzazi

Mr. Vahid Akhavan Astaneh·

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of the Islamic
Republic of Iran to the United Nations
Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

First Secretary
Permanent Mission of the Islamic Republic
of Iran to the United Nations Office at
Geneva

Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of the Islamic Republic
of Iran to the United Nations Office at

. Geneva

Delegate

Member of Delega tion

Delegate
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*Mr. Mi

Mr. Rob

Delegat
Address

*Dr. Ry

"'Mr. Ma

iIMr. Te

"'Mr.

"'Mr. Ma
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Delegation of Italy
Address I 10, chemin de llImperatrice, 1292 Pregny, Geneva. Tel. No. 33.47.50

Delegation of Japan
Address: 35, avenue de Bude, 1202 Geneva 19. Tel. No. 33.04.03

~. Mario Alessi

*Mr. Fabrizio Piaggesi

Mr. Giovanni Adorn! Braccesi

Mr. Marcello Celio

Prof. Luigi. Ferrari Bravo

oMMr. Michele Pavese

Mr. Roberto Di Carlo

*Dr. Ryukichi Imai

oMMr. Masaki. Konishi

'*Mr. Teruo Kawakita

oMMr. Kimiaki. Kudo

oMMr. Masabumi Sato

'* Spouse present
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Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Italy to the
Conference on Disarmament
Head of Delegation

First Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Italy to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Italy to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Admiral
Military Counsellor, Ministry of Defence

Legal Advisor

Brigadier General
Military Counsellor, Ministry of Defence

Major
Expert (Chemical Weapons)
Ministry of Defence

Ambassador Extraordinary and
Plenipotentiary Head of the Delegation
of Japan to the Conference on Disarmament

Counsellor
Deputy Head of Delegation
Delegation of Japan to the Conference on
Disamament

Counsellor
Delegation· of Japan to the Oonference on
Disamament

First Secretary
Delegation of Japan to the Conference on
Disamament

First Secretary
Delegation of Japan to the Conference on
Disarmament



Deleption ot Kenya
Address. Hotel Bamada, Roan 23, 19 rue de Zurioh, 1201 Geneva. Tel. No. 31.02.41

I'
r
1

I
I

l

Dele.tie of Japan 'oontinue41

otIMr. Tsutanu Ishiguri

Mr. Tadashi Okacla

Mr. Iohiro .&Jd.1ama

Mr. Shigeo Kori

Mr. Raphael K. Kiilu

Mr. H.B. Gioheru

Mr. Paul N. Kwaura

Seoond Seoretar,y
Delegation of Japan to the Conterenoe on
Disa.rmu.ent

Expert (28 June to 23 July)
Defense Agenoy, Tolqo

Expert (11 March to 6 April)
Defenoe Agenoy, Tok\Yo

Expert (24 to 30 March)
Meteorologioal Agenoy
Tok\Yo

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Ke~
to the United N'ations, New York

under Seoretary
Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Seoond Seoretar,y
Permanent Mission of KeI\Y& to the
United Nations, New York

Deleetion of Kexloo
Address. 13 avenue de BUde, 1211 Geneva. Tel. No. 34.57.40

~. Alfonso Garc!a Robles

Ms. zada] inda
Gonzalez y Reynero

Ms. Mar!a de los Angeles Ranero

Mr. Pablo Maoedo Riba

Ms. Luz Maria Cbablais Garoia

* Spouse present

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Kexlco to
the Conferenoe on Disarmament
Head of Delegation

COWlSellor
Alternate Representative

Seoond Seoretary
Adviser

Third Secretary
Adviser

Seoretar,y to the Delegation
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Delegation of the Mongolian People's Republio
Address: 4 chemin des Mollies, 1295 Bellevue, Geneva. Tel. No. 74.19.74

Delegation of the Kingdan of Moroc·oo
Address: 18A, chemin Fra.n9ois Lebmann, 1218 Grand Sacconex, Geneva
Tel. No. 98.15.35/36

.1

Mr. Luvsa.ndorjiin Bayart

Mr. Such-ochir Bold

'*Mr. Ali Skalli

"'Hr. Mohamed Sbihi

-IIMr. omar Hilale .

Ambassador
Pe:rmanent Representative of the
Mongolian People I s Republic to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of the Mongolian
People's Republic to the United Nations
Offioe at Geneva
Representative

Ambassador
Pe:rmanent Representative of the Kingdan
of Morocco to the United Nations Office
at Geneva

Minister Plenipotentiary
Permanent Mission of the Kingdan of
Morocco to the United Nations Office
at Geneva

Counsellor
Permanent Mission of the Kingdan. of
Morocoo to the United Nations Office
at Geneva

; .
I

Dele-sation of the Kinfldan of the Netherlands
Address: 56, rue dl;:l Moillebeau, 1209 Geneva. Tel. No. 33.73.50

I.

'tIMr. Hobert J. van Sohaik

*Mr. Jaap Bamaker

* Spouse present
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Ambassador Extraordinary and
Plenipotentiary
Permanent Representa.tive of the KingdClll
of the Netherlands to the United Nations
Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Counsellor
Permanent Mission of the Kingdan of the
Netherlands to the United Nations
'Office at Geneva
Deputy-Head of Deleption
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Delegation of the Kingdcm of the Netherlands (continued)

Delesation of the Federal RepUblic of Nip;eria
Address: 32 chemin des Collom.bettes, 1211 Geneva. Tel. No. 34.21.40/49

·.'.:i'·'
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Mr. Robert Jan Akkerman

*Mr. Robert Kilders

Dr. A.J.J. Oans

Mr. B. tar Haar

Dr. A.R. Ritsema

Mr. G. Houtgast

Mr. J .A. van Bodegravan

Mr. B.O. Tonwe

Mr. B.A. Adeyemi

Mr. Olufemi o. George

Mr. Chuka. V. Udedibia

* Spouse present

First Secretary (tUltil 1 August)
Permanent Mission of the Kingdom Of the
Netherlands to the United Nations Office
at Geneva

First Secretary (£ran 1 July 1985)
Permanent Mission of the Kingdom of the
Netherlands to the United Nations Office
at Geneva

Expert (Chemic~l Weapons)
Director of the Prine Maurits
Laboratory, TNO, Delft

Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Non-Nuclear
Arms Control and Disarmament Section,
The Hague

Expert (SeiBmologist)
Royal Netherlands Meteorological
Institute, De Bilt

Expert (Seismologist)
Royal Netherlands Meteorological
Institute, De Bilt

Expert (Seismologist)
Royal Netherlands Meteorological
Institute, De Bilt

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of the Federal
Republic of Nigeria to the United Nations
Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Ambassador
Deputy Permanent Representative
Permanent Mission of the Federal Republic
of Nigeria to the United Nations Office
at Geneva .
Alternate Delegate

Minister CotUlSellor
Permanent Mission of the Federal Republic
of Nigeria to the United Nations Office
at Geneva
Alternate Delegate

Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of the Federal Republic
of Nigeria to the United Nations Office
at Geneva
Alternate Delegate
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Delegation of Pakistan
Address: 56, rue de Moillebeau, 1211 Geneva 19. Tel. No. 34.77.60

le
.ce

Le
.ce

·Mr. Mansur Ahmad

·Mr. Rafat Mahdi

·Mr. Kamran Niaz

·Mr. Zam1r Akram

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Pakistan
to the United Nations Office at Geneva

Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Pakistan to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

First Secretary
Permanent Mission of Pakistan to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Pakistan to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Delegation of Peru
Address: 63 rue de Lausanne, 1202 Geneva. Tel. No. 31.11.30

Mr. Peter Cannock Ambassador
Deputy Permanent Representative of Peru
to the United Nations Office at Geneva

Mr. Javier Gonzales Terrones Minister
Deputy Permanent Representative of Peru to
the United Nations Office at Genewa

Mr. Cesar Castillo Ramirez Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Peru to the United Nations
Office at Geneva,1

.ons

llie
:e

ie

llie
:e

Mr. Ju1io Munoz Deacon

Mr. Augusto Thornberry

Mr. Jorge Fe1ix Rubio

• Spouse present

First Secretary
Permanent Delegation of Peru to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Second Secretary
Permanent Mission of Peru to the United Nations
Office at Geneva

'J'hird Secretary
Permanent 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 l'Ancienne Route, 1218 Grand-S&connex, Geneva
Tel. No. 98.11.61

~Mr. Stanislaw Turbanski

.Mr. Janusz Rychlak

Mr. Janusz Cialowicz

.Hr. Gromoslaw Czempinski

Hr. Antoni Czerkawski

Dr. Andrzej Karkoszka

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Poland to the
United Nations Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Counsellor
Permanent ~~presentation of Poland to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Colonel
Ministry of Defence, Warsaw

First Secretary
Permanent Representation of PolaRd to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Adviser
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Warsaw

Adviser
Mlnistry of Foreign Affairs, Warsaw

Dele ation of the Sooialist Re ublic·of Romania
Address: chemin dt la Perriere, 1223 Cologny, Geneva. Tel. No. 52.10.90

Mr. Ion Datcu

Hr. Teodor Helescanu

Hr. Petre Baloiu

Mr. Sabin Pop

Mr. Virgiliu Faur

Lt. Col. Ing. AurelPopescu

• Spouse present

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of the Socialist
Republic of Romania to the United Nations
Office at Geneva
Head of Delegation

Counsellor
Permanent Mission of the Socialist Republic
of Romania.to the United Nations Office
at Geneva
Alternate Head of Delegation

First Secretary
Permanent Mission of the Socialist Republic
of Romania to the United Nations Office
at G~neva

First Secretary,
Minist~y of Foreign Affairs of the
Socialist Republic of Romania

First Secretary
Permanent Mission of the Socialist Republic
of Romania to the United ~ations Office
at Geneva

Expert
Ministry of National Defence, Romania
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Demooratio Sooialist Re ublio of Sri Lanka
de Moillebeau, 1211 Geneva 19. Tel. No. 4.93.40/49

Mr. Jayantha Dhanapa1a

Mr. H.M.G.S. Pa1ihakkara

Mr. Prasad Kariya'7asam

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of Sri Lanka
to the United Nations Offioe at Geneva

Seoond Seoretary
Permanent Mission of Sri Lanka to the
United Nations Offioe at Geneva

Seoond Seoretary
Permanent Mission of Sri Lanka to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Delegation of Sweden
Address: 62, rue de Vermont, 1202 Geneva. Tel, No. 34.44.00

Mrs. Maj Britt Theorin

*Mr. R01f-Ekeus

*Mr. Lars-Erik Wingren

*Mrs. Elizabet Bonnier

*Mr. Hans Berglund

Mrs. Ann Mari Lau

Dr. Jan Prawitz

,Dr. Ola Dahlman

Mr. Ove Bring

Mr. Stig Alemyr
o

Mrs. Anita Brakenhielm

Mr. Sture Eriosson
Mrs. Gunnel Jon§ng

o
Mr. Rune Angstr6m

Ambassador
Member of Parliament
Chairman of the Swedish Disa~amentCommission

Head of Delegation - ex offioio when in
attendanoe

Ambassador
Head of Delegation

Counsellor
Deputy Head of Delegation

First Seoretary

Colonel
Military Adviser

Scientifio Adviser
National Defenoe Researoh Institute

Soientifio Adviser
Ministry of Defenoe

Direotor of Researoh
Soientific Adviser
National Defenoe Research Institute

Legal Adviser
Ministry for Foreign Affairs

Member of Parliament

Member oC Parliament

Member of Parliament
Member of Parliament

Member oC'Parliament

* Spouse present
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Deputy Head of Delegation
Envoy
Deputy Direotor, Department of International
Orga.nizations
Ministry of Forei~ Affairs

Dele ati

Mr. Tim

-Mr. Ale

Ministry of

the

Tel. No. 58.10.03

Head of Delegation
Ambassador
Member of the Collegium of the
Foreign Affairs
Representative of the USSR to
Conferenoe on Disarmament

*Mr. Viotor L. lssraelyan

-Mr. Boris P. Prokofiev

Delegation of the Union of Soviet Sooialist Republios
Address: 4 chemin du Champ de Bl&, 1292 Chamb'sy, Geneva.

Hr. Juri K. Nazarkin Deputy Head of Delegation
Envoy
Deputy Director, Department of International
Organizations, Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Mr. Juri

Mr. Dmitri N. Kolesnik
(30 July-10 August 1985>

Deputy Head of Delegation
(International legal questions >
Envoy Plenipotentiary, Permanent Mission of
the USSR to the United Nations Office at Geneva

Mr. Vlad
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United States of America (continued)
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United States of America (continued)
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Delegation of the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia (continued)
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