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I. INTRODUCTION
1. The Conference on Disarmament submits to the forty-first session of thc
United Nations General Assambly its annual report on its 1986 session,
together with the pertinent documents and records.

ITI. ORGANIZATION OF WORK OF THE CONFERENCE

A. 1986 Session of the Conference

2. The Conference was in session from 4 February to 25 April and from 10 June
to 29 Auqust 1986. During this period, the Conference held 49 formal plenary
meetinge, at which member States as well as non-member States invited to
particioate in the discussions set forth their views and r._ommendations on
the various questions before the Conference.

3. The Conference also held 35 informal meetings on its agenda, programme of
work, organization and procedures, as well as on items of its agenda and other
matters.

4, 1In accordance with rule 9 of the Rules of Procedure, the following member
States assumed the Presidency of the Conference: Australia for February,
Belgium for March, Brazil for April and the recess Letween the first 2nd
second parts of the 1986 session of the Conference, Bulgaria for June, Burma
for Julv and .anada for Auqust and the recess until the 1987 session ¢! the
Conference.

B. Participants in the Work of the Conference

5. Representatives of the following member States participated in the work of
the Confersnce: Algeria; Araentina; Australia, Belaium; Brazil,

Pulgaria, Burma; Canaday Chinay Cuba, Czechoslovakia) Eqypt: Ethiopiay
France) German Democratic Republic;,; Germany, Fedsral Republic of; Hungary)
India; Indonesiay Islamic Republic of Iran, Italy. Javany Kenva)

Mexicop; Mongoliay Moroccoy; Netharlands; Nigeria; Pakistan; Peru;

Poland; Romania, Sri Larka; Sweden, Union of Soviet Sccialist Republics:s
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland; United States of
America; Venezuela; Yugoslavia; and Zaire.

C. Aagenda for the 1986 Session and Programme of Work
for the First and Second Parts of the Ses~ion

6. At the 336th Plenary Meeting on 4 February 1986, the Prusident submitted a
proposal on the provisional acenda for the 1986 session u.né the programme of
work for the first part of the annual session in conformity with rmle 29 of
the Rules of Procedure, and made the following statement (CD/PV.3536):

"With respect to the adoption of the agenda for the year 1986, 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."

-1~



7.
vear
text

At ths same plenary meating, the Conference adopted its agenda for the
and the programme of work fcor the first part of the annuval session. The
of the agenda and programme of work (Document CPD/653) reads as follows:
"The Conference on Disarmament, as the multilatera) neqotiating
forum, shall promote the attainment of general and complete disarmament
under effectivs international control.
"The Conference, taking into account, inter alia, the relevant
provisions of the Documents of the first and second special sessions
of the Gensral Assembly devoted to disarmament, will Adeal with the
cessation of the arms ruce and disarmament and other relevant measures
in the following areas:
I. Nuclear weapcns in all aspectss
II. Chemical Weapons:
11X, Other weapons of mass destruction,
Iv. Conventional weapons;
v. Reduction of military budgets)
vI. Reduction of armw.d forcei:
VII. Disarmament and development,
VIII. Disarmament and international security;
IX. Collateral measures, confidence-building measures; effective
verification methods in relation to appropriate disarmament

measures, acceptabls to all parties concerncd,

X. Comprehensive programme of disarmament ieading to general and
complete disarmament under effective international control.

"Within the above framework, the Conference on Disarmament adopts the
following agendu for 1986 which includes items .unat, in conformity with
the provisione of Section VIII of its Rules of Procedure, would be
considered by ita

1. Nuclear test ban.

2. Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disa.mament,
3. Prevention of nuclear war, including all related matters.
4. Chemical weapons.

5. Prevention of an arms race in outer space.



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

7. New types of weapuns of mass destruction and new systems of
such weapons; radinlogical weapons.

8. Comprehensive programme of disarmament.
9. Considesation and adoption cf the annual report and any other
report as apprcorriate to the General Assembly of the

United Nations,

Programme of Work

"In compliance with rule 28 of its Rules of Procedure, the
Conference on Disarmament also adopts the following programme of work
for the first part of its 1986 session:

4-14 February Statements in plenary meetings. Consideration
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.
17-28 februar- Nuclear test ban.
Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
disarmament.
3-14 March Prevention of an arms race in outer space.
17-21 March Prevention of nuclear war, including all

related matters

24 March-4 April Chemical weapons.

7-11 April Effective international arrangements to assure
non-nuclear weapon States against the use or

threat of use of nuclear weapons.

Comprehensive programme of disarmament.

14~18 April New types of weapons of mass destruction and
new gsystems of such weapons; radiological
wsapons,

21-25 April Further consideration of outstanding matters.

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



"The Confarence will intensify 1ts consultations in pursuance of
paragraphs 18 and 19 of its report (CD/642) with a view to taking a
positive decision at its 1986 annual sossion with regard to expansi :n
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,
s0 as to maintain balance in the membership of the Conference.

"Mesatings of subsidiary bodie . will be convened after consultations
between the President of the Conference and the Chairm 1 of the
subsidiary Hodies, according to the circumstances and needs of those
bodias.

"The Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider International
Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events will meet
from 10 to 21 March 1986.

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

8. At its 3159th plenary meeting, the Conference decided to begin the seccnd
part of the 1986 session nn 10 June 1986.

9. During the second part of tlLe 1986 session of thea Conference, the
President submitted, at the 363rd plenary meetinag on 19 June 1986, a2 proposal
on the procgramme of work for the second part of the session. In addition, th
President stated that, in view of the financial situation of the

Unitod Nations, it was necassary for the Conference to consider how to
implemeut the tavrget reduction of 30 per cent in services allocated to it. He
al,o noted that, after a number of consultations held by members, the advice
of the technical .ervices of the United Nations Office at Seneva and the
Departmeant of _..rerence Services in New York, it was clear that those savings
would be better effected by agreeing on an arrangement to allocate to the
Conference ten weekly meetings during the whole session except for 15 weekly
meetings during the Twenty-second Session of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific
Experts to Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify
€aismic Evenias. :

10. At the same plenary meeting, the Conterence agreed to the proposals of the
President concerning savings in the services allocated to it. One group of
elegations made statements in that connection. The Conference also adopted
the programme of work proposed by the President (CD/705). 1t reads as
follows:

"In compliance with rule 28 of its Rules of Procedure, the
Conference on Disarmament adopts the following programme of work
for the second part of its 1986 session:

10~-13 June Statements in plenary meetingc.
Consideration of the proaramme of work,
as well as of the establishment of
subsidiary bodiez on items of the agenda
and other crganizational questions .
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16-27 June Nuclear test ban.
Cessation of the nuclear arms race and
nuclear disarmamant.

30 June—4 July Prevention ¢f an arms race in outer
space.
7-11 July Prevention of nuclear war, including

all related matters.
14-25 July Chemical weapons.

28 July-1l August Effective international arrangements to
assure non-nuclear-weapon States against
the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons,

Comprehensive programme of disarmament.

4-8 Auqust New types of weapons of mass destruction and
new systems of such weapor :; radiological
weapons.

11~-29 Auqust Reports of ad hoc subsidiary bodies;

conaideration and adoption of the Annual
Report to the General Assembly of the
United Nations.

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

“The Conference will intensify its consultations in pursuance
of paraaraphs 18 anl 19 of its report (CD/642) with a view to taking
a positive decision at its 1986 annual session with regard to expansion
of its membership by not more than fir States having in pind that
candidates for membership srould be nc¢..i1ated, two by the Group of 21,
one by the Socialist Group, ani1 one by the Western Group, 80 as to
majintain balance in the membership of the Conference.

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

"The Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider International
Co~operative Meusures to Detoct and Identify Seismic Events will meet
from ° Mmly to 1 Auqust 1986.

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



11. At its 337th plenary meeting on 6 February, the Confasrence decided to
re—~establish, for the duration of its 1986 session, the Ad Hoc Committee on
Chemical Weapons (CD/654). At the same meeting the President made a statemant
noting that there was no need to re-—establish the AA_Hoc Committee on the
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament and that its Chairman would continue to
preside over that subsidiary body. At its 344th and 359th plenary meetings on
4 March and 24 April, the Conference éijcided to re-establish, for the Aduration
of its 1986 session, the Ad Hoc Committees on Radiological Weapons and the
Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space (CD/674 and CD/694). Some
delegations made statements in connaction with the re—-establishment of those
Ad Hoc Committees.

D. Participrtion of States not Members of the Conference

12, 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, snmark, Finland, Greecs,
Holy Sae, Iraq, Ireland, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Seneqal, Lpain,
Switzerland, Turkey, Uruquay and Viet Nam.

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

(a) The representatives of Norway and Finland to participate during
1986 in the plenary meetings, in the informal meetings on the ocubstance of
agenda item 2 and in the subsidiary bodies on Chemical Weapons, Prevention of
an Arms Race in Outer Space, Radiological Weapons and the Comprehensive
Programme of Disarmament.

(b) The representative of Turkey to participate during 1986 in the
plenary meetings and in the subsidiary bodies on Chemical Weapons, Prevention
of an Arms Race in Outer Space, Radiological Weapons, tha Comprehensive
Programme of Disarmament, as well as to participate in the work of the
Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider International Co-operative
Measures to Detect and Idsntify Seismic Events.

(¢) The representatives of Greece, Portugal and Spain to participate
during 1986 in the plenary meetings and in the subsidiary bodies on Chemical
Weapons, Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space, Radiological Weapons and
the Comprehensivae Programme of Disarmament.

(d) The reprsscontatives of Austria, Denmark and New Zealand to
participate during 1986 in the plenary meetings and in the subsidiary bodies
on Chemical Weapons and the Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Sp&ca.

(e) The representative of Switgzerland to participate during 1986 in
the plenary meetings and in the subsidiary .»odies on Chemical Weapons and
Radiological Weapons.

(f) The representative of Ireland to participate during 1986 in
plenary meetings and in the subsidiary body on Chemical Weapons.



(g) The representative of Bangladesh to participate during 1986 in the
plenary meetings and in the subsidiary body on the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament.

{(h) The representative of Viet Nam to address the plenary during 1986
on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament.

E. Expansion of the membership of the Conferenca

14, The urgency attached to the question of the expansion of i+s membership
is duly recognized by the Conference.

15. The Conference had before it the requests for membership received
during prsvious sessions from the following non~member States, in
chronolosical orders Norway, Finland, Austria, Turkey, Seneqal, Bangladesh,
Spain, Vie*. NMam, Ireland, Tunisia, Ecuador, Cameroon and Greece.

16. During its 1986 session, t..e Presidents of the Conference conducted
continuous consnltations with the members, in accordance with establishad
practice, on the selection of additional members. Members of the Conference
also angaged in congultations on this important question. Those consultations
were held in pursuance of paraqraphs 18 and 19 of the Report of the Conference
to the fortieth session of the General Assembly (CD/642). In that connection,
the Conference recorded its decision that its membership might bs increased by
not more than four States and aqgreed 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.
The Socislist Group and the Western Group announced that their candidates for
membe cship wers Viet Nam (CD/PV,345) and Norway (CD/PV.351), respectively.

The Group of 21 noted that it would select its candidates when there is
agreement on concrete ways and means for implementing the azbove-mentioned
decision.

17. The Conference will further intensify its consultations with a view to
taking a positive decision at its next annual session and will inform
accordingly the forty-sscond session of the General Assembly of the

United Nations.

F. Proposals for tha improved and effsctive
functioning of the Conference

18. The Conference continued the consideration of its improved and
effective functioning at inforwal open—ended consultations. A number of
proposals were put forward during the annual session. The Conference
considered those proposals, having in mind the need for all msmbers of the
Conference to be fully informed and to have the opportunity to contribute to
the consideration of the subject. The Conference wi 1 continue its
consideration of the subject during the 1987 session.



G. Measures Relating to the Financial Situation
of the United Nations

19, On 10 April 1986, the Parasonal Representative of the United Nationa
Secretary-General and Secretary-General of the Conference advanced a number of
tachnical sugqestions desiqned to meet the budqetary limitations resulting
from the financial situation of the United Nations. Those suggestions dealt
with the effactive utilization of conference resources, reductions in the
number and nature of the officlial documents circulated in the Conference, the
preparation of official records, avoidance of duplication in documentation and
the shortening of reports of subsidiary bodies and of the annual report to the
General Assembly of the United Nations. At an informal meeting on 22 April,
the Conference accepted the proposals of the Secretariat to proceed with the
technical measures suggested and to maintain the matter under review, keeping
in mind the results of the resumed session of the General Assembly dc¢voted to
the financial situation of the Organization.

H. Communications from Non-Governmental Orqanizations

20. In ac ordance with rule 42 of the Rules of Procedure, lists of all
communications from Non~Govarnmental Organizations and persons were circulated
to tho Conference (Documents CD/NGC.13 and CD/NGC.14).

III. SUBSTANTIVE WORK OF THE CONFERENCE DURING ITS 1986 SESSION

21. The substantive work of the Conference during its 1986 gsession was based
on its agenda and programme of work. The list of documents issued by the
Conference, as well as the texts of those documents, are included as

Appendix I t- the report. An inde:. of the verbatim records by country and
subject, listing the statements made by delegations during 1986, and the
verbatim records of the meetings of the Conference are attachad as Appendix II
to the report.

22. The Conference had before it a letter dated 1 February 1936 from the
Secretary-General of the United Nations (CD/670) transmitting all the
resolutions on disarmament adopted by the General Assembly at its

fortieth session in 1985, including those entrusting specific responsibilities
to the Conference on Disarmament.

40/6 "Armed Israeli aqggression against the Iragi nuclear
installations and its grave consequences for the
established international system concerning the peaceful
usas of nuclear energy, the non-proliferation of nuclear
weapons and international peace and security”

40/80 A "Cessation of all test explosions of nuclear weapons”

40/81 "Urgent need for a comprehensive nuclear-test ban
treaty”
40/85 "Concli 8! of an international convention on the

strengt . aing of thes securlty of non-nuclear-weapon
Btates against the use or threat of use of nuc. ‘ar
weapons”



40/86 "Conclusion of effective international arrangements to
assure non-nuclear-weapon Stetes against the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons"

40/87 "Prevention of an arms race in outer space”

40/88 "Implementatio of General Assembly resolution 39/60
on the immediate cessation and prrhibition of nuclear-
weapon tests”

40/90 “"Prohibition of the development ard manufacture of new
types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems
of such weapons™

40/92 A "Prohibition of chemical and bacteriological weapons”

40/92 B "Chemical and bacteriological (biological) weapons®

40/92 C "Chemical and bacteriological (biological) weapons”

40/94 D *Prohibition of the davelopment, production,
stockpiling and use of radiological weapons®

40/94 G "Prohibition of the production of fissionable material
for weapons purposes”

40/94 J "Further measures in the field of disarmament for the
prevention of an arms race on the sea-bed, the ocean floor
and in the subsoil thersof"®

40/151 F "Convention on the prohibition ot the use of nuclear
weapons”

40/152 A "Non-use of nuclear weapons and prevention of nuclear war®
40/152 C "Nuclear weapons in all aspects”

40/152 D "Comprehensive programme of disarmament”

40/152 H "Prohibition of the nuclear neutron weapon"

40/152 J "Implementation of the recommendations and decisions of the
tanth special session”

40/152 L. "Review and appraisal of the implementation of the
Declaration of the 1980s as the Second Disarmament Decade”

40/152 M "Report of the Couference on Disarmament”

40/152 N "Implementation of the recommendations and decisions of the
tenth special session”



40/152 P "Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament”
40/152 Q "Preavention of nuclear war”

23. At the 336th plenary mesting of the Conference on 4 Fabruary 1986, the
Tersonal Representative of the United Nations Secretary-General and
Secratary-General of the Conference conveyed to the Conference a massage from
the Secrutary-General of the United Nations at the opening of the 1986 session
(CD/PV.336).

24. In addition to dccuments separately listed under specific items, the
Conference receiied the following:

(a) Document CD/645, dated 3 December 1985, submitted by the
delegation of Bulgaria, ertitled "Declaration issued on 23 October 1985 at
Sofia by the Political Consultative Committee of the Warsaw Treaty
Organization®.

(b) Document CD/64%9, dated 20 January 1986, submitted by the
delegation of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled “"Statement of
the General Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, Mikhail Gorbachev, made
on 15 Januaxy 1986".

(c) Document CD/528/Add.2, dated 4 February 1986, submitted by the
Secretariat, entitled "List of Documents Relating to the Items on the Agqenda
of the Conference on Disarmament, including Documents of the Eighteen-Nation
Committee on Disarmament (ENDC: 1952-1969); the Conference of the Committee
on Disarmament (CCD11969-1978); the Committee on Disarmament and the
Conference on Disarmament (CDs 1979-1984) - Addendum”.

(d) Document CD/667, dated 14 February 1986, submitted by the
delegation of the United States of America, entitled "Text of a Document
entitled 'Joint Statement' issued by the United States of America and the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics”.

(e) Document CD/66R, dated 14 February 1986, submitted by the
delegation of the Union of soviet Socialist Republics, antitled "Text of a
Document entitled 'Joint Soviet/United States Statement' issued by the Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of America on 21 November
1986".

(f) Document CD/671, dated 20 February 1986, submitted by the
delegation of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Message dated
18 February 1986 from the General Secretary of the CPSU Central Committcie,
Mikhail S. Gorbachev, to the Conference on Disarmament”.

(g) Document CD/686, dated 4 April 1986, submitted by the dslegation
of Poland, entitled "Comminiqué of the Mesting of the Committee of Ministers
of Poreign Affairs of the Statas Parties 3o the Warsaw Treaty heid in Warsaw
on 19-20 March 196",

(h) Document CD/693, édated 22 April 1986, submitted by the delegation
of the Federal Republic of Germany, entitled "Letter dated 7 March 1986
addressed o the President of th. Conference on Disarmament by the
Representative of the Federal Republic of Germany”.
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(1) Document CD/699, dated 9 June 1986, submitted by the delegation of
Bulgaria, entitled "Message dated 30 May 1986 from tha Fresident of the State
Council of the People's Republic of Bulgaria, Todor Zhivkov, to the Conference
on Disarmament”.

(J) Document CD/700, dated 16 June 1986, submitted by the delegation
of Hungary, entitled "Communiqué Issued on the Meeting of the Political
Congultative Committee of the Warsaw Treaty Member States, held in Budapest on
10-11 June 1986 and the Appsal by the Same States to the Meamber States of NATO
and to all European Countries™.

(k) Document CD/718, dated 23 July 1986, submitted by the delegation
of Poland, entitled "Declaration of the Tenth Congress of the Polish Unitea
Worker's Party (PUWP) on Security and Co-operation in Furope®.

A. Nurlear Test Ban

25. The item on the agenda entitled "Nuclear Test Ban" was considered by the
Conference, in accordance with its programme of wcrk, during the periods
17-28 Faebruary and 16-27 June 1986,

£6. Duriny the first part of the annual sassicn, the Conference had bsfore it
both a provisiona. summary of the fourth eport (CD/G31l) and the Progress
Report on the twenty-first session (CD/682) of the AE Hoc Group of Scientific
Experts to Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify
Seismic Events. The Ad Hoc Group met from 10 to 21 March, under the
Chairmanship cf Dr. Ola Dahlman of Sweden. At its 354th plenary mesting, on

8 April 1986, the Conference took noyte of the provisional summary to the
fourth report of the Ad Hoc Group and adopted the recommendation cntained in
its Progress Report. A number of delegations commenced on them.

27. During the second part of the annual session, the Ad Hoc Group of
Scientific Experts to Consider International Co-opnrativu Measures to Dctoct
and Identify Seismic Events met from 21 July to 1 August, under the
Chairmanship of Dr. Ola Dahlman of Swsden. As a result of its deliberations,
the Ad Hoc Group submitted to the Conference the following documents:

(a) CD/68l/Rev.l, entitled "Summary of the Fourth Report to the
Conference on Disarmament of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to
Consider International Co-operatize Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic
Events (CD/720): Report on the Group of Scient!fic Experts' Technical Test
(GSETT) 1984",

(b) CD/720, antitled "Fourth Report to the Confersnce cn Disarmament of
the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider International Co-overative
Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events:; Report on the Group of
Scientific Experts' Technical Tust (GSETT) 1984".

{c) CD/721, entitled "Progress Repcrt to the Conference on Disarmarient
on the Twanty-Second Session of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientifi:c Experts to
Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic
Events”.
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28. At its 38lst plenary mesting, the Conference adopted the recommendations
contained in the Progress Report ((D/721). Also at its 382nd plenary meeting,
the Conference took note of the Fourth Report of the AA Hoc Group (CD/720) as
well as of the Summary of that Report (CD/681/Rev.l). Several delegations
commented on the documentation submittad by the Ad Hoc Group and advanced
proposals relating to its future work.

29. The following documents were surmitted to the Conference in connection
with the item during the 1986 session:

(a) Document CD/647, daced 17 January 1986, submitted by the delegation
of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Nuclear Exploszions Must
be Banned”.

{b) Document CD/676, dated 10 March 1986, submitted by the delegations
of Argentina, India, Mexico and Sweden, entitled "Joint Message dated
28 February 1986 addressed to the President of the United States of America
and the General Secretary of the Central Committes of the Communist Party of
the Soviet nion by the Signatcries of the Delhi Declaration of
28 January 1985".

(c) Document CD/680, dated 18 March 1986, submitted by the delegation of
the Unior of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Response by M.S. Gorbachev,
General Saecretary of the Central Coxzmittee of the CPS8U, to the Joint Message
from the Leaders of Argentina, India, Mexico, Tanzania, Sweden and Greece".

(4) Document CD/520/Rev. 2, dated 21 March 1986, submitted by the
Group of 21, 1/ entitled "Draft liardate for the A4 Hoc Committee on a Nuclear
Test Ban".

(e) Document CD/684, dated 27 March 1986, submitted by the delegation of
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, ontitled “"Appeal from the Presidium
of ihe Supreme Soviet of the USSR to ths United States Congress".

(f) Document CD/690, dated 14 April 1986, subritted by the delegation of
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Statement by the Soviet
Government Published on 12 April 1986",

{a) Document CC/692, dated 17 April 1986, submitted by a Group of
Socialist Countries, 2/ entitled "Statement by a Group of Socialist Countries”.

3/ Algeria, Argentina, Brazil, Burma, Cuba, Egypt, Ethiopia, India,
Indonesia, Islamic Repuhlic of Tran, Kenya, Mexico, Morocco, Nigeria,
Pakistan, Peru, Sri Lanka, Sweaen; Vanezuela, Yugoslavia and Zai...

2/ Bulgaria, Crechoslovakia, German Democratic Republic, Hungary,
Mongolia, Poland and the Union of Scviet Socialist Republics.
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(h) Document CD/695, dated 25 April 1986, submitted by the delegation of
Mongolia, entitled "Statement by the Government of the Mongolian People's
Republic dated 15 April 1986".

(1) Document CD/696, dated 16 May 1986, submitted by the delegation of
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Statement by
M.S. Gorbachev, General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union, on Soviet Televisgion".

(3) Document CD/701, dated 13 June 1986, submitted by a Group of
Socialist Countries, entitled "Working Paper: Negotiations on a Treaty on the
Complete and General Prohibition of Nuclear-Weapon Testus™.

(k) Document CD/712, dated 14 July 1986, submitted by the delegation of
Sweden, entitled "Working Paper: Nuclear Test Ban Verification®.

(1) Document CD/714, dated 14 July 1986, submitted by Norway, entitled
"Working Paper: Seismological Verification of a Comprehensive Nuclea: Test
Bans Utilization of Small-aperture Seismic Arrays in 2 Global Seismol. jical
Network”.

(m) Document CD/717, dated 18 July 1986, submitted by the delegation of
Australia, entitled "Proposal for the Immediate Establishment of a Global
Seismic Network as Part of a Monitoring and Verification System for the Future
Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban".

(n) Document CD/723, dated 15 August 1986, submitted by the delegations
of Argentina, India, Mexico and Sweden, transmitting two documents, entitled
“Daclaration of Mexico" and "Document issued at the Mexico Summit on
Verification Measures”, adopted at Ixtapa, Mexico, on 7 August 1986.

(o) Document CD/724, dated 15 August 1986, submitted by the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Seismic Verification of the
Non-conducting of Nuclear Tests”.

{p) Document CD/725, dated 19 August 1986, submitted by the delegations
of Argentina, India, Mexico and Sweden, transmitting "Texts 0." Latters
Addressed on 7 Auqust 1986 to the Prasident of the United States of America,
Mr.Ronald Reagan, and to the General Secretary of the Communist Party of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Rspublics, Mr. Mikhail Gorbachev".

(g) Document CD/729, dated 25 August 1986, submitted by the delegation
of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Text of the Speech of
the General Secretary of the CPSU, Mikhail Gorbachev, made on Soviet
television of 18 August 1986".

(r) Document CD/730, dated 27 August 1986, submitted by the Adelegation
of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Reply of
Mikhail Gorbachev, General Secretary of the CPSU Central Committes, to the
Address of the Leaders of Argentina, Gresecs, India, Mexico, Sweden and
Tanzania”.

(s) Document CD/731, dated 27 August 1986, submitted by the delegation
of Mongolia, entitled "Statement of the Central Committee of the Mongolian
People’'s Revolutionary Party and Government of the Mongolian People's Republic
dated 25 Auqust 1986",
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30. In accordanca 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 establiashment of an

ad hoc committee on item 1.

31. At the 343rd plenary meeting, on 27 February 1986, the President of the
Conferonce for that month reported on the outcome of those consultations., He
informed the Conference that representatives of all groups had reiterated the
great importance they attached to the subject matter of acend* item 1 as well
as their wish to see an ad hoc committee established as scon as possible. The
President further referred to an informal paper, subsequently revised, which
had been prepared by him upon request as a basis for consideration of the

ad hoc committee’'s mandate and outlined the positions of various groups with
regard to his proposals. Inter alia, the President reported that one gruup
stated that if the President's proposal were acceptable to other gqroups as a
basis for the establishment of an ad hoc committee, then that group could
agree to action being taken in those terms. Another group said that it was
not in a position to accept the Presifent's proposal and called for
flexibility to be shown by othera in order that agreement could be reached on
that issue. Another group said it could see nothing that could be achieved
through acceptance of the President's proposal that could not be achieved by
proceeding on the basis of its own mandate and proyramme of work proposals.
Yet another delegation, not belonging to any group, reaffirmed its flexibility
on the issue. In summing up the consideration of the issue during the month
of February, the President stated his belief that there was a wish shared by
all groups, that consultations on item 1 of the agenda should continue because
of the qreat importance placed on it by all delegations.

32, Commenting on the President's statement, one delegation, on behalf of the
Group of 21, expressed regret that the position of the group of Western States
hud remained unchanged with respect to their previous s.and on the matter.The
Group of 21 found that situation even more disappointing in the light of the
fact that, in its view, the Group itself, the group of Socialist otates and
China had all displayed flexible attitudes in that regard. The Group of 21
further reiterated its willingness to pursue urgent consultations on the
establishment of an ad hoc comaittee on item 1, with a view to finding a
solution acceptable to all. It finally stated that should no solution be
found in the consultation process, the Group of 21 would request that the
matter be ultimately referred to the Plenary of the Conference for a decision.

33. Speaking on behalf of a group of Socialist countries, one delegation
reaffirmed their interest in commencing practical work on tha item as a matter
of urgency. Accordingly, while believing that its own draft mandate contained
in CD/522/Rev.l, which provided for ihe 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 account all existing drafts,
proposals and future initiatives, would best serve this purpose, the group had
displayed a high degree of flexibility by indicating in the course of
consultations their acceptance of the President's proposal, providad it could
alsc be acceptable to other groups. The group further regretted what it
considered as the negative response to that proposal by the Western group and
felt that endeavours should be relentlessly pursued to start work on a
comprehensive test ban treaty and to continue consultations to that end.
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34. At the 351st meeting, on 27 March 1986, after recaiving a request from
the Group of 21, the President put befors the Conference for decision a
proposal of that Group, contained in document CD/520/Rev.Z, on the mandate of
an ad hoc committee on item 1 of the agenda. Document CD/520/Rev.2 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 pravious work done on the subject. While introducing
the proposal contained in document CD/520/Rev.2, the co—~ordinator of the
Group of 21 stressed once again the fundamental importance of the gquestion of
a nuclear test ban and the great responsibility of the Conference in that
matter. He expressed the hope that a consensus could be raached on the
Group's proposal.

35. The co-ordinator of a group of Socialist States recalled that for many
yaurs its members had been pressing for an international treaty on the
complete cessation of all nuclear-weapon tests which they regarded as the
first but crucial step along the way to terminating the nuclear arms race and
initiating disarmament. While recalling that one of the membars of the Group
had launched a far-reaching initiative to promote understanding, particularly
with its unilateral moracorium and the proposals in th- programme presented on
15 January 1986, the co-ordinator expressed the support of his group for the
draft mandate contained in Ci)/520/Rev.2 and appealed to all cther delegations
to join in a consensus on it.

36. Speaking in its capacity as co-ordinator of a group of Western
delegations for agenda item 1, one delegation stated that there was no
consensus for the mandate cuntained in document CD/520/Rev.2. In the view of
that group, the consultations which had been in train to try to establish
common ground were by no means exhausted and, therefors, efforts to achieve a
consensus should be continued. For that reason, the Western co-sponsors wers
not putting to a decision their draft mandate in document CD/521. They would
con inue the search for agreement on a formula that would allow the Conference
to naadertake practical work on the nuclear test ban issue. Thess efforts
could include the discussion of possible programmes of work. 'In that
connection, the co-ordinator referred to the draft programme of work submitted
by a group of Western countries in document CD/621. These countries believed
that a considerable amount of useful work could be accomplished and they
remained ready to discuss this. He further strongly urged others to join his
group in seeking agreement. He finnlly stressed that the group of Westeun
countries, on whose behalf he was speaking, wanted to undertake serious work
on the item at the current session and noted, as a further indication of their
seriousness, a number of working papers tabled by Western delegations last
year in order to contribute to the substantive consideration of the subject.

37. As a result of the discussion held, the President noted that there was
then no consensus on the draft contained in document CD/520/Rev.2.

The Group of 21 expressed disappointment at.the position taken by the group of
Western countries which, in its view, prevented the commencement of
negotiations on the prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests. In the view of that
group, it was regrettable that the sinjle multilataral disarmament negotiating
body could not take up in a practical anrd serious u .ner an issue of such
enormous importance which had the highest priority in the disarmament sphere.
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Nevertheless, the Group of 21 expressed again its intention not to relax its
efforts to find a suitable solution for the commencement, as rapidly as
possible, of a negotiating process on agenda item 1, and to continue to
diuplay flexibility in attaining that solution. Finally, one delegation,
belonging to the group of Socialist States, reatfirmed its position in favour
ot resolving, as rapidly as porsible, the question of discontinuing and
prohibiting nuclear-weapon tests and expressed the view that neither the group
of Socialist States nor the Group of 21 could assume responsibility f r the
situation in the Conference on Disarmament on that issue.

38. At the 359th meeting, on 24 April 198¢, the final meeting of the first
part of the session, the President of the Conference for that month reported
that no progress had been achlieved in the course of his consultations on the
item,

39. At the 365th meeting, on 26 June 1986, the President of the Conference
for that month reported on his consultations with regard to agenda item 1. He
stated, inter alia, that during his tenure he had continued the search for
ways and means of fostering meaningful multilateral action on the item which
included the submission of his own informnl proposal on the mandate of an

ad hoc commnittee. Although it had not been possible to achieve consensus

a .q .he month, the President stited that there '/as a general feeling that
consultations should continue on that important matter.

40, At the 375th meeting, on 31 July 1986, the resident of the Confwience
for that month reported that the intensive consultations he had carried out
with a view to findinag ways and means of reaching consensus on the draft
mandate for the ad hoc committee on agenda item 1 had not been successful.

He, however, believed that those efforts had not been wasted and expressed
support for the continuing efforts to reach consensus on a draft mandate. He
stat-d that it was imperative that the Conference on Disarmament establish a
subsidiary body on agenda item i, now that the two major nuclear-weapon States
had started their bilateral talks on nvclear testing.

41. Some delegations expressed the view that the preventing of negotiations
on a CTB was contrary to the wish of the great majority of covernments, as
embodied in numerous United Nations General Assambly resolutions and the
Final Declaration of the Third NPT Review Conference. It was stated that it
is not at the discretion of tho nuclear-weapon States coricerned to decide
whether or not to conduct negotiations on a nuclear test bhan.

42. A number of delegations addressed the issues concerning a nuclear test
ban at plenary meetings of the Conference. Those statements appear in the
verbatim records and other official documants of the Conference.

43. The Groump of 2] repeatedly stressed the urgent need for a comprehensive
treaty on the complete probibition of testing of all types of nuclear weapons
in all environments by all Lta'es, an objectivea whi~h had been pursued for
more than 25 years and which continued to be a matter of the highest priority
for them. The Group believed that the continued nuclear-weapon testing
intensified the nuclear arms race and increased the danger of nuclear war.
The Group ¢ .plored the fact that, owing to the situation described in
paragraphs 32 and 37 of the present report, the Conference on Disarmament had
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been unable to initirte multilateral negotiations on a treaty for the
prohibition of &l) mulear-weapon tests and considered that there was no valid
reason for delayinyg :he conclusion o* such a treaty. Members of the

Group of 21 also halisvel that the existing means of verification were
adequate to ensure pompliunce with a nuclear test ban and maintained that
agsertions about the absence of such means should not be used as grounds for
further development and refinament of nuclear weapcns. Members of the

Grecup of 21 further stressed that while negotiations were under way for a
nuclear-weapon tust ban treaty, there should be a moratorium on all testing,
production and devslopment of nvclear weapons. In this context, they drew
attention to the appeal made by the leaders of thes Five Continent Peace
Initiative to the United States and the Soviet Union in October 1985 and
reiterated in March and April 1986 for putting an and to all nuclear testing
as well as the offec¢ to lend their good offices to establish verification
mechanisms to monit»r such a moratorium. Members of the Group of 21 also
called upon one of :-hose major nuclear-weapon States to stop nuclear-weapon
tests and requestad the other major i.-lear-weapcn State to continue to
refrain from testing in accordance with the unilateral moratorium it had
declared in August 1985, until an agreement was reached on a comprehensive
nuclear test ban treaty or at least until the noxt Summit meeting between the
United States and the Soviet Union. With regard to the activity of the
Conferen~e on Disarnament on jtem 1 of its agenda, members of the Group of 21
generally deplored the fact that no cc Jensus had been reached for a third
consecutive year on a negotiating mandate for the renewal of the work of the
~ubgidiary body on that priority item, despite flexibility shown by them as to
cthe terms of reference and possible structure of such a body. Reference was
made in this connection tc the recommendation contained in the United Nations
General Assembly resolution 40/80 A. Several members of the Group also drew
attention to the provisions of the United Nations General Assembly resolution
40/80 B as a means of achieving the goal of complete prohibition of nuclear
testing.

44. One member of the Group of 21 stated that while supporting all measures
that could promote the goal of a test ban, only multilateral tAlks within the
Conference on Disarmament would effectivaly contribute to a globally
acceptable agreement and a reliable verification and contre! system baged on
world-wide co-operation. It considered that an ad hoc com ittee on the
subject of a nuclear test ban shoulad 1mmediately-be established within the
Confarence. It introduced working paper CD/712 on Nuclear Test Ban
Verification which concludes that it should be possible to create a
verification system that would provide confidence in the compliance of a
nuclear test ban. In CD/712 geveral evasion scenarios are analysed such as
cavity-decoupling, multiple explosions, hide~in earthquakes. 1In the view of
this delegutior test explosions cculd be identified and it could be possible
to monitor nuclear test explosions to any requested level. The verification
limit would depend on the number of seismic stations used, their location and
technical performance. It finally recommended the development and testing of
a "CD monitoring station" as a contribution to the verification of a nuclea:r
tesat ban.

45, Members of the group of Socialist States continued to regard the

cessation of nuclear tests as a highly significant and easily achievable
measure towards nuclear disarmament, which would prevent the improvement of
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nuciear weapons and the creation of nuw types of such weapons. In their view,
the road to achieving this goal lay in a mutual moratorium of the two major
nuc lear-weapon States on nuclear explosions and the immediante start of
negctiations on a complete ban on nuclear tests under the utrictest
gsupervision. They welcomed the repeated extenasions by one of them of its

uni lateral moratorium and called on the other to follow suit. They reirctted
the refusal of this State to refrain from nuclear testing, thus missing a
practical opportunity to put an end to the modernization of nuclear arms.

They also called on other nuclear-weapon Stater to cease nuclear testing and
to take steps toward the early conclusion of an agreement on a ganeral ban

on such tesis. The Socialist countries advocated the immediate commancement
of multilateral negotiations on a nuclear test ban at the Conference on
Disarmament, which, in their view, could be conducted in parallel with
bilateral or trilateral negotiations in the case that they were initiated.
They also expressed their readinens for reaching agreement co broaden the
scope of the 19¢3 Moscow Treaty Banning Nuclear-Weapon Tests in the
Atmosphere, in Outer Space and Under Water, with a view to including
underground tests of nuclear weapons, as called for by the united Nations
General Assembly at its 40th session. With regard to the work of the
Conference on Disarmament on this item, the Socialist countries expressea
their readiness to agree to any format of such work which would permit the
Conference to pursue, in good faith, its search for the solution of all
problems involved in a comprehensive test ban treaty. They regretted that,
regarding a mandate for an ad hoc committee, the Weatern Group rejected all
other proposals and did not move away from its old draft mandate. For their
part, they presented a working .»aper (CD/701) relating to a possible structure
and other aspects of such work. In particular, the Socialist countries
stressed their interest in an effective verification system of a nuclear test
ban which, in their view, could be considered simultaneously with other
substantive issues related to such a ban. In this conanectivn, they expressed
their appreciation of the propogsal made by the signatories of the Delhi
Daclaration, who offered assistance in verifying any halt in nucluar testing.
They maintained that a verification problem does no longer exist and -hat
today's verifjcation techniques, which rely on seismic astations, are of so
sophisticated a nature that they quaruntee full and credible verification.
They further explained their pogition that a realistic assessment clearly
establishes that there arm no practical possibilities for clandestine nuclear
explosions either and that even the use of concealment measures does not
provide an opportunity to carry out a nuclear explosion without detection.
The Socialist countries stated that the establishment of a permanent system
for seismic data exchange required some minimal conditions, such as the
participation by the other major nuclear-weapon State in the moratorium on
nutlear testing obssrved by the nucleanr-weapon State belonging to this group
and negotiations start~zd on the NTB. lley warned that othurwise the premature
establishment of a permanant gystem for seismic data exchange could create the
misleading impression that something is beirng done to prevent the co-tinued
nuclear testing. They stressed thet a verification system could only serve as
a means to ensure compliance with a test ban and not to monit>r continued
teating. In their view, referencaes tv the problem of verification cannot
warrant the evasion of negotliations.
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46. One nuclear-weapon State, member of that group, repeatedly stiessed the
need for an immediate halt to nuclear testing as an indispensable practical
step towarde eliminating nuclear weapons. 1In ite view, a reduction in nuclear
arsenals alone, without prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests, did not offer a
way out of the dilemma of the nuclear threat, since the remaining weapons
would be modernized and there would still remain the poseibility of developing
increasingly sophisticated and lethal nuclear weapons and of evaluating suc
new types of weapons at test sites. Guided by that approach, it had declared,
as of 6 Auqust 1985, a unilateral moratorium on nuclear explosions which was
repeatedly extended up to 6 August 1986, and consistently urged the other
major nucle::r-weapon State to join it. It also proposed to that State to
meet, without delay, in the capital of any European State or in Hiroshima in
order to reach agreement on a nuclear test ban. It further reaffirmed its
proposal to commence, as soon as »ossible, negotiations on a complete ban on
nuclear—-weapon tests without linkage to any other questions and expressed its
readiness for any form of such talks -- bilateral, trilateral or

multilateral -- and for any type of agreement on that score, provided matters
advanced towards the achievement of an accord. With regard to the questions
of verifying compliance with a future agreement, it was convinced that there
were no insurmountable difficulties in that area and, for its part, was ready
for the most stringent verification, up to and including on-site inspections
as well as using all the achievements of reismology. In that connection, it
proposed that the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider International
Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events begin to develcp a
system of operative transmission of Level II data to serve as a basis for
international geismic verification of a nuclear test ban. It also proposed
that an international experiment or the exchange of Level II data should be
carried out, for sxample, in 1988 using both the GTS/WMO and other possible
channels. 1Its preparation should be entrusted to the GSE, In addition, it
informed the Conference that its Government welcomed the initiative of the
U/'*R Academy of Sciences and the United States Natural Resources Defense
Cou.cil which had concluded an agreement under which American and Soviet
scientists installed seismic equipment on Soviet territory near the testing
site in the area of Semipalatinsk. It stated that its Governmepnt was
assisting and would continue to assist the Soviet and American scientists in
carrying out their initiative with the use of special equipment to verify that
nuclear oaxplosions were not being carried out. 1In its view, the mentioned
initiative of the USSR and United States scientie*s proved the possibility of
joirt verification of the complete prohibition of iuclear tests. It noted
that the initiative of the USSR and United States scientists received wide
support at the Conference from States belonging to different Groups. On 18
August 19116, it was announced that this nuclear-wsapon State had once again
decjided to extend ite unilateral moratorium on nuclear explosions until 1
January 1987. On this occasion it appealed to the other major nuclear-weapon
State not to miss another historical chance on the way towards ending the arms
race. It also suggested that agreements on ending nuclear tests could be
reached speedily and signed already in 1986 at tne Summit meeting of the
leaders of the two major nuclear-weapon States. In its response to the
leaders of the six States authors of the Mexico Declarastion this
nuclear-weapon State expressed agreement to tha proposal to hold a maeting of
experts on the question of a CTB which could, in its view, become a starting
point of an active and business-like multilateral dialogue on the issue., It
also reitarated its readiness to agree to the proposal of the Six on their
participation in the verification of a nuclear test stop provided this
proposal was also agreed to by the other side.
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47. A aroup of Weastern countries, on numarcus occagions during the session,
emphaglized tha great importance they attached to item 1 of the Conference's
aqenda, In particular, they racognized the commitment that was addressed in
relavant international instruments and treatiem towards the goal of bringing
about a ceasation of all nuclear testsy they emphasized that a comprehensive
tent ban treaty would have to be an instrument open for accession by all
States, compliance with which could ba fully and confidently verified, and
thov indicated their willinoness to begin work, immediately, on a substantive
examination of assential isauesa that would ba involved in a comprehansive teast
han treaty, in particular, the issues of scope, verification and compliance.
tn addition, these countries pointed to concrete actions taken by tham in
order to illustrate their conviction and detarmination on the issue,

inter alia the tabling of a draft mandate for an ad hoc committee under item 1
(CD,521). 1In their view that mandate, if adopted, would lead immediatsly to
the creation of an ad hoc committee, in which a substantive examination of
central issues relevant to the formulation of a comprahensive test ban treaty
could bs undertaken "with a view to negotiation of a treaty on this subject”.
They exemplified their pogition in a detailed way by submitting a suggested
programme of work for an ad hoc committee (CD/621) and by tabling a number of
documants prepared by individual members of the Group on the issgsues involved
in the aubsiantive examination of tha item, It was a source of concern that
failure to establish an ad hoc committee on item 1 had meant, inter alia, that
these papers had not been given sarious consideration by the Conference. In
addition, individual Western nations distributed other substantive materials,
In particular, one mambaxr of the group made availabla to the Conference a
threae=volume compendium of CD statements on verification from 1962 through
1984 and a publication on seismic verification. It was further planning to
hold, in October 1986, an international workshop on seismic verification. One
other membar announced its intention to conduct an exchange of Level II data
with the co-operation of a number of countries by the end of this year. Two
sembers of the group also announced their Governmantas® decisions with ragard
to upgrading their national seismic networks. Another member informed the
Conference about the establishment of a national seismic data centre being
accessible to every country in the world by direct computer-to-computer

links. Another member proposed that the Conference agree to the principle of
the proposal made in document CD/717, which it had submitted to the Confsrence
this year, to establiash a gqlobal seismological network, which it considered to
lie at the heart of the verification régims needed to support a comprehensive
nuclear test ban trasaty., One of the members of the group proposed that the
Conference maks the bast use of the plenary meetings to facilitate subatantive
examination of issues relating to item 1 of the agenda, while pursuing a
solution to the mandate quastion. A group of Western countries pointed out
that in their view all inherent technical problems of the indispensable
prerequisite of a future CTBT -- namely verification -- had not yet been
solved in their entirety and therefore further work was required, Some
delegations reminded the Confersnce of proposals for a gradual interim
sclution. It was argued this conld be done on a continuous basis, in the
framework of a dynamically conceived, self-perfecting monitoring and
verification system, Another memher of the group proposed that, as the two
major nuclear Powers were to agree progressively to reduce their nuclear
arsenals, they should simultaneously and in relation to these reductions agree
to reduce nuclear tests, both quantitatively and qualitatively. Members of
the group stated that the reasons advanced for the lack of consensus on a
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mandate had not, in their view, been persuasive. In the view of members of
the group, thare were real 4differences in the Conference on the vital elements
of a future comprehansive nuclear test ban treaty which were complex and
difficult. Buch Aifferences could, in their view, be reeolved in an
appropriately mandated ad hoc cosmittee., In this context they stated that the
terms of the draft sandate in document CD/52]1 should be considered and the
adoption of that mandate should occur at the sarliest possible moment.

48. One nuclear-weapon State, member of the Western group of delegations,
reiterated that a nuclear test han remained fo.s it an objective to be achieved
in due course, in the context of significant reductions in the existing
arsenals of nuclear weapons and the development of substantially improved
verification measures. It also expressed the view that testing played a role
in ensuring the security of the Western Alliance. It further reiterated its
well-known objections to moratoria on nuclear testing. With regard to the
activity of the Conferance on the item, it believed that more work was
necessary in the field of seismic verification, and in other areas such as
on-site inspection, and expressed its readiness to carry forward this
practical work under the mandate in CD/S21.

49. Another nuclear-weapon State, belonging to the same group of delsgations,
reiterated that a nuclear test ban remained an objective of its overall arms
control policy. 1It, howaver, stressed its continui: j concern on verification
of the effectiveness necessary in this case, which remained a serious problem,
since key security interests would be involved in any treaty. The risks posed
by undetected non-compliance woulu be especially grave. Nor was this just a
technical matter. A political judgement, including confidence in compliance,
was also involvad. A number of usefvl immediates steps could be taken,
including the establishment of an ad hoc committees in the Confsrence to
examine issues of scope and verification; enhancement of the work of the
Group of Scientific Experts on ssismological monitoringy; and bilateral
contacts which could lead to ratification of the 1974 TTB and 1976 PNE
treaties. At the same time, significant steps should be taken in the
reduction of nuclear arsenals. This would, in its view, help build the degrse
of confidence necessary to complement technical advances, and allow progress
in other important areas like nuclear testing.

50. Anothe  Westsrn nuclear-weapon State reiterated jits view that
international commjitmrnts which could be undertaken in this field could be
considered only in relution to the ultimate progress achieved in the process
of nuclear disarmament; it was first and loremost for the two countries which
possenssed by far the largest. nuclear arsenals and had conducted the greatest
number of tesats to negotiate bilateral agreements on *+l.e reduction of nuclear
weapons; the parallel pursuit of nuclear testing contributed considerably to
the safety and the reliability of such weapuns. The delegation concerned was
not in a position to participate in work, the objective of which was the
negotiation of an agreement to which the country it represented could not
subscribe.

51. Yet another nuclear-wsapon State, not belonging to any group, roiterated
that it would be prepared, once the two States with the largest nuclear
arsenals had taken the lead in halting the testing, production and deployment
of nuclear weapons and drastically reducing their nuclear arsevnals, to take
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corresponding measures. It also announced that its country had not conducted
nuclear tests in the atmosphere for many years and would no longer conduct
such tests in the future. ft further reiterated its willingness to
participate in a subsidiary Lody on item 1 of the agenda, provided such a body
wag established in 1986, and stated its flexible approach with regard to that
body’'s terms of reference.

52. A State member of the Group of 21 emphasized that resolution 40/80 A of
the General Assembly -- the resolution that obtained the largest number of
votes on the question of a nuclear test ban, in its view, involved concessiouns
of such magnitude that, if reciprocated even in a small degree, would have
permitted the beginning of serious negotiations on the matter. That State
recalled that the resoluticn contemplated the establighment of an

ad hoc committee with .two working gqroups which would deal, respectively, with
the interrelated issues of structure and scope of the treaty on the one hand,
and compliance and verification on the other.

53. That State member of the Group of 21l recalled that the Final Document of
the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament
stated, inter alia, that: "Enduring international peace and security cannot
be built on the accumulation of weaponry by military alliances".

54. Many delegations belonaing to different groups stressed that, as stated
in paragraph 31 of the Final Document, the formulation :¢nd modalities of a
verification system depend on the purposes, scope and nature of the
corresponding agreement and, therefore, from their point of view, the
raquirements of a verification system acceptable to all parties should be
considered in the context of negotiations. Only in that context it can be
expected that it will be possible to reach agreement on adequate measures of
verification satisfactory to all interested parties, for in the absence of
negotiations it cannot be expected that the necessary concessions will be made
to arrive at generally acceptable solutions. These delegations did not accept
the view that negotiation of a treaty prohibiting nuclear-weapon tests should
wait until verification issues have been resolved. They pointed out that on
another item active negotiations had been carried out for a number of years
and that no-one had insisted that the related issues of verification be
resolved prior to negotiation.

55. Speaking on behalf of the Group of 21, one delegation stressed that
bilateral and multilateral efforts should be mutually complementary in the
field of Aisarmament, if effective agreements with universal adherence are to
be achieved. Accordingly, being aware that the two major nuclear-weapon
Statea are actually engaged in bilateral conversations on the question of
nuclear tests and bearing in mind that, in spite of their special
responsibilities for disarmument measures (Final Document, paragraph 48), they
are both responsible for the largest number of those tests, the Group of 21
considers chat it is jincumbent upon them to . eport to and inform the
Conference on Disarmament on their joint endeavours, so that bilateral and
multilateral efforts may usafully complement each other. It also recallad
that this request of the Group of 21 is, in its ew, in 1line not only with
the obligations of both countries to co-operate for the compliance of the
mandate assigned to the Conference on Disarmament but also with previous
practice, the lart of which was the submission to the Conferencs of the
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Tripartite Report on the status of the negotiations on a treaty prohibiting
nuclear-weapon test explosions in all environments and a protocol covering
nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes (CD/130 of 30 July 1980).

56. One nuclear-weapon State which had once again extended its unilateral
moratoriu: recalled that at the 381st plenary meeting, it had recponded to the
request for information recorded in the previous paragraph, and expressed
agreement that bilateral and multilateral efforcs ghould be mutnally
complementary.

57. The representative of one of the six States whose leaders met in Ixtapa,
Mexico, on 6 and 7 August, presented a sumiary of the contents of the two main
documents approved therein -- the Mexico Declaration and the Document on
Verification Measurses -- and explained their meaning and scope, in particular
with relation to nuclear disarmament and the complete prohibition of nuclear
tests. He stressed what the six Statesmen had declared that "what has so far
been a unilateral moratorium by one of the two major nuclear States should
goon become at least a bilateral moratorium”, as well as that "no issue is
more uryent and crucial today than bringing to an and all nuclear tests".

58. In conclusion, regret was expressed repeatedly in the Conference, at the
failure to establish an ad hoc committee under item 1 of the Conference
agenda. It was widely hoped that this would prove possible early in the

1987 session of the Conference.

B. Cessation of the Nuclear Arms Race and Nuclear Disarmament

59. The item on the agenda entitled "Cessation of the Nuclear Arms Race and
Nuclear Disarmament™ was considered by the Couference, in accordance with its
programme of work, during the periods 17-28 February and 16-27 June 1986. At
its 357th plenary meeting on 17 April, the Confa2rence decided to hold informal
meetings on the substance of the agenda item. The Conference held nine
informal meetings devoted to the substance of the s hject during the annual
seasion. !

60. The following new documents were submitted to the Conference in
connection with the item during the 1986 session:

(a) Document CD/652, dated 3 February 1986, submitted by the delegation
of Mongolia, entitled “Statement by the Central Coimittee of the Mongolian
People's Revolutionary Party and Govarnment of the Mongolian People's Republic
dated 20 January 1986".

(b) Document CD/672, dated 21 February 1986, submitted by Viet Nam,
entitled "Statements by Vietnamese Leaders concerning the Statement of the
General Secretary of the CPSU Central Committee, Mikhail Gorbachev, made on
15 January 1986".

(c) Document CD/687, dated 10 April 1986, submitted by the delegation of
Bulgaria, entitled "Address of the Member States of the Warsaw Treaty
Organization to the Eurcpean States, the United States of America and Canada
on the iscues of establishing nuclear-weapon-free zones in Europe®.



61, Following consultations under the quidance of the President of the
Conference on the procedure to be followed to deal with agenda item 2, the
Conference, at its 357th meeting on 17 April 1986, decided to hold informal
meetin s on the substance of the item dAuring its 1986 session. Some
delegations stated that their agreement with that decision should not be
construed as representing a change in their position ot principle, namely,
that an ad hoc committee should be sstablished for the cnnsideration of the
item,

62. Many delegations addressed various issues relating to the cessation of
the nuclear arms race and nuclear djisarmament at plenary and informal meetings.

63. The Group of 21 reqretted that, although the Conference on Disarmam..nt
was the single multilateral negotiating body in the field of disarmament and
nuclear weapons were a subject of the highest priority, it had not been
possible to date to establish an ad hoc committee under agenda item 2.

Members of the Group of 21 consid;;;3~€hat, in the absence of an

ad hoc committee, discussions in informal meetings should aim at clarifying
issues and positions regarding the various subjects -elating to the cessation
or the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament, with a view to preparing the
ground for eventual negotiations within the framework of an ad hoc committee.
To that end, the Group of 21 sugqested a number of topics for discussion,

(a) elaboration of the stages of nuclear disarmament envisaged in paragraph 50
of the Final Document; (b) clarification of the icmes involved in
eliminating reliance on doctrires of nuclear deterrence; (c) the relationship
between the role of the Conference on Disarmament and negotiations relating to
nuclear disarmament conducted in other forums; (d) the relationship between
offensive and defensive nuclear weapons; and (e) the relationship between
nuclear and conventional disarmament. Members of the Group of 21 expreased
disappuintment that the consideration of the agenda item during the

1986 session still lacked structure and purpose and, consequently, did not
advance the search for a common approach that would enable the Conferance to
discharge its responsibilities with respect to agend: item 2. While welcoming
the ongoing bilateral negotiations, the Group of 21 held that they in no way
detracted from the need for multilateral negotiations on the cessation of the
nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament. The Group stressed that bilateral
and multilateral negotiations on disarmament should facilitate and complement
each other. In that connection, while welcoming recent unofficial briefings
to the members of the Conference and official statements at plenary meetings
by the two sides in the bilateral negotiations, members of the Group of 21
called on the negotiating parties to keep the Conference officially informed
of the progress of their negotiations. The Group reiterated its cor.viction
that all nations have a vital interest in negotiations on nuclear diearmament,
since the existence of nuclear weapons in the arsenals of a handful of States
directly and fundamentally jeopardized the vital security interests of Loth
nuclear and non-nuclear-weapon States alike., The Group of 21 reaffirmed that,
as stated in the Final Document, nuclear weapons posed the greatest danger to
mankind and to the survival of civiiization, that it was essential to halt and
reverse the nuclear-arms race in all its aspects and that the ultimate goal
was the complete elimination of ruclear weapons. In this context, the

Group of 21 also recalled paraqraph 50 of the Final Document which, in its
view, sets out the stages of nuclear disarmament. Accordingly, the Group
reiterated its proposal for the astablishment of an «d hoc committee to
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elaborate on paragraph 50 of +he Final Document of the first special session
devoted to disarmament and to submit recommendations to the Conference as to
how best it could initiate multilateral negotiations of agreements with
adequate measures of verification, in appropriate stages, for (a) the
cessation of the qualitative improvement and development of

nuclear~weapon systems, (b) the cessation of the production of all types of
nuclear weapons and their means of delivery and of the production of
fissionable material for weapon purposes and (c) the substantial reduction ir
existing nuclear weapons with a view to their ultimate elimination., Members
of the Group of 21 considered that a priority aspect of the process of nuclear
disarmament was the cessation of the qualitative and quantitative development
of nuclear weapons and their means of delivery and, accordingly, should
comprise the halting of the testinj, development, production and deployment of
nuclear-weapon systems. In their view, the adoption of such measures would
create favourable prospectg for negotiations on reductions. Furthermore, it
would ensure that reductions that might be negotiated would not be nullified
by the development ard production of new nuclear weapons. In this connection,
members of the Group of 21 drew attention to repeated calls by the

General Assembly for a freexze on nuclear weapons. They also relterated their
support for the Delhi Declaration issued by the Heads of State or Government
of Arqentina, Greece, India, Mexico, Sweden and Tanzania on 28 February 1985,
by which they appasaled to the nuclear-weapon States for an all-embracing halt
to the testing, production and deployment of such weapons to be followed
immediately by substantial reductions in nuclear forces leading to the
completa elimination of nuclear weapons. In this context members of the
Group of 21 noted, and in some cases commented upon, the very important
programme for the achievement of nuclear disarmament by the year 2000 put
forward by tlLe General Secretary of the Central Committee of the CPSU,

Mikhail Gorbachev, in a statement on 15 January 1986, Some members of the
Group of 21 placed particular emphasis on the cessation of

nuclear~weapon tests as a necessary first step to halt the qualitative
development of nuclear weapons. Members of the Group of 21 reaffirmed that
military doctrines based on the possession and/or use of nuclear weapons were
unacceptable, as the future of mankind was being made hostage to the perceived
security requirements of a few States possessing nuclear weapons and their
allies. They also believed thzt such doctrines, far from contributing to the
maintenance of international peace and security, lay at the root of the
action-reaction procegs that perpetuated the nuclear-arms race and with it the
threat of the annihilation of mankind. In this connection, members of the
Group of 21 referred to the statement of the Secretary-General of the

United Nations in the General Assembly on 12 December 198« and reaffirmed
that "... to rely on nuclear deterrxence is to accept a perpstual community of
fear. That is very far from the community nf human worth and understanding
foreseen by the Unitred Nations Charter®. Members of the Group of 21 also
expresasd the view that the effective cessation of the nuclear arms race and
nuclear disarmament required the participation of all the

nuclear-weapon States in .ultilateral negotiations. In their view, the
disparity that might exist between the nuclear arsenals of the two major
nuclear-weapon States, on the one hand, and the nuclear araenals of the other
nuclear wezpon States, on the other hand, was a matter to be dealt with in the
process of multilateral negotiations but could not serve as justification for
their absence from a process designed to sliminate the fundamental disparity
that existed batween nuclear-weapon States and non-nuclear-weapon States.
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64. A major nuclear-weapon State belonging to the Group of Socialist States
put forward the programme of stage-by-stage elimination of nuclear weapons by
the end of the century (CD/649) which was contained in its statement of

15 January 1986. The programme called for the complete elimination of

nuclear weapons throughout the world in three stages within a specified period
of time. The programme envisaged that during the first staye, to be
implemented within the next 5-8 years, the two States that possessed the
largest nuclear weapon capabilities would reduce by half their nuclear weapons
that could reach each other's territories, The first stage would also include
the complete elimination of intermediate-range ballistic and cruise missiles
of the two majior n.clear-weapon States in the european zone. At the same
time, those two States would undertake not to transfer their strategic and
‘nedium-range missiles to other countries while the two other

nuclear-weapon States in Europe would pledge not to build-up their respective
nuclear armaments. In addition, the two major nuclear-weapon States should
agree from the outset to halt all nuclear expi.osions. According to the
programme of 15 January 1986 in the first stage the two major

nuclear-weapon States should renounce the development, testing and deployment
of space strike weapons. The programme stressed that development of such
weapons would cross out the hopes for the reductions in nuclear weapons. In
accordance with the programme, other nuclear-weapon States would begin to
engage in nuclear disarmament during the second stage which should start not
later than 1990 and last 5-7 years. They would pledge to freeze all their
nuclear arms and not to station them in the territories of other countries.
Drring this period the two major nuclear-weapon States would continue with the
reductions agreed upon during the first stage and also carry ocut measures
designed to eliminate their medium-range nuclear weapons and freeze their
tactical nuclear arms. Following the completion of the 50 per cent reduction
in the strategic nuclear weapons of the two major nuclear-weapon States, all
nuclear-weapon States would eliminate their tactical nuclear arms. There
would also be a cessation of nuclear-weapons tests by all

nuclear-weapon States. Finally, during the third atage, which would begin not
later than 1995, the elimination of all remaining nuclear weapons would be
completed and a universal accord would be drawn up to ensure that such weazpons
would never again come into being. The programme emphasized that the
verification of the destruction or _imitation of arms would be carried out
both by national technical means and through on-site inspections. It also
provided that the process of eliminating nuclear .,eapons should go
hand-in-hand with measures relating to other weapons. The proposed programme
envisaged the elimination of chemical weapons and the prohibition of other
weapons of mass destruction by the year 2000 and emphasized that together with
the elimination of weapons of mass destruction from the arsenals of States,
the conventional weapons and armed forces should be the object of agreed
reductions. This nuclear weapon State pointed out that this programme showed
the shortest and most reliable road to the elimination of the nuclear threat
not through the development of anything new in particular space strike weapons
but through the reduction and elimination of existing ones. It proposed to
begin multilateral negotiations on nuclear disarmament without delay.

65. 1In response to some comments by other delegations concerning the
statement of 15 January 1986 the delegation whose position is described in the
preceding paragraph pointed to the proposal of socialist countries for the
creation of an overall system of international security, to the provisions of
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spprupriate parts of the statement of 15 January 1986 and to the Appeal of
states Members of the Warsaw Treaty of 11 June 1986 and emphasized its
proposals aimed at the speedy reaching of an agreement at the talks on nuclear
and space arms. It also noted that it was important to have a road-map for
the step-by-step reaching of a world free of nuclear weapons within a concrete
time period.

66. Delegations of socialist countries believed that the programme for the
achi avemant of nucleur disarmameunt by the end of the century put forvard by
the nuclear-weapon State belonging to the Group (CD/649) was a good starting
point for negotiations on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
di sarmament, as contemplated in paragraph 50 of the Final Document. They gave
full support to this programme. A group of socialist countriea reiterated the
primary importance they attached to the ceasation of the nuclear-arms race and
nuclear disarmament and noted that they had consistently favoured the holding
of multilateral negotiations on the subject within the framework of the
Conference on Disarmament. At the same time the socialist States stresssd the
importance they attached to the progress in the ongoing bilateral negotiations
on nuclear and space arms. They continued to support the objectives of the
negotiations as stated in the joint USSR-United States statement of

8 January 1985 that is to work oul. effective agreements aimed at preventing an
armes race in space and terminating it on Earth, at limiting and reducing
nuclear arms and at strengthening strategic stability. They reiterated their
view t! + bilateral and multilateral negotiations should complement each other
and no hat while not regarding it as a substitute for work within an

ad hoc ¢ «ittee, the socialist countries viewed the holding of information
meetings on the substance of item 2 as a step towards such negotiations. They
suggested a number of topics for a structured discussion and stated that they
were equally prepared to accept the proposal of the Group of 21. Socialist
countries were of the view that the Conference should undertake the task of
elaborating the provisions of a programme of nuclear disarmament as envisagad
in paragraph 50. They believed that such a programme should be implemented in
stages and that each stage, as well, as the programme as a whole, should be
completed within a specified period of time as proposed in the ‘statement of

15 January 1986. In their view, in connection with the elaboration of the
programme, the Conference on Disarmament should consider a number of
questions, such as the clarification of the conditions for the participation
of all nuclear-weapon Staces; the elaboration of the main principles of a
process of nuclear disarmament; the consideration and negotiation of speciflc
measures, such as the prohibition of certain types of nuclear weapons, the
nen-stationing of nuclear-weapons, the cessation of the production, reduction
and eliminatior of weapon-grade fissionable material, the consideration and
negotiation of questions ralating to nuciear disarmament, including, among
them, conventional disarmament; the creation of necessary conditions for the
maintenance of national and international security and the avoidance of
nuclear war, as well as of war in general, the relationship between the role
of the Conference on Disarmament and negotiationgz relating to

nuclear disarmament in other forums and the issue of verification. In
connection with the participation of the five nuclear-wasapon States in the
process of nuclear disarmament, the possibility was suggested of setting up a
sub~committee composed of these five States, having a negotiating mandate,
with a view to contributing to a mult . ateral consideration of item 2 by the
Conference on Disarmament itself. Socialist countries expressed the view that
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the discussion concerning agerda item 2 should be continued in an appropriate
and subgtantial manner, if possible within an ad hoc comnittee. They also
rioted the relationship betweon disarmament measures in nuclear and
convantional fields. In this con.uection, they drew itteation to the programme
of action with clear-cut time-frames for the reduction of conventional weapons
and armed forces in Furope put foward at the meeting of trhe

Political Consultative Committee of the Warsaw Treaty Member States held at
Budapest on 10-11 June 1986 (CD/700}. They also underlined the view that to
prevent thes arms race from extending into space was to remove the oustacle to
deep cuts in nuclear wnapons. Socialist countries also devoted attention to
the question of concepts of security and stressed that at the present time a
naw thinking ¢n the problems of security was needed based on recognition that
naither the arms race nor a nuclear war could be won. In their view the
prenuclear thinking lost its eignificance on 6 August 1945 and today it was
impossible to ensure one's nwn security without taking into account the
security of other States. '‘hey were convinced that there could be no genuine
security unless it was equal for ali and cumprehensive. They pointed vut that
today the pace of the development of military technology was so high that t'.e
"aquilibrium of fear" was ceas.ng to be a factor of restraint and ip this
connection emphasired the urgent need to stop the nuclear—-arms race and
proceed to nuclear disarmament.

67. The Group of Western States, including three nuclear-weapon States,
referred to the ongoing bilateral negotiations between t}le Union of Soviet
Socialist Republi.-s and the United States, the subiect of which was a complex
of questions concerning space and nuclesar armg —- both strategic and
intermediate~range -- with all thoge guestions considered and resolved in
their interrelationship. As stated in the joint United States-Soviet
atatemant of 8 January 1985, the ohjective of the negntiations wonld be to
work out effective agreements aimed at preventing an arms race in space and
terminating it on Barth, at limiting and reducing nuclear arms and at
strengthening strategic stability. The statement also noited that the sides
believed that those negotiations, just as efforts in general to limit and
reduce arme, ghould lead to the complete eiimination ¢f nuclear arms
everyvwhere. Western States rejiterated the view that such negotiations offered
the best mo.uns at present for achieving progress in the field of nuclear arms
control and disarmament. They stressed the importance of the svmmit meeting
between the President of the United States, Ronald Reagan, and the
Gensral~Secratary of the Cential Committee of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union, Mikhail Gorbachev, and noted that they had agreed to accelerate
the work at the bilateral neqotiations with a view t( accomplishing the tanks
set down in the joint statement of 8 January 1985, and that they had alsoc
called for sarly progress, in particuiar in areas where there was common
ground, including the principle of 50 per cent reductions in the nuciear arms
of the United States and the USSR appropriately applied, as wel. asm t e idea
of an interi‘m intermediats-rarnge nuclear forces agreement. They were not
convinced that the creation of a subsidiary body on agenda itew 2 would
contribute tc the cause of nuclear disarmament. In their opinion, as provided
for in the programme of work of the Conference, questiuns relating to the
agenda item could le and, indeed, already had been adiressed at plenary
muetings. They did not share the viaw that every item on the agenda of the
Con*arence was ripe for immediate negotiation. They stressed that for
negotiations to stend a chance of succeas, the subject of negotiatiors
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regquired careful definition and a precisely agreed objective. They
underscored the importance they attached to substantial and verifiable
reductlions of nuclear weapons. They considered that it was incorrect to
interpret paragraph 50 of the Final Document as setting out successive stages
in the process of nuclear disarmament, In their view, the paragraph described
the targets or objectives to be achieved in that process but 4id not establish
a sequence. Beyond that, they believed it was impractical to attach time
frames to the negotiations. They also 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.
Therefore, in their view, progress in the Stockliolm Conference on confidence-
and security-building measures and disarmament in Europe and in the Vienna
talks on mutual and balanced force reductions were also of the highest
importance. They recalled that the NATO Foreign Ministers at their meeting in
Halifax had underlined the objective of strengthening stability and security
in the whole of Europe through increased openness and the establishment of a
verifiable,comprehensive and stable balance of conventional forces at lower
levels, Western States stated that fundamental to all efforts in this regard
wag 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,

6B. With reference to thz proposals contained in the statement of 15 January
by the nuclear-weapon State belonging to the Socialist Group, one
nuclear-weapon State belonging to the Western Group noted that there were
elements that appeared to be constructive and other elements that continued to
present problems., It welcomed the recognition of the critical importance of
verification in negotiating agreements, It stressed that significant
reductions in offensive nuclear weapons under negotiation bilaterally should
be the first step in the nuclear disarmament process. It reiterated its
objective of beginning the reduction process by an agreement on a 50 per cent
reduction on each side's offensive nuclear forces appropriately applied, as
well as by an agreament on intermediate~range nuclear forces. . At the same
time, it reiterated its long-held position that the achievement of a world
free of nuclear weapons was a process that required the resolution of other
serious security issues at the same time, such as the imbalance in
conventional and other forces, the nsed to ensure full compliance with
existing and future agreements and the free and peaceful resolution of
regional conflicts without outside interfernce. It further pointed out that
there were specific details in the later stages of the programme proposed by
the other side that were not appropriate for consideration at this time,
Noting the agreement on the objective of ultimately eliminating

nuclear weapons, it held that both sides must now focus on equitable and
verifiable mesasures to achieve deep and stabilizing reductions in offensive
nuclear forces and must correct those basic conditions that gave rise to the
need for reliance on nuclear weapons for deterrence.

69. Another nuclear weapon State belonging to the Western Group stressed the
vital importance of the bilateral negotiations between the two Powers having
the overwhelming preponderance of nuclear weapons and the greater military
capability in outer space. In its view, the priority was success in
negotiating substantial reductions in the nuclear weapons of these
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two States. It welcomed the agreement to apply the principle of a 50 per cent
raduction in strategic nuclear weapons. As regards the programme referred to
in paragraph 64, it 4id not beliave that simply descriling the goal of a
nuclear free wnrld and attaching an arbitrary timetable to it was a practical
approach., In its view, what was needed was serious negotiations at the
Conference table aimed at achieving real, balanced and verifiable arms control
maasures across the board cn the basis of detailed proposals. With respect to
the propusals put forward on 15 January by _he nuclear weapc . State belonging
to the Socialist Groap, it noted that one aspect concerned the relation
between the bilateral negotiations and the nuclear weapons of other States.

It firmly belioved that its strateqgic nuclear forces were not relevant to any
poseible agreement on intermediate-range nrnlear forces in Europe. It
considered that the weapon systems concerned were not comparable in their

capability or role. Nor, given the minimum nature of its detsrrence ~—- less
than 3 per cent of the nuclear forces available to the two major
nuclear-weapon States -- did it see any scope for making a contribution to any

reductions in the prisent circumstances. It pointed out, however, that if
theve were very substuntial reductions in the strategic arsenals of the two
major nuclear-wsapon States and there were no significant changes in defensive
capabilifties, it would be ready to revisw its position and consider how best
to contribute to arms control in the light of the reduced threat.

70. Still another nuclear-weapon State belonging to the Western Group, while
noting that the programme put forward on 15 January had undergone thorough
analysis and consideration, stated that it was possible to advance a few
observations. 1In its view, the proposal for large cuts in the nuclear
argenals of the two major nuclear-weapon States aimed in the right diraction.
However, it considered that to require the two nuclear-weapon States in Europe
to freaze their nuclear weapons at tha outsast, theveby prohibiting maintaining
them at the desirable defensive levels would unacceptably jeopardize their
sacurity which was based on daterrenca of the strong by the weak, according to
which the weaker party dces not seek in any way to attain parity of means with
the stronger but simply to remain in a position to persuade the stronger party
not to attack it out of fear of an unacc ytable punishment. Beyond that, it
poiated out that the existing threat faci. g western Furope was not only
nuclear; it was also conventionil and chemical. 1In view of this situation,
it recalled its position that it would be ready to consider, at the
appropriate time, participating in effective and verifiable

nuclear disarmament, provided the following conditions were mets first,
reductions in the nuclsar arsenals of the two major nuclear-weapon States to
levels such that the gap be-ween their capabilities and those of the other

nuc lear-weapon States might be considered@ to have changed in character;
second, significant progress in correcting ccaventional imbalances,
particularly in Burope, and complete elirination of the chemical threat, and
third, quantitative and qualitative limitation of defensive strategic arua.

71. One nuclear-weasynn State, not bslonging to any Group, reiterated its call
for the complete prchibition and thorigh destruction of nucl~oar weapons. It
stressed thst the States posses iing the largest nuclear arsenu'  had a special
responsibility for auclear disa.mament. It noted that foc¢ some years it had
been calling on the two major nuclear Powers to take the les” in .aalting the
testing, producction and deployment of all types of nuclear waapons =nd
drastically reduce all such weapons and their delivery vehicles. (v

-30-



considered that in view of the magnitude of their nuciear arsenals, those two
States should as a matter of course put an immediate end to the qualitative
improvement and mantitative incrsase of their nuclear weapons and to “heir
deployment in various regions. More importantly, they should substantially
reduce ail types of nuclear weapont and not only "strategic nuclear weapons™
or “weapons capable of reac1i. : each other's tarritory”. In i*¢ opinion,
reaductions of inte.mediate-ranye nuclear forces shruld cover those deplcoyed in
Asia, as well as Burope. It further considered that those nuclear weapons
subje:t to reduvution should be destroyed and not transferred to other places.
It pointaed out that in emphasizing the primary resvonsibility of the two major
nuclear-weapon States for nuclear disarmament, it was not shirking ite
obligations in that regard. It considered that after those two States had
halted the testing, production and deployment of all types of nuclear weapons
and drastically reduced those weapons, a broadly representative international
conference with the participation of all the nuclear-weapon States could be
held to discuss measures for further nuclear disarmament and thorough
destruction of nuclear weapons. It believed that the preparatory work for
such a conference could start once the two major nuclear-weapon States had
made tangible progress towards the realization of tha above-mentioned goal.
It considered that the agresment reached by the two major nuclear Powers
concerning a 50 per cent reduction in their nuclear weapons constituted a
prositive development. It agreed that bilateral and multilateral negotiations
should complement each other and reiterated its support for the establishment
of an ad hoc committes under agenda item 2. In its opinion, conventional
disarmament should also be given importance. It was of the visw that since
conventional and nuclear armaments constituted the basic component parts of
the total military strength of the two major nuclear Powers and of the two
military blocs and given the fact that they possessed the largest and most
sophisticated conventional armaments, it was only natural that taey should
take the lead in reducing substantially their conventional aruwaments,
particularly their conventional otfensive forces.

C. Prevention of Nuclear War, including all related matters

72. The item on the agenda entitled "Prevention of Nuclear War, including all
related matters” was considered by the Conference, in accordance with its
programms of work, during the periods 17-21 March and 7-11 July 1986,

73. The following documents were submitted to the Conference in connection
with the item during the 1986 session

(a) Document CD/688, dated 11 April 1986, submitted by the delagation
of Argentina, entitled "Working Paper: Prevention of nuclear war, including
all related matters".

(b) Document CD/691, dated 14 April 1986, submitted by the delegation of
China, entitled "Working Papers Basic Positions of the Chinese Delegation on
the Prevention of Nuclear War™.

(c) Document CN ‘710, dated 8 July 19686, submitted by the dalagation of

Bulgaria, entitled " king Paper: Prevention of Nuclear War, including all
related matters™.
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74. In connection with agenda item 3, consultations were held under the
President of the Conference tc consider an appropriate orqganjzational
arrangement to deal with ‘he item, including proposals for the establishment
of a subsidiary body, but no agreement could be reached during those
consultations.

75. At the 377th plenary meeting on 7 August 1986, the Conference had before
it for decision a draft mandate for an ad hoc coomittee on agenda item 3,
proposed by the Group of 21 (CD/5.5/Rev.2). Under the proposed mandate, the
ad hoc committee would, as a tirst step, consider all proposals relevant to
agenda item 3, incluvding appropriate and practical measures for the prevention
of nuclear war. The Group of Western Countries stated that it attached great
importance to agenda item 3 and recalled that, since 1983, when the item was
first inscribed in the agenda, it had repeatedly stated that it was prepared
t~ have a thorough discussion and exchange c¢f views on the subject. The Group
had hoped that it would have proved possible to engage in substantive
consideration of the item within an sppropriate format. It was, therefore,
dis~ppointed that the draft mancdate contained in CD/515/Rev.2, was once more
put to a dncision. It was again unable to associate itself with a consennus
on it. The Group of 21 expresred its deep disappointment that once again it
had teen imposeible for the Confersnce to adopt a mandate that would enable it
to give proper consideraticn to the prevention of nuclear war, which was the
most acute and urgent task of the present day. The Group also pointed out
that the proposed mandate was a well-considered and balanced text that took
into account the views of other groups, including t.s Group of Western
countries. The Group of Socialist Countries recalled that last year it had
supported the compromise mandate put forward by the Grounp of 21 and expressed
support for the new attempt by the Group of 21 to bring about some progrers on
the issue of the prevention of nuclear war. The Group also expressad
disappointment at what it considered the negative position of Western
delegations. 1t reaffirmed the view that this was a priority item that should
be dealt with in a special subsidiary body. One nuclear-weapon State not
belonging to any group considered that the proposed mandate was reasonable and
realistic and, therefore, could serve as a basies for work in an

ad hoc comnittee. Beyond that, it expressed the hope that in the future the
sides concerned would adopt a co-operative and flexible attitude on the issue
of the mandate, so that an ad hoc committee might be established. As a result
of the discussion, the President of the Conference stated that there was then
no consensus on the draft mandate contained in CD/515/Rev.2.

76. Many delegations addressed issues concerning the prevention of nuclear
war, including all related matterms, at plenary mectings of the Conference.

77. The Group of 21 reiterated its conviction that the greatest peril facing
the world was the threat to human survival posed by a nuclear weapons and
that, consequently, the prevention of a nuclear war was a matter of the
highest priority. The Group reaffirmed the conclusion of the Seventh
Conference of Heads of State or Government of non—-aligned countries held in
New Delhi from 7-12 March 1983, that muclear weapons more than weapons cf war,
were instruments of mass annihilation.

78. The Group also recalled that in the Delhi Declaration of 28 January 1985,

the Heads of Stats or Government of Argentina, Greswce, India, Mexico, Sweden
and Tanzania emphasized the need for urgent preventive action to exclude
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forever ths use of nuclear weapons and the occurrence of nuclear war. Mcmh,ra
of the Group of 21 noted with concern that the continuing nuclear arms race
and the growing risk of an an arms race in outer space, heightened the danager
of nuclear war. They recognized the importance of the asse:tion contained in
the joint statement issued by General-Secretary Gorbachev and Preasident Reagan
at their summit meeting to the effact that a nuclear war cannot be won and
must never be fought and urged that it be followed by immediate and concrete
measures to halt and reverse the nuclear arms race. While recognizing that
nuclear-weapon States had thce primary responsibility for avoiding a nuclear
war, the Gronp of 21 also reaffirmed the belief that, .n view of the
catastrophic consaquences ttat nuclear war would have fo mankind as a whole,
including the danger of a nuclear Winter, the problem was too important to be
left to the nuclear-weapon States alone. The Group stressed that all nations
had a vital interest in the pursuit of neqotiations of measures for the
prevention of nuclear war.

79. Accordingly, the Group called for the implemention of resolution <0/152Q,
by which the General Asssmbly, once again, had requested the Conference on
Disarmament to undertake, as a matter of the highest priority, negotiations
with a view to achieving agreement on appropriate and practical measuras for
the vrevention of nuclear war and, to that end, to establish an

ad hoc committee at the beainning of its 1986 session. At the sam¢ time,
members of the Group of 21 noted that, in order to accommodate the position of
other delegations, the Group had displayed gyreat flexibility with a view to
reaching a consensus that would permit a thorough consideration of item 3
within the framewovrk of a subsidiary body.

80. Members of the Group of .1l were of the view that it was inadmiasible that
the prospect of the annihilation of human civilization was used by some States
to promote their security. They held that if nuclear disarmament was to
become a reality, nuclear deterrence through a balance of terror had to be
discarded. Thay rejected doctrines of unuclear deterrence. They believed that
the concept of the maintenance of peace through deterrence was perhaps the
most dangerous collective fallacy that existed. One delegation stated that
this doctrine, as it is predicated on the possible use of nuclear weapons, was
not compatible, in its view, with articles 2 (4) and 51 of the United Nations
Charter. Members of the Group also held that, given the far.c that nuclear
weavons ware instruments of mass annihilation and thus posed a unique threat
to human survival, nuclear war could not be plaved in the contert of the
prevention of war in general. In this connection, they expressed concern at
initiatives taken in the General Assembly which, in their view, sought to
distort the priorities laid down in the Final Document of the first special
sesaion devoted to disarmament. They were particularly disturbed by attempts
to eguate war in general with nuclear war. Members of the Group of 21
stressed anew that the surest way to remove the danger of nuclear war lay in
the elimination of nuclear weavons and that, pending the achievement of
nuclear disarmament, the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons should be
prohibited. The Mexico Declaration of 7 August 1986 was emphasized in this
regard, in particular, the proposal of the six nations for a binding
international agreement which outlaws every use of nuclear weapons.
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81. Other measures ware alsn proposad, =much as a moratorium on nuclear-weapon
tests with effective verification arrangements and non—-axtension of the arms
race to outer space. In additicn, certain confidence-building measures were
suggested, including immediate negotiations for the peaceful solution of
disputes invclving nuclear-weapon States) extension or broadeningy of existing
agreements to eatablish direct communication among all the nuclear-weapon
States and the establishmant of a system of crisis control centres, including
the five ni :lear-weapon States and non-nuclear-weapon States (CD/688). It was
also sugqested that those masasures could be negntiated and adopted
individually.

82. 1N group of socialist countrias re-affirmed that the prevention of nuclisar
war was the most urqgent task of today. They reiterated their support for the
establishment of an ad hoc committee, as envisaged in General Assembly
resolution 40/152Q. Socialist countries believed that, in the present
circumstances, it was necessary to crsate a comprehensive system of
international security based on the principle that it is no longer possible to
win either the arms race or nuclear war itself. They stressed the importance
of the statement at the summit meeting in Geneva between General-Secretary
Gorbachev and President Reagan that a nuclear war cannot be won and must never
be fought, that any war between the USSR and the United States, whether
nuclear or conventional, must be p:emvented and that the USSR and the

United States will not seek to achisve military superiority. In their view,
the spirit of Geneva should now be put into practice. They considered that

ef forts aimed at the preve {ion of nuclear war would be spurred on if the
Soviet-United States declaratic 1 on the senselessness of nuclear war were
supported by the other nuclear-weapon States and by all countries of the werld
and if it were consolidated in a suitable form on a multilateral bLasis. In
their Appeal to the member States of NATO and to all European countries for a
programme of the reduccion of armed forces and conventional armaments in
Europe (CD/7G0), the Warsaw Treaty member States decle-ed that "they will
never, under any circumstances, initiate military actions against any State,
whether in EBurope or in another region of the world, if they themselves are
not victims of aaqression”. Delegations of socialist countries emphasized
that the world of today has become too small and too fragile for wars and a
policy of force. It cannot bes saved and preserved if States fail to do away
with ths way of thinking and acting that for centuries has been rooted in the
acceptability and permissibility of wars and armwed conflicts. To prevent a
nuclear war and to ensure equal security is the imperative of today. This is
more and more a political task which can be solved only by political means.

It is high time to lay a foundation more solid than weapons for relations
among States. Soclalist countries noted the new disarmament initiatives they
had advanced which, in their view, would contribute to the prevention of
nuclear wars (i) the complete elimination of nuclear and chemical weapons by
*he end of the century and the prohibition of space strike weapons, as
proposed in the programme put forward by the nuclear weapon State belonging to
the group (CD/649) and (11) the creation of a comprehensive system of
international security based on concrete measures to be taken in the military,
political, economic and humanitarian spheres. They called for the following
measures in the military field: (a) the renunciztion of war -- nuclear and
conventional -- by the nuclear-weapon States against each other or against
third countries; (b) the prevention of an arms race in outer space; (c) the
ressation of all nuclear-weapon tests aind the complete elimination of nuclear
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weaponsgy (d) the orohibition and eiimination of chemical weaponsy; (a) the
renunciation of the development of new means of mass destruction)

(f) lowerinag of levels of military capabilities of States to the limits of
reasonable sufficiency,; (g) the concluasion of an agreement on the substantial
reduction of land forces and tactical air forces of European States and of the
corresponding United States and Canadian forces stationed in Europe, as
proposed in the programme put forward by the States PariLies to the Warsaw
Treatyy (h) the proportional and halanced reduction of military budgets;

and (1) the dissolution of military alliances and, as a step towards that
and, the renunciation of their enlargement and of the formation of new ones.
Delegations of socialist countries emphasized that nuclear weapons should
never ba used and that it was suicidal to build inter-State relations ca the
illusion of attaining superiority in them. They suggested that the explosion
even of a small part of the existing nuclear arsenal would become a
catastrophe of an irrevergible nature and pointed out that in their view a
first nuclear strike would doom the attacker as well to an agonizing death
from the consequences of the explosion of his own warheads even if there were
no retaliatory strike. Soclialist countries also suggested that partial or
interim measures, including measures on a reqional scale, could be of
importance for the prevention of nuclear war. In that context, they
reiterated their support for the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones in
various parts of the world and they recalled that they had addrressed an
appeal on 8 March 1986 to the States of Europe, the United States and Canada,
to implement proposals for the creation of such zones in the European
Continent. They also advanced an elaborated proposal for strengthening the
gsecurity in the Asian and Pacific Ocean region. Beyond that, they held that
the creation of chemical-weapon-free zones would help to reduce the danger c
war and to prevent the escalation of a conventional military conflict into
nuclear war (CD/710). They pointed out that that was the purpose of
‘nitiatives for the establishment of chemical-weapon-free zones 1in

~entral Europe and the Balkans. Socialist countries also recalled proposals
made in previous years (CD/355 and CD/484). They stressed the importance of
commitments to the non-first-use of nuclear weapons and reiterated their
support for the proposal to conclude a convention prohibiting the use of
nuclear weapons. At the same time, they pointed out that they had proposed
the exclusion of the use of force ‘rom international relations. They also
reiterated their readiness to consider confidence-building measures, such as
measures for the prevention of accidental or unauthorizea use of nuclear
weapons and the avoidance of the possibility of surprise attacks. In
connection with the two draft resolutions referred to in paragraph 83,
delegations of socialist covntries emphasized that these drafts were contrary
to what had been stated in the Final Document of the first special session of
the General Assembly devoted to Adisarmament..

83. Western delegations re-affirmed that they attached the utmost importance
to the subjac-t matter covered by agenda item 3 and that they supported a
thorough, in-depth and structured consideration of all its aspscts in an
appropriate format. They reiterated the view that the question of the
prevention of nuclear war could not be dealt with in isclation from the
underlying basic security situation and that, in their opinion, the question
at issue was the prevention of war in the nuclear age in all its dimensions.
They emphasized that this comprehensive approach to the prevention of war was
in no way designsd to belittle the catastrophic consequences and
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inadmissibility of a nucliear war. They welcomed the statement at the summit
meet ing betweun General-Secretary Gorbachav and President Reagan that the two
sides had agresd that a nuclear war can never be won and must never be
fought; that they emphasized the importance of preventing any war between
them, whether nuclear or conventional, and that they will not seek to achieve
military superiority. They stressed that that statement underlined the dual
need to address both aspects of conflict, nuclear and conventional, which also
applied to the work of the Conference. In their view, that need was clearly
reflected in the comprehensive title of the agenda items; "Prevention of
nuclear war, including all related matters”. They considered that those
related matters were the need to prsvent conventional conflict and the
interrelationship between nucledr deterrence and conventional force levels.
They did not believe that coming to grips with those issues detracted from the
importance of nuclear disarmament, rather, in their opinion, the prospects
for nuclear disarmament would certainly be improved. Western delegations
pointed out that the comprehensiveness of their approach reflected the view
that the prevention of nuclear war could not be effectively achieved by
individual isolated measures, but only by a complex and multi-faceted
political strategy that related to overall State behaviour. They reiterated
that 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, was a key element in the prevention of
nuclear war. They believed in the need for restraint in the action of States
both in the degree of their armament and in the active prevention of the
development of situations which could cause dangerous exacerbation of State
relations, as well as the avoidance of military confrontations and the
outbreak of war. Thaey also stressed the importance of deep and verifiable
reductiong of nuclear weapons. At the same time they considered that, in
dealing with the nuclear threat, it was necessary not to lose sight of the
problem posed by the continued build-up of conventional weapong and forces
around the world and the threat they posed to international stability.
Western delegations further reiterated the significant contribution of
confidence~-bpuilding measures to lessen the danger of war, and thereby nuclear
war, and of measures to reduce the risk of the accidental use of nuclear
weapons. Reference was made to documents submitted in previcus years by
Western delegations (CD/357, CD/38%, CD/411, CD/578 and CD/58l1). They also
recalled that at the last two sessions of the General Assembly, Western
delegations had sponsored draft resolutions bearing a double title,
"pPrevention of nuclear war, including all related matters: prevention of war
in the nuclear age”, which reflected their comprehensive approach to agenda
item 3. It was reqretted that the 1986 sesaion of the Conference had not
provided an opportunity to review the purpose of those draft resolutions,.

84. One nuclear-weapon iitate, not belonging to any group, believed that the
effective prevention of nuclear war called for a stable international
environment. It bealieved that it was, therafore, important for the
intermational community to oppose policies of aggression and expansion, as
well as hegemonism and power politics in all forms; respect and observe the
United Nations Charter and other norms of internatioral relations; renounce
the use or threat ~f force in international relations, settle disputes by
peaceful means and honour in good faith the principles of mutual respect of
sovereignty and territorial integrity, mutual non-aggression, non-interference
in inte mal affairs, equality and mutual benefit and peaceful co-existence.
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It 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 11l nuclear weapons. At the same time,
it pointed ovut tha this was a long-term objective. In its view, at the
present time, to raduce the danger of a nuclear war and create conditions for
its complete elimination, nuclear-weapon States, and the two major ones in
particular, should undertake not to be the first to use nuclear weapons in any
circumstances and shc.ild unconditionally pledge not to use or threaten to use
nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States or nuclear-weapon-free
zones. On this basis, an international convention prohibiting the use of
nuclear weapons should be concluded, with the participation of all nuclear-
weapon States. It further considered that, along with the prevention of
nuclear war, conventional wars should also be prevented. It noted, in
particular, that the outbreak of a ccnventional war in areas with a high
concentration of nuclear and ccaventional weapons, involved the (dangec of
escalation into a nuclear war. Therefore, it considered that the two military
blocs should reach agreement as early as possible on the drastic reduction of
their conventional armed forces ana armaments. It believed that the
United Nations had an important role to play in the prevention of nuclear war
and that, in accordance with the relevant re. >lutions of the General Assembly,
the Conference on Disarmament should establish an ad hoc committee on the
prevention of nuclear war to undertake negotiations with a view to reaching
agreement on appropriate and practical measures for the prevention of nuclear
war (CD/691).

D. Chemical Weapons

85. The item on the agenda cntitled "Chemical Weapons" was considered by the
Conference, in accordance with its programme of work, during the periods
24 March-4 April and 14-25 July 1986.

86. The list of new documents presented to the Conference under the agenda
item is contained in the Report submitted by the Ad Hoc Committee referred to
in the following paragraph. -

87. At its 383rd plenary meeting on 28 August 1986, the Conference adopted
the Report of the Ad Hoc Committee, re-esta%lished by the Conference under the
agenda item at its 337th plenary meeting (see paragraph 11 above). That
Report (CD/727) is an integral part of this Report and reads as follows:

"I. INTRODUCTION

"l. At its 337th plenary meeting on 6 February 1986, the Conference on
Disarmament adopted the following ¢ ‘jon on the re-establishment of the
Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weaporn D/654) 2

'The Conierence 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 39/65 C and 40/92 B, 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 with its rules of procedure, for the duration
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of its 1986 session, the Xd 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 possible, 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 1986 session.'

"II. ORGANIZATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTATION

“2. In accordance with the decision mentioned above (CD/654),

Ambassador lan Cromartie of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and

Northern Ireland was appointed Chairman of the A4 Hoc Committee.

Mr. Abdelkader Be smail, Senior Political Affairs Officer, Department for
Disarmament Affairsg, continued to serve as Secretary of the Committee,
agsisted by Mr. Michael Cagsandra, Political Affairs Officer, Department for
Disarmament Affairs. )

3. The Ad Hoc Committee held 14 meetings from 19 February to

20 August 1986. The Ad Hoc Committee benef ited from the inclusion in
delegations of national experts. In addit.on, the Chairman held a number of
informal consultations with delegations.

"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 work of the Ad Hoc Committee: Austria, Denmark, Finland,
Greece, Ireland, Few Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Spain, Switzerland and Turkey.

"5. During the 1986 session, the following official documents dealing with
chemical weapons were presented to the Conference on Disarmament:

- CD/643, dated 27 September 1985, gubmitted by the Czechoslovan
Socialist Republic and the German Democratic Republic, entitled
'Letter dated 25 September 1985 sddressed to the President of he
Conference on Disarmament from the Permanent Representative of the
Czechoslovak Socialist Republic and the Deputy Head of the Delegation
of the German Democratic Republic transmitting the Joint Text of the
Letters sent by Mr. Erich Honecker, General Secretary of the Socialist
Unity Party of Germany and Chairman of the Council of State of the
German Democratic Republic, and Mr. Lubomir Strougal, Prime Mirister
of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic, to M.. Helmut Kchl, Chancellor
of the Federal Republic of Germany, on 13 September 1985’

- CD/644, dated 21 October 1985, submitted by the Federal Republic of
Germany, entitled 'Letter dated 16 October 1985 addressed to the
President of the Conference on Disarmament from the Represuntative of
the Federal Republic of Germany transmitting the Identical Replies of
Mr. Helmut Kohl, Chancellor of the Federal Republic of Germany to the
Prime Minister of the Czechoslovak Socia.ist Republic and the Chairman
of the Council of State of the German Democratic Republic’
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Ch/646, dated 11 December 1986, submitted by the Czechoslovak
Socialist Republic and the German Democratic Republic, entitled
'Letter dated 11 December 1985 addressed to the President of the
Confere¢ nce on Disarmament from the Permanent Representatives of the
Czechoslovak Socialist Republic and the German Democratic Republic
transmitting replies to the letters of Mr. Helmut Kohl of

27 September 1985'

CbD/648, dated 10 January 1986, submitted by the People's Republic of
Bulgaria and the Socialist Republic of Romania, entitled 'Letter dated
10 January 1986 addressed to the President of the Confarence on
Disarmament by the Permanent lupresentative of the Prople's Republic
of Bulgaria and the Chargé d'affaires a.i. of the Socialist Republic
of Romania transmitting the Declaration Appeal by Nicolae Ceausescu,
President of the Socialist Republic of Rcmania, and Tider Zhivkov,
President of the State Council of the People's Republic of Bulgaria,
concerning the creation of a chemical-weapon-~free zone in the Balkans'
(also issued as CD/CW/WP.128)

CD/651, dated 31 January 1986, entitled 'Report of the
Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons on its work during the period
13-31 Janu. 1986"

CD/654, dated 7 February 1986, entitled 'Decision on the
re-agtablishmect of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons'

~D/664, dated 13 February 1986, submitted by Pakistan, entitled
'Fact-finding under the future chemical weapons convention'

Cb/6.4/Corr.l, dated 20 February 1986, submitted by Pakistan, entitled
'Fact-finding under the future chemical weapons convention'

CD/667, dated 14 February 1986, submitted by the United Sta:es of
America, entitled 'Letter dated 14 February 1986 addressed to the
President of the Conference on Disarmament from the Representative of
the United States of America transmitting the text of a document
entitled "Joint Statement"™ issued by the United States of America and
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on 21 November 1985*

CD/668, dated 14 February 1986, submitted by the Union «f Soviet
Socialist Republics, entitled 'Letter dated 14 February 1986 addressed
to the President of the Conference on Disarmament from the
Representative of the Union of Soviet Socialisi. Republics transmitting
the text of a document entitled "Joint Sovi«t/United States Statement”
issued by the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United
States of America on 21 November 1985°

CD/675, dated 7 March 1986, submitted by the Federal Republic of
Germany, entitled 'Lett«r dated 7 February 1986 addressed to the
President of the tonference on Disarmament from the Representative of
the Federal Republic 'f Cermany transmitting notes of the Government
of the Federal Republic of Germany in response to the replies of the
German Democratic Republic and the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic
concerning talks on the problem of chemical weapons'
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Ch/677, datad 12 March 1986, submitte!! by Canada, entitled 'Letter
dated 11 March 1986 addressed to the Secretary-Gsueral of the
Conference on Disarmament from the Permanent Representative of Canada
to the Confarence on Disarmament, transmitting a tiandlook for the
Investigations of Allegations of the Use of Chemical or Biological
Weaspons'

cCn/679, dated 13 March 1986, submitted by Canada, entitled
'Tdentivrication of Chemical Substances'

Ch/685, dated 3 April 1986, submitted by the United States of America,
entitled 'Amendment to CD/500, Draft Convention on the Prohibition of
Chemical Weapons' (also issued as CD/CW/WP.132)

CD/689, dated 11 April 1986, submitted by Canada, entitled 'Letter
dated 10 April 1986 addressed to the Secretary-Genaral of the
Confere nce on Disarmament from the Permanent Representative of Canada
to the Conference on Disarmament, transmitting a Compendiam of all
Chemic: . Weapons documen*-ation of the Conferance during the period
1983-1985"

CD/697, dated 20 May 1986, submitted by Belgium, entitled 'Ordeax of
Elimination of chemical weapon stocks and method for comparing these
stocks: Elements of a possible sclution' ‘alsc issued as CD/CW/WP.135)

CDd/697/Corr.1, dated 10 June 128(,, submitted by Belgqium, entitled
'Order of Elimination of chamical weapon g ocks and method of
comparing these stocks: Elsments of & possible solution® ‘also lsrued
as CD/CW/WP.135/Corr.l ~ *rabic and English only)

CD/698, dated 4 June 1986, submitted by Australia, entitled
‘Verification of non-production of chemical weapons and their
precursors by the civilian chemical industrys Trial inspection of an
Australian chemical facility' (also issued as CD/CW/WP.140)

CD/702, dated 16 June 1986, submitted by Norwzy, entitled 'Letter
dated 16 June 1986 addressed to the Preiident of the Conference on
Disarmament from the Permane.s Representative of Norway transritting a
Kusearch Report entitled 'Verification of a Chemical Weapons
Convention. Part V. Sample Hrndling of Chemical Warfare Agents''

cn/703, dated 16 June 1986, submitted by Norway, entitled
'Verification of a Chemical Weapons Convention. Procedures for
verification of allaged use of chemica! weapons'

CD/704, dated 16 Tune 1986, submitted by Norway, entitled
'Verification of a Chemical Wearons Convention, Evaluation of methnda
for identification of arnene rontaining chemical warfa ' agants’

CD/706, dated 2C ....e 1286, submitted by the Netherlands, entitled
'Varification of Non-Production of Chemical weapons. Report on the
Workshop on the verification of a chemical weapons ban, held in thu
Netherlands frcm the 4th to the 6th Jnne 1986
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ch/711, dated S July, submitted by thoe United States, entitled 'Letter
datad 9 July 1986 from the United States lepresentative to the
Conference on Disarmament transmitting a document entitled "Chemical
Stockpile Disposal Prograa® prepared by Abardeen Proving Ground, MD'®
{(also issued as CL/CW/WP.145)

CD/713, dated 14 July, submitted %y Japan, entitled ‘'Some Quantitative
Aspucts of a Chemical Weapons Convention' (algo issued as CD/CW/WP.146)

cp/715, datea 15 July 19t , submitted by the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, entitled 'Chemiral Weapons
Conventions Verification and Compliance - The Challenge Elemernt’

Cb/719, dated 25 July 1986, submitted by Finland, entitled 'Letter
dated 25 July 1986 addressed to the President of the Conierence con
Disarmament fror the Permanent Representative of Finland transmittirg
a document entitled "Air ¥onitoring as a means of verification of
Chemical Disarmamenty C.3 Field Tests, Part 1I"'

"6. In addition, the following Working Papers ware presented to the
Ad Hoc Committee;

CD/CW/WP, 128, dated 10 Janaary 1986, submitted by ths People's
Republic of Bulgaria and the Socialist Republic of Romania, entitled
'Lett«r dated 10 January 1986 address 1 to the President of the
Conf«¢rence on Disarmament by the Perm.unent Representative of the
People’a Republic of Bulgaria and the Chargé d'affaires a.i. of the
Socialigt Republic of Romania ranomitting the Declaration Appeal by
Nicolae Ceasescu, President of the Socialist Republic of Romania, 2nd
Tidor Zhivkov, President of the State Council of the People‘'s Republic
of Bulgaria, concerning the creation of a chemical=-ueapon-free zone {in
the Balkans' (aleso issued as CD/648)

CD/CW/WP,129, dated 17 February 1986, submitted by the Cha’irman of the
Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, entitled 'Outline for the
Organization of Work Jduring the 1986 Seseion®

CD/CW/WP,129/Rev.1, dated 19 February 1986, submitted by the¢ Chairman
of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, entitled ‘Outline for the
Organization of Work during the 1986 Session’

CD/CW/WP.130, dated 10 March 1986, submitted by China, entitled
‘Working Paper - 1 Calculation of Elimination of Quantity'

CD/CW/wP.131, dated 24 March 1986, submitted by Australia, entitled
‘Rég.mey to Ensure Non-Liversion of Super-Toxic Lethal Chemicals:
Possible Approaches'

CD/CW/WP,.132, dated 3 April 1986, submitted bv the United States of

Auerica, entitled 'Am~ndment to CD/500, Draft Conventiun on the
Prolibition of Chemical Weapcons' (also issued as CD/685)
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CD/CW/WP.133, dated 1l April 1986, submitted by the Netherlands,
entitled "An approrch to the verification of non-production -
substances subject tc monitoring in a CW convention'

CD/CW/WP. 134, dated 9 April 1986, submitted by Yuqoslavia

CD/CW/WP.135, Aated 20 May 1986, submitted by Belgium, entitled 'Order
of Elimination of chemical weapons stoc’ - and method for comparing
thase stocxs: FElements of a possible solution'’ {also issued as CD/697)

CD/CW/WP.13%/Corr.1l, dated 10 June 1986, submitted by Belgium,
entitied ‘Order of Elimination of chemical weapons stocks and mathod
ol comparing these stocks: Elements of a possible solution' (also
issued as CD/697/Corr.l1 - Arabic and Enqglish only)

CD/CW/WP.136, dated 18 April 1986, sibmitted by thse German Democratic
Republic¢ and Poland, entitled ‘Workina saper on Article IX'

CD/CW/WP.137, dated 18 April 1986, entitled 'Report of the Chairman of
Wworking Group C*

CD/CwW/WP.138, dated 21 April 1986, entitled ‘'Report of the Chaixman of
Working Group A'

CD/CW/WP.139, dated 23 April 1986, entitled 'Repc t of the Chaiiman of
working Groun B'

CD/CW/WP.140, dated 4 June 1986, submitted by Aust.alia, enti’led
‘Verification of non-production of chemical weapons and thei:
precursc.rs by the civilian ~hemical industrys Trial inspection »>f an
«wustralian Chemical Facility'’ (zlso issued as CD/698)

CD/CW/WP.141, dated 10 June 1986, submitted by the Netherlands,
entitled 'Verification of non-production of Chemical Weapons:
Scsnario for an experimental inspection'

CD/CW/WP.142, dated 13 June 1986, submitted by the Netherlunds,
entitled ‘'Verification of non-production of Chemical Weapons:
Observations on the scenario for an experimental inspection as laid
down in CD/CW/WP.141'

CD/CW/WP.143, dated 1 July 1986, submitted by the Netherlands,
entitled 'Verification of non-production of chemical weapons:s
Existing arrangements for monitoring thw civil chemical industry in
the Netherlands'

CD/CWi/WP. 144, Adated 24 June 1986, submitted by the Netharlands,
entitled 'Jerification of phosphorus ~ containiinv nerve agents 1in
sas.e wa:er'

Ch/CM/WP . 145, dated 9 July 1986, submitted by the United St~tes,
entitled ‘'Letter dated 9 July )86 from the United States
Representative to the Conferance on Disarmament transmitting a

d cument entitled "Chemical Stockpile Disposal Program” prepared by
Alerdeen Proving Ground, MD' (aiso issued as CD/711)
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- CD/CW/WP.146, dated 14 July 1986, submittedé by Japan, entitled 'Some
Quantitative Aspects of a Chemical Weapons Convention' (also issued as
Cciy/713)

-~ CD/CW/WP.147, Aated 25 July 1986, submitted by the United States of
America, entitled 'Movement of Chemical Weapuns Stocks'

- CD/CW/wp.148, dated 29 July 1986, submittad by Cuba, entitled
‘Definition of the term “capacity"™'

- CD/CW/WP.149, dated 1 Augqust 1986, entitled ‘'Report of Working Group C°'
- CD/CW/WP.150, dated 6 Auqust 1986, entitled 'Report of Working Group A'
- CD/CW/WP.151, dated 6 August 1986, entitled 'Report of Working Group B'

- CD/CW/WP.152, dated 14 Auqust 1986, entitled 'Draft Report of the
Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons to the Conference on Disarmamert’®

"IIT. SUBSTANTIVE WORK DURING THE 1986 SESSION

*7. 1In accordance with its mandate, the Ad Hoc Committee continued the
negotiation and further elaboration of the Convention, utilizing Appendices 1
and II of CD/636, CD/651 (Report of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons
on its work during the prriod 13-31 Januarv 1986) as well as other new
proposals prasented by delegations. To tnis effect, it retained the basic
structure that was established by the Committee in 1985, and accepted the
Chairman's proposal to set up three Working Groups which dealt with specific
asgpects of the Convention as follows:

"(a) Working Group A: Article II (Definitions and Criteria) and
Article VI (Permitted Activities)

(Chairman: Mr. Richard Rowe, Australia)

"(b) Working Group Bs Article III (Declarations), Article IV
(Eliminat ‘on of Chemical Weapons) and Article V (Measures on Chemical Weapons
Production Facilities)

{Chairman: Mr. Petar Poptchev, Bulgaria)

"(c) Working Croup C: Article 7 (General Provisions on Scope),
Article VII (Nat'onal Implementation Measures), Article VIII (Consultative
Committee) and Article IX (Consultation, Co-operaticn and Fact-Finding).
Working Group C was also responsible for the ques®'.a of herbicides and it was
understood that the question of investigation of a.legations of use would be
dealt with in this Group.

(Chairmans Mr. Nonegqroho Wisnoemoerti, Indonesia)
"ihe Workinag Groups concentrated their efforts .n the consideration of

those speciiic topics with a view to finding generally acceptable formulations
for inclusion in the Cor.vention.
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"8. In accordance wirh the outline for the organization of work during the
1986 session (CD/CW/WP.129/Rev.l) and on the basis of the results achieved in
the Working Groups as well as on proposals put forward by the Chairman as a
rasult of his consultations, Appendix I of C(D/636 has been revised to raflect
the present stage of the negotiations.

"IV. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

"3, The Appendix to this Report reflects the present stage of negotiations on
a Chemical Weapons Convention; however the draft texts contained therein do
not. bind any delegation.

*“10. The Ad4 Hoc Committaee recommends to the Conference on Disarmament:

"(a) that the Appendix to this Report be used for further neqotiation and
drafting of the Convention;

"{b) thit the reporte of the Working Groups, as contained in Adocuments
CD/CW/WP.149, CD/CW/WP.150 and CD/CW/WP.151, together with other relevant
present and future documents of the Conference also be utili~ed in the further
elahoration of the Convention,

"(c) that the Ad Hoc Committee resume its work under the Chairmanship of
Ambassador R.I.T. Crcmartie (United Xingdom) and under its present mandate for
a session of limited duration during the pericd 12-30 January 1987; that tha
work cover issues under Articles III, IV, V, VI and IX, and parts of
Article 1I relevant to Articles V and VI furthermore, that consultations be
undertaken on these issues by the Chairman in the meantime in preparation for
the resumed mession; that for that purpose open-ended consultations of the
Ad Hoc Committee be held between 24 November and 17 December 1986 including
when necessary meetings with full services, and that the Committee presant to
the Conference on Disarmament a report on its work during the inter-sessional

period,

“(d) that the Ad Hoc Committee be re-established at the outset of the
1987 sassion with its 1986 mandate and that Ambassador R. Ekfus (Sweden) be
appointed as its Chairman.
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"APPENDIX
"This Appendix is based on Appendix I contained in CD/636 and includes

new material produced so far in tho 1986 sessicn of the Committee in respect
of Articles IV, V, VI, VIII, IX and Annex IV to Article IV,
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“Preliminary structure of a Convention on chemical weapons */

"Preamble
i. General provisions on scope
IT. Definitions and Criteria
III. Declarations
1v. Chamical weapons
v. Chemical weapons production facilities
vVI. Activities not prohibited by the Convention
vII. National implementation measurss
VIII. Congultative Committee
IX. Consultations, co-oparation and fact finding
X. Assistance
XI. Economic and technological developaent
XIl. Ralation to othsr international agreements
XII1I. Amendmants
XIV. Duration, withdrawal
xvV. Signature, ratification, entry into force
XVI. Languages

Annex and othsr documents

':/ Discussiona are still continuing on where different issues like
varification measurss are to »e placed under this structure.
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“Preamble */

"The States Parcies to this Convention

"Deterrined to ac* with a view to achieving effective progress towards
general and complete disarmament under strict and e¢ffective interastional
cont.ui, im luding the prohibitionr and elimination of all types of weapons of
mass destrucvion,

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

"Recalling that the Gens *1 Assembly of the United Nations Organization
has repcatedly condemned all .ions cuntrary to the principles and objectives
of the Protocol for Prohibition of the Use in War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous
or Other Gases, and of Bacteriological Msthods of Warfare, signed at Geneva on
17 June 1925,

"Recognixing that the Convention reaffirms principles and objectivaes of
and ohligations assumed under the Geneva Protocol of 17 Juna 1925, ard the
Convention on the Prohibition of the Devslopment, Production and Stockpiling
of Bacteriologica! (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on their Destruction
signed at London, Moscow and Washington on 10 Zpril 1972,

"Bearing in mind the objective contained in Article IX of the Convention
on ths Prohibition of the Dovelcpment, Production and Stockpiling of
Bacterioloqical (Biological) and Toxin Wespons and on thair Destruction,

“Dstermined for ths sake of all mankind, to complstely exclude the
possibility of the use of chsmical w.apons, through the implementation of the
provisions of this Convention, thereby complementin— the ohligations assumed
under the Genava Pritocol of June 1925,

"Conuidel:ing chat the achievements in the tield of chemistry should be
used exclusively for the benefit of miunkind,

"Convinced that the complete and effactive prohibition of the
development, production and stockpiling of chemi:al weapons, and their
destruction, rapresents a necessary step tovards the achievemsnt of thase
commeon objectives.

"Have agreed as foilows:

“*/ Some delegations consider that the texts contained in the Preumble
reaquirs further consideration.
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*I. GENEKERAL PROVISIONS ON SCOPE
*1. EKach State Party undertakes not tos

- develop, produce, othexwise acquire, stockpile or ~etain chemical
weapons, or transfer, directly or indirectly, chemical weapons to
anyone.

“2. Each State Farty undertakes not tos

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

"3. Each State Party undertakes ot to use chumical weapons. */ **/

"4. [Each State Party undertakes not to [conduct other activities in
preparation for use of chemical weapons] (engags in any wmilitary prsparations
for use of chemical weapons].])

“S. Each State Party undertakes to [destroy] [destroy or divert for permitted
purposss] chemical weapons which are¢ in its possession or under its
{jurisdiction or! rontrol *e*/

"¢. Each State Party undertakes to {destroy] (destroy or dismantle] chamical
we apons production facilities which are in its possession or under its
[jurisdiction 0i] control, *#*#w/

"e/ It is understood that this provision is closely linked to the
definition of chemical weavons in another part of the Convention, the final
formuiation of which is yet to be agreed upon. It is also undurstood that
this provision does not apply t2 the use of toxic chemicals and their
precursors for permitted purposss still to bs defined and to be providea for
in the Convention. This provision is also closely linked co a provisicn in
the Coavention to be agreed upon relating to reservations.

“ed/ The queastion of herbicides is subject to ongei: ; consultations. The
Chairman of thase open--ended consultations has suggested the following
formulation for a provision on herbicldes:s “"EZach State Party undertakes not
to use herbicides as a method of warfare; such a prohibition should not
p.eclude any other urs of herbicides®.

"ev®/ An altewnat_ve formulation and placement of this undexrtaking is given
andar "Chemical weapons”.

':*"/ An alternative formulatioa and placesent of this undertaking is given
under "Chemical weapons production facilities®.
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"11. DEFINITIONS AND CRITERIA
"For the purposes of this Conventions

"1.*/ The term “chemical weapons” ghall apply to the following, together or
Beparatelys **/

"(1) txic chemicals, including super-coxic lethal ~hemicals, other
lethal chemicals, other harmful chemical‘ and their precursors,
inrluding key precursors [and key componants nf hinary and/or
multicomponent chemical systems fo. chemical wea, ns), +re/ except
such chemicals intended for permitted purposes as long as the types
and quantitiss involved are consistent with such purjposes; ::::/

"(i1) munitiorns 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 muniticns and devices;

*{111) any equipment specifically designed for use directly in connection
with the employment of such munitions or dcvices)

"*/ The definitions of chemical weapons are presented on the
un.lerstanding that problems related to irritants used for law enforcement and
riot control, and also to chemicals intended tc 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 wsapons if this will result in a
wmore rlaar and understandable definition. Preliminary suggqesticns to solve
these problems are given below and consnltations on them will be continued.

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

m4#k/ Some delagations consider that further deliberation is required in
order to clar'iy at a later stage of the niegotiations the implications of this
definition for other parts of the Convention. This applies to other relevant
parts of the Appendix. Other delagations consider that key component of
binary and/or multicomponent chemical system for chemical weapons means: a
component which poses a spscial risk to the objectives of the Convention as it |
can ba an integral part in a chemical weapons munition or device and can form |
toxic chemicals at the moment of their employment and possesses the followiny ‘
characteristica: (a) reacts (interactg) rapidly with other component(s) of
binary and/or multicomponent chemical system during the muaition's flight to
the target and gives a high yield of final toxic chemical, (b) plrys an
important role in determining the toxic properties of tha final pr luct;
(c) may not be used, or be used only in minimal quantities, for permitted
purposes:; (d) possesses the stability necessary for long-term storage.

nawws/ One delsgation suggests that the term "permitted purposes™ should be

subntifutod, whera it occurs thioughout the Convention, with the term
"purposes not prohibited by the Convention®".
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- [The term ‘chemical weapoas’ shall not apply to those chemicals
whi:h are not super-toxic lethal, or other lethal chemicals and
which are approved by t.ie Consultative Committ :¢ for use by a Party
for dumestic law enforcement and domastic riot control puirposas.)

- [States Parties agre~ not to [develop, produce, stockpile or)
utilize for chemica’ weapons chemicals intended to enhance the
affect o' the use or such weapons.)

"[2. "Toxic chemic 1ls' means.

“chemicals {[however or wherever they are produced], [whether produced in
plants, munitions or elsewhere] [regardless of the method and pattern of
proluction] whose tixic properties can be utilized to cause death or temporary
or permanent harm, to man or animals involvingsj

"{2. '"Toxic chemicals' means:

“any chemical, regardlues 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 chemicala 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 mq-min/n3 (by inhalation) when measured by an agreed method */ set
fccth in ..,

"(b) 'other lethal chemicals', which have a median lethal dose which ig
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) above, [including toxic chemjcals 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 med! | isthal dose which is greater .
than 10 mg/%g (subcutaneous administration) or 20,000 mqwmin/m3 {by
inhalation).]

"+/ It was no.ed that after such measurements had actually been
pertot;bd, 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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*3. [Permitted purposes] [Purposes not prohibited by the Conventicn])
[Non-hostile purposes] meanass

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

"{b) protective purposes, namely those purposes directly related to
protection against chemical weapone; :/

"4. ‘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.

"1t may possess [possessas] the following characteristics:

"(1) It may play (plays] an important role in determining the toxic
properties of a {[toxic chemicals prohibited by the Convention]
[super—-toxic lethal chemicalj.

"(ii) 1t may be used in one of the chemical reactions at the final stage
of formation of the [toxic chemicals prohibited by the Convention]
[super-tosic lethal chemical).

"{(1i1) 1t may [is] not bea used, or [is] used only in minimal quantities,
for permitted purposes.) **/

"Key pracursors are listed in ...

“for the purpose of the relevant provisions in a Chemical Weapons
Convention key precursors should be listed and subject to revisions according
to {characteristics] [quidelines].

"Cnemicals which ars not key procursors but are deemed to pose a [threat]
[part:cular risk] with regard to a Chemical Weapons Zonvention should be
incladed in a 1list.

rey/ The sugges .on that such permitted protective yurposses should reslate
only to “an adversary's use of” chemical weapons was removed pending a
decision on whether in the Convention the quastion of prohikiting other
military preparations for use of chemical weapons than thoss mentioned under
scope should be dealt with.

nka/ One delegation considers that this particular characteristic has
primary importance and should be plr ed first.
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®*[(b) Key component of binary and/or multicosponant chemical syatems for
chemical woapons means;)

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

*5. 'Chemical weapons production facility'’ meanss
- 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 msans (any building or any
equipment which in any deqree 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 fi1lling of chemical weapons.
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"III. DECLARATI(NR */

"Declarations of chemical weapons 1/ and plans for t’ " elimination 2/ 3/

*1. Rach State Party undertakes to submit to the Congaltac.ve Cosmittees, not
later than 30 days after the Convention enters into forcs 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 terxritory any chemical weapons under the
jurisdiction or control of anyons else,

"{c) whether it has transferred control of chemical weapons since ... or
has received such weapons since that date. 4/

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

*3. Each State Party possessing chemical weapons undertakes to submit to the
Consultative Committee not later than ... months 5/ after the Convention's
entry into force for it, general plans for the elimination of its chemical
woapons based on the Principles for the Order of Elimination laid down in
Annex 1V,

"4. Each State Party possassing 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

"%/ This session's work on Articles IV and V necessitates the
reorganization and redrafting of Article III, which will be undertaken at a
later stage.

"1/ 1In accordance with agreed definitions.

"2/ 1In accordance with the provisions in Article IV.

"3/ The question of old unknown weapcns or stocks which have besen left
by others w#ithout the knowledge of the State Party is not addressed in this
Article. It is understood that this question will be deait with at a later
stage of the nagotiations at which time the placement in tha Convention of the
relavant provisions will also be decided.

“4/ The view was expressed that past transfers should not be included in
the Convention.

"5/ Three and six months have been proposed.
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than three months before the commencement of each el'mination 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, 8tates Parties shall consult among themselves and through the
Consultative Coomittee. as soon as jossible 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 111, paragraphs 1 through 4,
shall be made in accordance with Annex III.

"7. Each State Party undertakes to submit to the Cons.ltative Committee
annual progress reports on the implomentation of the plans for the elimination
of chemical weapons and a notification of the couwpletion of the elimination
within 310 days thereafter.

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

"Declarations ¢? 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 slaborated)

"Verification of declarations

(To be slaborated)

"1/ 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.

'Z/ In accordance with the organization of work (WP.2_) these provisions

are to be elaborated in the context of Article VI taking into account
inter alia gome harmful chemicals, to be slaborated.
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“ANNEX IIX
*I. DECLARATIONS OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS

"A. Possession or non-possession

"1. Possession of chemical weapons on own territory.

Yes .....
NO .ocee

*2. Possession, jurisdiction or control over chemical weapons elsewheras.

Yes .....
NOo .....

If yes, ‘nformation about location(s), expressed by name(s) of State(s).

"B, Existence on the territory of any chemical weapong under the jurisdiction
or control of anyone else

Yes .....
NO .eeee

If yes, information about ownership, expressed by name. 3) of State(s).

"C. Past transfers l/

"If there has be¢ transfer of control of chemical weapons since ..., or
reception of such weapons since that date, the followi: ; information shall be
provided. To be elaborated.

*p. Aggregate quantity and detailed composition of chemical weapons

1. Chamicals

*1l.1 Toxic chemicals 2/

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

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

"2/ 1In accordance with agreed definition.
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"l.1.1

Super-toxic lethal chemicals i/

r —————————————— - bl shadiadad ‘—“-] —————————
Sclentific chemical name/ 2/ Bulk Filled in|Total W
~|munition iquantity
Structural formula 3/ and Purity 4/ |Quantity|Number and|Quantity |(metric
Toxicity (of pure substance) s (metric |size of (metric tonsg)
tons) containers|tons)
Chemical A
Chemical B
atc.
“1.1.2 Other lethal chemicals 1/
Scientific chemical name/ 2/ Bulk Filled in|Total
- munition {quantity
Structural formula 3/ and Parity 4/|Quantity|Number and!(mantity |{metric
Toxicity (of pure substance) ] (metric |size of (matric tons)
tons) containers |tons)
“1.1.3 Other harmful chemicals S/
- - ———— e
Scientific chemical name/ 2/ Bulk Filled in|Total
munition {quantity
Structural formula 2/ and Purity 4/{Quantity|Number and|Quanti'y |(metric
Toxicity (of pure substance) s (metric [size of (metric tons)
if applicable tons) containers|tons)
-

.l/

-2/
Applied Chemistry) Nomenclatu

re.

In accordance with agreed definition.

In accordance with the IUPAC (International Union

of Pure and

'}/ Different views exist whether it is necessary to state both the
gcientific chemical name and the structural formula in order for the

declarations to be unambiguou

"4/ Three Aifferent approsches were taken by delagations,:

{1) Initial

purity? (2) Purity of the compound as stored with an approximation of soms
1) per cent, (3) That declaration of purity was not necessary.

"5/ 1In accordance with agreed definition, but pending such a definition
it is unclear which chemicals to declare in this table.
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“1.2 1/

— R

P

[—Sciontltlc chemical name/ 2/

Structural formula 3/

A e o it o e s et o o o e o

Quantity

(metric tons)

- s s e s

- o b e

Number and size
of containers

Key precursors for unitary
systems 4/

Scientific chemical name/ 2/ Bull Filled in Total
manition/ quantity
Structural formula 3/ Quantity { Number and submunition (metric
(metric size of (metric tons)
tons) containers tons)

(KJy_cumponents] [Key
precursors] for mult i-
component systema 4/5/6/

"1/ The view was expressed that thase two tables were not necessary and

the key precursors and key components could be declared under points l.i1.1,
1.1.2 and 1.1.3 as applicable.

"3/ In accordance witih the IUPAC (International Union of Pure and
Applied Chemistry) Nowmenclature.

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

"4/ To be declared ssparately for super-toaxic lethal, other lathal and
other harmful chemicals.

"5/ Identified in accordance with approaches to be worksed out in the

context of Article II.

"6/ Sume delegations suggested that multicomponent chemical weapons
should not bs declared as a special category in a separate table.
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*1.3 Precursors 1/ in bulk 2/

Scientific chemical name/ 3/

Structural formula g_/

Quant ity
(metric tons)

Number and size
of containers

Precursors for unitary systems

Components for multicomponent
systems 5/

"1/ 1dentified in accordanca with approaches to be worked out in the

context of Article II.

"2/ BSome delegations 4did not consider this table necessary.

*3/ 1In accordance with the IUPAC (International Union of Pure and

Applic't'l— Chemistry) Nomenclature.

"f_/ Different views exist whether it is necessary to state both the
scientific chemical name and the structural formmla in order for the

declarations to be unambiguous.

*5/ Some delegations suggested that muiticompounent chem:cal weapons
should not be declared as a special category in a separate table.
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"2, Munitions

Tvre [ICalibre {if | Quantity of unfilled Pilled munition/submunition
applicable) munition/submunition
{number of pieces) 1/ | Quantity (number Chemical £fill (in kg per piece
of pieces) of munition/submunition)
Unitary
chemical
type
Exanples:
Shell 155 mm 22,000 13,000 2,82 kg of chemical x
Cartridge 120 mm ,000 1.12 kg of chemical ¥y
Rocket warhead 500 warhead bodies 1,000 warheads 50 k& of chemical &
{50 x ) kg submunitions)

1,500 submunitions 100 submunitions
Multicospcnent
chemical type
Examples:
Binary 155 =a 100 shell bodies 500 (completed 3 kg chemical A + B
shells for ..., shells, ccaponents
(= name of final stored separately)
reactive product) 200 cannisters A 100 cannisters A 2 kg chemical A

300 cannisters B 150 cannisters B 1l k&g chemical C
"3, Other devices
Type Quantity of unfilled Filled devices

devices (number of pieces)
Quantity (number Cheaical fill
of pieces) {in kg/pliece)

(Example:
i spraytanks)

—— - —

*l/ Scme delegations Gid not consider this colusn necessary.




"4. Equipment specifically desis ed for use directly in connection with the
em:) symant of munitions and othar devices under points Ds2 and 3.
(Example: single purpose rocket launchers).

"5. Chemicale mpecifically designed for use directly in connection with “he
employment of munitions and other devices undsr noints D:2 and 3.
(Example: thickeners). 1/

"E. Locations and detailed inventories4 of chemical weapons stocks to be
declared before the commencement of each elimination .eariod 2/

"For asch stock the following shall be Adeclared:
“1. Location

"Geographical location expressed by ...

"2. Detailed inventory

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

"II. PLANS FOR THE ELIMINA.ION OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS
"A. General plans

"The following chemical weapons shall be eliminated during Elimination
pericd Is 2/ 3/

"The following chemical weapons shall be eliminated during Elimination
Pericd IIs 2/ *~

etc.

“1/ 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.

%2/ Some delegations held the view that nverall declarations should be
made within 30 days after the Convention's envpry into force for a Sr-te Party.

"3/ Chemical weapons shall be described and amounts indicated in a
manner identical to that of the declarations.
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"B. Detailed plans

“They shall include:

- schedules indicating detailed timeframes, quantities and types of
chemical weapons to be destroyed or diverted to permitted
purposes 1/ in accordance with the Principles for the Elimination
laid down in Annex IV,

- location of facilities to be used for destruction or diversion 1/
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, l/ as well as
the end products,

- plans for verification of the destruction and diverstion l/
processes based on the Principles and Methods for the Verification
of the Elimination of Chemical Weapons laid dc m in Annex IV,

'l/ Una delzgation stated that it was unconvincad that diversion was
either a practical or economical msthod for elimiration. It may be prepared,
however, to review its position in Che event a practical system for divarsion
can be devirned, preserving the requiremsnt for effective verification.
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“IV. CHEMICAL WEAPONS 1/

"1. The provisions of this article shall apply to any and all chemical
weapons under the jurisdiction or control 2, of a State Party, regqardless of
location, including those on the teurritory of anothar State.

"2. Bach State Party, within 30 days after the Convention enters into force
for {t, shall submit a declaration whichs

“(a) specifies the [precise location,] aggregate quantity and detailed
inventory of any chemical weapons under its jurisdiction or control,

*(b) reports any chemical weapons on its territory under the jurisdiction
or control of others, including a State not Partv to this Convention, */

“(c) spacifies any transfer oxr receipt by the State Perty of any chemical
weapons since [...] or any transfer of control by that State Party of such
weapons; and

"(d) provides its general plan for dastruction [or diversion! of its
chemical weapons.

"3. ({Each State Party shall, immediately after the declaration under para. 2
of this Article has been submitted, provide accees to its chemical weapons for
the purpose ol systematic international on-site verification of the
declaration through on-site inspection. Thereafter, each State Party shall
ensure, through access to its chemical weapons for the purpose of systematic
international on-site veri.fication and through on-esite inspection and
continuous monitoring with on-site instruments, that the chemical weapons are
not removed except to a destruction facility.])

"4. Each State Party shall submit detailed plans for the destruction of
chemical weapons not later than ... months before each destruction [(diversion]
pericd begins. The detajled plans shall encompass all stocks to be eliminated
during the next coming period, ard shall includa the precise location and the
detailed composition of the chemical weapons which are subject to destruction
during that period.

*S5. Each State Party shall.
“(a) destroy [or divert] all chemical weapons pursuant to the Order

specified in Annex IV, beginning not later than ... months and finishing not
later than 10 years after the Convention enters into force for it,

":/ A question was raised as to the applicability of this subpacagraph.

'}/ It is anticipated that a rec ganization of Article III will occur
and may include identification of material currently in Article/Ammex 1II for
possible inclusion into Articles/Annexes IV and V.

"2/ It is agreed that the concept of 'jurisdiction or cuntrol' reqguires
additional discussion and elaboration.
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"{b) provide information annually rejarding the implementation of its
plans for destruction [or diversion] of chemical weapons; and

"(c) certify, not later than 30 days after the destruction [or diversion]
process has been completed, “hat all chemical weapons have been destr..yed [or
diverted].

"6. Each State Party shall provide access to any chemical weapons destruction

facilities and the facilities' storage for the purpose of systematic
international on-site verification of destruction through the continuocus %/
presence cf ingpsactors and continuous monitoring with on-site 1nstrument37 in
accordancs with hnnex IV. 1/

*7. Ay chemxical weapons digcovered by a State Party after the initial
declarationr of chemical weapons shall be ruported, secured and destroyed, as
provided in Annex IV. 2/

"8. All locations where chemical weapons are [stored or]| destroyed shall be
subject to aystematic international on-site verification, through on-site
inspection and monitoring with on-gite instruments in accordance with

Annex IV. 1/

"9, Any State Party which has on its territory chemical weapons which are
under the control of a State that is not a Party to this Convention shall

ensure that such weapons are removed from its territory not later than ...
months after the date on which the Convention entered into force for 1it.

“10. "he deciaration, plans and information submitted by each State Party
under this article shall be made in accordance with Annex ... and Annex ...

"%/ The precise wording to express this concept sa' isfactorily in scme
of the lanquages requires further elaboration.

'}/ The provisi-ns of Anne IV, which addresas verification, require
further elaboration.

"2/ 1In view of the complex situat ns these chemical weapons involve,
this issue needs to be further diacussed and resolved.
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“ANNEX IV

'I.l/ Principles, methoés and organization of the elimination of chemical
weapons

“A. Destruction of chemical weapons

“l. Destruction of cheamical weapons means a process by which chemicals are
converted in an essentially irreversible way to a form unsuitable for
production of chemical weapons, and which in an irreversible manner renders
munitions and otbur devices unusable as such.

"Elimination through destruction shall apply to all chemical weapons
except those which may be diverted (to be elaborated).

"2. FEach State Party posessing chemical weapons shall determine how they
shall be destr ved, axcept that ths following procedures may not be used,
dumping in any body of water, land burial or open-pit burning.

"3. The destruction ol chemical weapons shall take place at a specifically
desiqg: ated and appropiriately designed and equipped facility(ies). (The
facility(ies) shall be government property.)

"4. The chemical weapons destiuction facility shall be constructed and
operated in a manner to ensure the destruction of tha chemical wanaponsy; and
that the destruction process can be verified under the provisions of this
Convention.

“B. Diversion of Chemical Weapons

"Diversion of chemical weapons means a process by which chemicals are
~onverted in an essentially irreversible way into end products that may only
ve used for purposes other than those related to chemical weaponsa. [Diversion
also includes taking super—-toxic lethal chemicals from the chemical weapons
stocks for use for pe-mitted purposes in quantities up to 1 metric tonne in
accordance with Article VI.] 2/

"Eliminsntion througyh diversion may app 7 to (to be elaborated).

"II., Principrles and Ordsr of Elimination

"l. The elaboration of the Order of Elimination shall build on the
undiminished security for all States during the entire elimination stage,
confidence building in the early part of the elimination stage, gradual

"1/ For some delegations, the question of the applicability of this
Annex to obsolete chemical weapons (ordinances) retrieved from the combat
zones of World War 1 will have to be resolved later.

"2/ One delegation stated that it was unconvirced that divarsion was
either a practical or economic method for elimination. It <Ay be prepared,
however, to raview its position in the event a practical sy .em for diversioun
can be devised, preserving the reguirement for effsctive verification.
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acquisition of experience in the course of destroying chemical weapons stocks
and spplicability irrespective of the actual composition of the stockpiles and
the methods chosen for the elimination of thsa chenical weapons.

*2. The eliminatjon of chemical weapons stocks shall start for all States
Parties possessing chemical weapons simultaneously. The whole slimination
stage shall be divided into nine annual periods.

3. Each State Party shall eliminate not less than cne-ninth of its stockplile
[in measure of stockpile equivalent and/or equivalent mustard weight] during
each elimination period. l/ 2/ However, a State Party is not precluded from
eliminating its stocks at a faster pace. Each State Party shall determine its
detailed plans for each elimination period, as speciflied in part III of this
Annex and shall repc-t annually on the ir . lementation of each elimination
period. 2/

"4. Order of Elimination (to be elaborated). 4/

"III. klans for limination of chemical weapons

"A. General Plans for elimination of chemical weapons

"1l. General Plan for destruction of chemical weapons

"The genaral plan for destruction of chemical weapons, submitted
pursuant to article ... shall specify:

"(a) a general schedule for destruction, giving types and quantities of
chemical weapons to be d:stroyed in each period;

"(b) for each exiasting or planned CW destruction facility.
-  ["name” and address]
- [location]

- chemical weapons intended to be destroyed

'l/ It is considered necessary to elaborate a method for comparing
different categories of chemical weapons stocks. The comparison of lethal and
harmful chemicals remains unresclved and is subject to further consideration.

"}_/ Some deleqations expressed the view that the q :stion of the
regulation of the elimination of stockpiles needs further and full discussion.

"3/ It has been recognirzed that the elimination of chemical weapons
stocks and the elimination of ralevant production facilities shoulA be
considered together.

"4/ Some delegations feel that it wouv d Ye appropriate to introduce the

idea of security stctkpile levels to meet the security concurns of countries
with amall stockpiles of chemical weapons.

—65-



method of destruction
capacity
expected period of operation

[products of the destruction process]

"[2. General Plins for diversion of chemical weapons (to be elaborated))

“B. Detailed Plans for Elimination of chemical weapons

“l. Detailed Plans for Destruction of Chemicals Weapons

"These plans shall be submitted to the Consultative Committra in
accordance with Article ... and shall specify:

“(a) the number of chemical weapons destruction facilities and a detailed
schedule for the destruction of chemical weapons at each of these facilities,

"(b) the aggregate quantity of each individual type of chomical weapons
plans to be Adestroyed at each facility,

"(c)

data about sach facility:

name, postal address, gaographical location,
mathod of destruction;

end-products;

layout plan of the facilityjy

technological scheme)

operation manuals;

method of storage and volume of the Facility's storage, estimated
by types and quantities of chemical weapons)

types and quantities of chemical we&pons kept at the storage
during each eliminatio : period)

the aystem of verification,
safety measures in force at the facility,

livina and working conditions for the international inspectoirs.

" (2. Detailed Plans for Diversion of chemical weapons (to be elaborated)])
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“IV. Principles and Methods for the Verification of the Elimination of
Chemical Weapons

“"A. Destruction of Chemical Weapons

"l. The aim of verification of destruction of chemical weapons stocks shall
be s

- to confirm the identity and quantity of the chemical weapons stocks
to be destroyed, and

- to confirm that thess stocks for all practical purposes have been
destroyed.

"2. After a review of the detailed plans provided in Section III above, the
Technical Secretariat, if the need arises, will enter into consultatica with
the State Party concerned in order to ensure the facility is designed to
assure destruction, to allow advanced planning on how verification measures
may be upplied and that the application of verification measures is consaistent
with proper facility operation, and to ensure that the facility operation
allows appropriate verification.

"3. Each Statc Parcy should execute a tailed agreement with the Technical
Secretariat covering detailed inspection procedures for each facility subject
to inspection. (This concept remairs to be further elaborated).

"4. The inspectors will be granted access to the chemical weapons destruction
facility (...] prior to commencement of the active destrvction phise, to carry
out the engineering review of the racility, to include the facili'y's
construction and layout, the equipment and instrumerts for measur.ng and
controlling the Jestruction process, and the checkin; and testing of tha
accuracy of the verification equipment.

"5. The inspectors will be grantad access to conduct their aqtivittes at the

facility and the facility storage during the entire active phase of

destruction. They will conduc: their activities in the presence and with the

co-operation of representatives of the facilitv's management and the

National Authority if they wish to be present.

"6. The inspectors may monitor by oither physical ~bservation or devices:
"(a) the facility storage and the chemical weapons present,

"(b) the movement of chemical weapons from the storage to the facility,

"(c) the process of destruction (assuring that no chemical werpons are
diverted);

"(d) the material balance {(to be elaborated further), and
"(a) the accuracy and calibration of the instruments.

"7. To the extent consistent with verification needs, verification procedures
should make use of information from routine facility operations.
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*"8. If inspectors detect irregqularities which may qive rise to doubts thery
will report the irregularities to the representatives of the facility anc the
National Authority and requss: that the situation be resolved. Uncorrected
irregularities will be reported to the Executive Council.

"¢, After the completion of sach period of destruction the Technical
Secretariat shall certify the dsclaration ot the Nctional Authority, rsporting
ths completion of destruction of the designated quantity of chemical weapons.

"[B. Diversior. of chemical weapons (to be elaborated)]

*v. (Verification of Declaratinns and Interim Monitoring of Chemical Weapons
Stockpiles] ©/

“*/ Some delegations basliéve it is necessary to elaborate principies and
wethods for verifying chemical weaponz declarations and for monitoring
chemical weapons atockpiles from the time of their declaration until their
elimination.
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"V. CHEMICAL WEAPONS PRODUCTION FACILITIES 1/

*l. The provisions of this article shall apply to any and all ¢ hemical
weapons production facilities under the jurisdiction or control 2/ of a State
Party, regardless of location. 3/

"2. Each State Party with any chemical weapons production facility shall
cease immediately all activity at each chemical weapons production facility
except that required for closure.

"3, No State Party shall construct any new facility or modify any sexisting
facility for the purpose of chemical weapons production or for any other
purposa prohibited by the Convention. 4/

"4. Each State Party, within 30 days after the Convention enters into force
for it, shall submit a declaration which:

"(a) specifies any chemical weapons production facilities under ite
jurisdiction or control, or on its tarritory under the control of others, 5/
including a State not party to this Convention, at any time since
[1 January 1946]) (at the time of entry into force of the Convention)),

"(b) specifies any transtfer or any receipt by the State Party of any
equipmaent for the production of chemical weapons [and documentation relevant
to the production of chemical weapons] since [1.1.1946] or any transfer of
control by that Party of such equipment [and documentation],

"(c) specifies actions to ba taken for closure of each chemical weapons
production facility,

"(d) outlines its general plan for destruction [(or reconstruction for
peaceful purposes] for each chemical wsapons production facility, aad

"1/ It is anticipated that a reorganization of Article III will occur
and may include identification of material currently in Article/Annex III for
possible inclusion into Articles/Annexes IV and V.

"2/ It is agreed that the concept of Jjurisdiction or control®™ requirss
additional discussion and elaboration.

"3/ It is understood that the above provisions also apply to any
facility on the territory of another State (regardless of ownership and form
or contract, on the basis of which they have been set up and functioned for
the purposes of production of chamicazl weapons].

"4/ Some delagations consider this paragraph redundant.

"E/ Some delsgations expresscd doubts as to the applicability of this
phrase.
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"{e) outlines its general plan for any temporary conversioun of any
chemical weapons production facility intec a facility for destructior of
chemical wsapons.

"5. Each State Party shall, immediately after thes declaration, under
para. 4, has bsen submitted, provide access to each chemical weapons
production facility for the purpcss of [systematic] international on-site
verification of the declaration through on-site inspection.

“6. Each State Party shall.,

"{a) close within three months after the Convention enters into force for
it, each chemical weapons production facility in a manner that will render
each facility inoperable; and

"(b) provide accegr .0 each chemical weapons production facility,
subsequent to closure, for the puipose of systematic international un-site
verification through periodic on~:ite inspection and continuous [monitoring
by} [use of] on-site instruments in order to ensure that the facility remains
closed and ia subsegquently [dismantled and] destroyed, or [dismantled] [and
reconstructed for peaceful purposes].

"7. Each State Party shall submit detailed plans for (destruction]
[elimination]) of aach facility not latsr than [3 months] before the
[destruction] [elimination] [conversion] of the facility begins. 1/

"g8. Each State Party shall:

"(a) [destroy] (eliminate] all chemical weapons production facilities
pursuant. to [the [order] [schedule) spacified in] Annex ..., beginning not
later that 12 months, and finishing not later than i0 years, after the
Convention enters into force for ity 2/

"(b) provide information annually regarding the implementaticn of its
plang for the [destruction) [elimination] of its chemical weapons production
facilities, and

"(c) certify, not later than 30 days after the destruction process has
been completed, that its chemical weapons production facilities have been
{destroyed] [eliminated].

"1/ One delegation held the view that the detailed plans in question
should be submitted by each State Party within twelve months ol the entry into
force of the Convention for it.

*2/ S8ome delegetions expressed the desire to see the ¢limination of
chemical weapons production facilities at the earliest opportunity.

-70-



[

"9, A chemical weapons production facility may be temporarily converted for
destruction of chemical weapons. Such a converted facility must be
{destroyed] [{eliminated] as soon as it is no longer in use fcic destruction of
chemical weapons and, in any cass, not later than 10 years after the
Convention enters into forcs for the State Party.

”"10. {Each State Party shall submit all chemical weapons production
facilities]) [All chemical weapons production facilities] shall be subject to
systomatic interrational on-site verification through on-site inspection and
{monitoring with] [use of] on-site instruments in accordance with Annex ...

"11l. The declaration, plans and information submitted by each State Party
under tais article shall be made in accordanc> with Annex ... and Annex ...
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"ANNEX V
"I. DECLARATIONS OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS PRODUCTION FACILITIES 1/

“A. Posgegsion or non-posssssion 2/

"1l. Possession of chemical weapons production facilities on own t~rritory.

Yes .....
NO .....

"2. Possession, jurisdiction or ccntrol over chemical weapons production
facilities elsewhare.

"If yes, information about location(s), expreassed by name(s) of State(s).

"B. Existence on the territory of any chemical weapons production facilities
under the juriediction or control of anyone elass

Yes .....
NO ...00

"If yes, information about ownership, expresssed by name(s) of States(s).

"l/ Some delegations stressud that overall declarations should encompass
not only production facilities with a production for chemical weapons purposes
but also other facilities producing chemicals wh’ch can be used for chemical
weapons purposed. It is understood that for the time being the paragraphs
under the headirg "Declarations of chemical weapons production facilities and
plans for their elimination” refers only to production facilities with a
production for chemical weapons purposes. A sgsepavate 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
gsuch facilities will neaed tn be worked on.

"2/ Some delegations h- 1A the view that all States Partias should
declare their total production capacity. Other delegations felt that 2t was
not necessary in this context to daclare the total production capacity, and
therefore that the entire paragraph was nct necessary.
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"C.

Past tranafers l/

"If there has bean. transfer of equipment or technical documentation 2/

relevant for productiun of chemical weapons since ..., o1 reception of such
equipment or documentation 2/ since that date, the following information shall
be provided.

"D.

"E.

“(To be elaboratsd.)

Initial declarai:jons of chemical weapons production facilities

"They shall contain the following information.
"(1) production, stating products by ...

"(2) capacity expressed as ... 3/

"(3)

“(4)

Declarations tlst all activities related to production of chemical

weapone lhave cossed

Detailed declarations of chemical weapons production facilities

"They shall contain the following informations

"(1l) Geographical location expressed by ... .24

"(2) ‘‘homical names of products produced

"(3) Manufacturing/filling capacity for sach substance expressed as ... 3/
"(4)

"(5)

“1/ The view wus expressad that past transfers should not be included in

the Convention.

*2/ The view wags expressed that technical documentation shsuld not be

included.

"3/ It was suggested that capacity be expressed as maxiwum hourly

capacizy.

"4/ The view was expressed that ceclaration of location should be made

in the context of declarations that production has ceased.
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“II. PLANS FOR THE CUOSURE, FELIMINATION AND CONVERSION OF CHAEMICAL WEAPONS
PRODUCTION FACILITIES

"A. Plans for closure 1/ of chemical wsapons production tncilltie(

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

“C. Plans for the elimination of chemical weapons prcductioa capacities

"l. General Elana

"They shall include:

"2. Detai'sd 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 producticn for permi.ted purposes 2/

"IIY. DECLARATIONS OF OTHER FACILITIES PRODUCING CHEMICALS WHICH CAN BE USED
FOR CHEMICAL WEAPONS PURPOSES 3,

"1/ Soume delegations expressed the view that ceasing of production and
closing of production facilities ashculd be simultanecus. 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 delegationa held the view that conversion of chemical weapons
production facilities into facilities for production for permitted purposes
should no. take place.

"2/ Some delegations stressed that overall declarations should encompass
not only production facilities with a prcduction for chemical weapons purposes
but also other facilities produc’ng chemicals which can be used for chamical
weapons purposes. It is understood that for the time beir.: 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 facilittes producing chemicals which can be used for cheanical 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 eliminatiorn of its chemical weapons production
facility, 17 any, in accordance with the principles laid down in this Annex
"A. PRINCIPLES FOR THE ELIMINATION OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS PROHUCTION FACILITIES
"All c'amical weapons production facilities shall be eliminated through
destruction or dismantling. 1/ Chemical weapons production facilities may be

temporarily converted into chemical waapons destruction facilities.

"1l. Destruction of chemical weapons production facilities

"pestruction of chemical weapons production facilities means ...
"Eliminat ion through destruction shall apply to ...

"2. Dismantling of chemical weapons production facilities

“Dismantling of chemical weapons production facilities means ...
"flimination through dismantling may apply to ...

3. Elimination of chemical weapons production facilities temporarily
converted nto chemic 1 weapons destruction facilities

"4. FEliminaticn of chemical wmapons production facilities through conversion
into facilities for production for permitted purposes 2/

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

,

"(To be alaborated.)

"C. PRINCIPLES AND METHODS FOR THE VERIFICATION OF THE CLOSURE AND
ELIMINATION OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS PRODUCTION : \CILITIES

"The detalled arrangements for the actual verification of the eliminatio
shall b2 worked out in collaboration between the State Party and the
Consultative Committee (or its subsidiary organs, as appropriate) in
accordance with the following principles:

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

"2/ Some delegations held the view that conversion of chemical weap: ns

producgion facilities into facilities for production for permitted purposes
should not take place.
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"l.

"2.

"3.

"4,

Principles and methods for the verification of closure of chemical
weapons production facilities

"(To be alaborated).

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

“(To ba elaborated.)

Principlas and methds for the ve fication of dismantling of chemical
weapons production facilities

"(To be alaborated.)

Principles and methods for the verification of eliminat, m of chemicai
weapong production facilities which have temporarily been converted into
chemical weapons destruction facilities

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

“1/ Some delagat.ons held the view that conversion of chemical weapons

production facilities into facilities for production for permitted puiposes
should not take place.
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"Y1. ACTIVITIES NOT PROHIBITED BY THE CONVENTION _{/
"I. Each State Party:

"(a) has the right, subject to the provisions of this Convention, to
develop, produce, otherwise acquire, retain, transfer and use toxic chemicalsr
and their precursors for purposes aot prohibited by the Convention.

"(b) shall ensure that toxic chemicals and their precursors are not
developed, produced, otherwise acqiired, retained, transferred, or used within
its territory or anywhere under its jurisdiction or control for purposes
prohibited by the Convention.

"2. Toxic Chemicals and Their Precursors:

“(a) Toxic chemicals and their precurnors considered in Annexes 1, 2
and 3, which could be used for purposes prohibited by the Convention, as well
a8 facilities which produce, process or consume these toxic chemicals or
precursors, shall be subject to international mounitoring as provided in those
Annexess:

Annex VI.1: Super-Toxic Lethal Chemicals and
[especially danger« 18 key precursors}] f[key
components of chamical weapons systems].

Annex VI.2 List {Als Ney Precursors.

Annex VI.3 List [C]s Chericals produced in large commercial
quantities and wh:ich could be used for
chenical weapons purposes.

"(b) The Lists of chemicals contained in the Annexes may be revised as
required (the basis and modalities for revision are to be developed).

“3. Within 30 days of the entry into force for it, each State Party shall
declare data on relevant chemicals and the facilities which produce them, in
accordance with Annexes 1, 2 and 3.

"4. Each State Party rall make an annual declaration regaraing the relevant
chemicals in accordance with Annexes 1, 2 and 3.

“5., EBach State Party undertakes to subject the chemicals and [facility]
[facilities] under Annex 1 to the measures contained in _hat Annex.

6. Fach State Party undertakes to subject the chemicals and faciliities
under Annex 2 to monitoring by data reportiig and routine systematic

international on-site verification, through on-situ inspection and use of
on~-gite instruments as long as production and processing are not impaired.

"1/ One delegation considers that the :erminology used in this Article
and its annexes should be consistent with the final definition of chemical
weapons to be agreed upon.
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"7. Each State Party undertakes to subject the chemicals and facilities under
Annex 3 to monitoring by cata reporting.

"8. The provisiors of this Article shall be implemented in a manner designed
in 8o far as possgible to avoid hampering the economic or technological
development of Parties to the Convention or international co~operation in the
field of peaceful chemical activities including the international exchange of
sclentific and technical information and chemicals and equipment for the
prcduction, processing or use of chemicals for peaceful purposes in accordance
with the provisions of the Convention. l/

"9, In conducting vaerification activities, the [Consultative Committee) shall,

“(a) avoid undue interference in the State Party's peaceful chemical
activities,

"(b) take every precaution to protect confidential information coming to
its knowledge in the implementation of the Convention, and

"(c) require only the minimum amount of information and data necessary
for the carrying out of its responsibilities under the Convention.

"10. For the purpose of on-site verification, each Stace Party shall grant to

the (Consultative Committee) access to facilities as required in Annexas 1, 2
and 3.

“}/ The inclusion of this paragraph in this Article is to be considered
further.
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"ANNEX 1
"ARTICLE VI

"Super-Toxic Lethal Chemicals and [especially dangerous key precursors] {key
components of chemical weapons systems]

"1l. (a) The retention, production, acquisition and use of super—toxic lethal
chemicals, and (especially dangerous key precursors] [key components of
chemical weapons systems| for permitted purposes shall be strictly limited to
those amounts which can be justified for such purposes.

"(b) The production and use of al) chemicals listed in Schedule [ ]
shall be prohibited, except as required for research, medical or protective
purposes.

*(c) [Two alternatives for consideration]

"(1i) At no time shall the aggrenate amount of super-toxic lethal
chemicals, and [especialiy dangerous key precursors] [key
components of chemical weapong syatems] and key precursors
possessed by a State Party for protective purposes exceed 1
metric tonne. The aggregate amount of super—~toxic lethal
chemicals acquired, withdrawn from chemical weapons stocks and
produced for protective purpoi.. shall not exceed
1 metric tonne per year, nor shall the annual amount of
super-toxic lethal chamicals used for protective purpcses
exceed 1 metric tonne.

"(i1) At no time shall the aggregats amount of super-~toxic lethal
chemicals, and [especially dange.ous key precursors] [key
components of chemical weapons systems] possessed by a State
Party for permitted purposes exceed ) matric tonne. The
aggreqgate amount of supsr—~toxic letl.. chemicals acquired,
withdrawn from chemical weapons stocks and produced for
permitted purposes shall not exceed 1 metric tonne per year,
nor shall the annual amount of super—toxic lethal chemicals
used for permitted purposes axceed 1 metric tonne.

"2. Single Small-Scale Facility

“(a) Each State Party which produces super-toxic lethal chemicals, and
[especially dangerous key precursors] [key components of chemical weapons
systems] for [protective] [permitted] purposes shall carry out the pi>duction
at a single specialized facility, the capacity of which shall be limited by
measures to be determined. 1/

"(b) The location and a detailed description of the facility shall b
provided to the Consultative Committee no lessa than 30 days before operations
commence.

"1/ Some delegations consider that the production of key precursors for
protective purposes should be carried out at a single small-scale facility.

~719—



“(c) The facility shall be subject to systematic international on-site
veriftication, through on-site inspection and continuous monitoring with
on-qite instruwments.

"3. [Other Facilities] 1/

"[To be developed.]
"4. Transfsrs

" {To be developed.]
"5. Declarations

"Declarations to be provided by a State Party in relation to Annex 1,
under paragraphs 3 and 4 of Article VI, shall include the following
information:; [To be developed.)

“Schedule [ ] 2/

"1/ Some delegations consider that the production of super-toxic lethal
chemicals for permitted purposes (othar than protective) could bs carried out
at facilities other than the single small-scale facility. They consider that
any facility producing or usina a significant amount of these chemicals would
be subject to strict monitoring, including data reporting and systematic
international on-site inspection.

"2/ The chemicals to be included in this Schedule are to be discussed.
Some delegations consider that it is only necessary to list chemicals such as
are in category I of CD/CW/WP.133. Other delegations consider that only in
the contaxt of elaborating a list of enper~toxic lethal chemicals with no use
as chemical weapons but which havta practical application in pharmaceutical,
medical and other civil purposes, could it ' detsarmined whether the division
of super-toxic lethal chemicalr into two categories coul.: be acceptable and
useful for the purposes of tha Convention.
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“ANNEX 2
"ARTICLE VI
"KEY PRECURSOR CHEMICALS 1/
*ANNUAL DECLARATION

"The Annual Declaration to be provided by a State Party under
Paragraph [ ] of Article VI ghall includes

*1. Aggregate data on each of the production, consumption, import and export
of each of the key precursor chemicals listed in Schedule [ ].

"2. The following information for each facility which produces, processes or
consumes more than [ ] tonnes per annum of any of the key precursor chemicals
listed in Schedule [ )]s 2/

"Key Precursor Chemical(s)

(1) the chemical name, (trivial name used by the facility],
structural formula, and Chemical Abstracts Service Registry
Number,

*(ii) the total amount produced, consumed, imported and expcrted in
the previous calendar year. 3/

“Facility

"(i) the name of ths facility and of the owner, company or
enterprise operating the facility.

"(i1) the exact location of the facility. 4/

“(1ii) whethar the facility is dedicated to producing or processing
the listed key precursor. 5/

P

"1/ It is understood that there is an !ntegral link between the list,
the annual declaration and the verif.cation msasures for key precursor
chemicals.

"2/ The structure of tl.is paragraph is provisional.

"3/ Whether the total amount is to be expressed as an exact figure or
within a range is to be discussed.

"4/ It was suggested that "in 2 major sntexprise” bs added.

"5/ This requirement needs to be considerel further in connection with
the question of “"capacity".

-81-



"{iv) [the main orientation (purpose) of the facilityl. 1/
“(v) the capacity (to be defined) of the facility. 2/

*{vi) which of the following activities are performed with regard to
the key precursor chemicals:

"(a) production

"(b) processing with conversion into another chemical
"(c) processing without chemical conversion

"(d) other,

"(vii) whether listed key precursors are stored on-site in quantities
greater than [ ] {[tonnes]. 3/

*Application of Chemicalis)

"(1i) the purpose(s) ror which the key precursor chemical(s) are
produced, consumed or processed:

"(a) conversion on-gite (specify final product or product type)

"(b) sale 4/ to other domestic industry (specify final product
type)

*(c) export of a key preéursor (specify which country)
"(4) other.

3. A State Party shall notify the International Authority of the name and
location of any facility which intends, in the year following submission of
the Annual Declaration, to produce, process or consume more than [ ] tonnes
per annum of any of the chemicals listed in Schedule [ 1. 5/

"Verification

"The facilities referred to in this Annex {shall] [may] be subject
to systematic international on-site inspection on a routine basis
(measures to be developed).

"1/ 1t was suggested that this aspect could be incorporated in
paragraph (vi). )

®2/ It was suggested that capability should also be considered in
relation to capacity.

"3/ The question of a threshold requires further consideration.
"4/ It has been suggested that "sale” should be replaced by “transfer".

"5/ The requirement contained in this provision is to be considered
further.
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*SCHEDULE [ ] */

*part I: 1Initial list of chemicals Types of chemicals to wvhica the Agregnted list of key precursors
which satisfy all the three criteria }/ chemicals listed in col. 1 belong (as a result of the discussions)
for key precursors and among which additional kev to which régime [A) 2/ should be
precursors could be found applied 3/
1. Chemicals containing one P-methyl 1. Chemicals containing <. . P-methyl, 1. Cbhemicals containing one
bond (mainly halides of anhydrides P-ethyl or P-propyl (normel or P-Methyl, P-Bthyl or P-Propyl
esters and salts) is0) bond (normal or iso) bond (mainly
halides of anhydrides, esters and
salts).
2. ¥,W=Dimethylphosphoramidic 2. N,W-Dialkylptosphocamidic 2. N, ,p=Dialkylpbosphoramidic
dichloride dihalides
3. Diethyl N ,N-dimethlyphosphoramidate 3. Dialkyl ¥,M-dialkylphospboramidates
4. Bis (2-hydroxethyl)sulphide 4.
{thiodiglycol) 4/
S. Arsenic trichloride 5/ S,
6. 2,2=Ciphenyl-2-hydroxyacetic acid 6. Phenyl-, alkyi- oc cyclo~
and its esters alkyl-substituted glycolic acids
7. CQuinuclidin-3-ol 7. 3= or 4-bydroxypiperidine and their

derivatives

To be continusd (to include otber pcoposals cf delegations)

*Part II: Chemicals which do not meet all Types of chemicals 2o which the chemicals Agregated list of relavent chemicals
the three criteria 1/ for key precursors listed in col 1 belong (as & result of the discussions) to
but possess features that would warrant which régime [A] 2/ should be applied
their inclusion as an exception in

List {A)

TO be continued (to include other proposals of delegations)

*s/ This Schedule is subject to development and revision. Lists (A] and [B] and régime [A] as mentioned in this schedule refer-

to lists and régimes in CD/651.
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“pPart III

%A, Chemicals which according to the views of some delegaiions ratisfy all three criteria 1/ and should be listed in Part I
and which according o the views of other delegations do not satisfy all three criteria and may be listed in Part II.

*i. M,N-Diisopropylaminoethyl-2-chloride 6/ 1. N.N-disupstituted aminoce.hyl-2-halides
*2. N,N-Diisopropylamincethan-2-ol 6,/ 2, N,N-disubstituted aminoethan 2-ols
*3, N,N-Diisopropylaminoethane-2-thiol 6/ 3. N,/N-disubstituted aminoetbane-2-thiols

To be continued (to include other proposals of delegations)
-
B.

*3,3-Dimethylbutan-2-0l 7/ Alkvl; cycloalkyl aicohols etc.

To be continued (tc include other proposals of delegations)

*1/ The general approach to the criter.a is reflected in Article II. The formulacions for the critera are noct definitive and
are stili evolving.

*2/ T be elaborated.
"3/ The chemical substances in the aggregated list have been placed there on » provisional basis.
"It is necessary to consider further:
®"{a) listing the entire family or only listing specific types of derivativer within the family
*(b) possible analogs
"(c) use in peaceful industris.
*4/ 1t was pointed out that whether or not régime [A] should be applied to this chemic 1 depends on the nature of régime [A].

®5/ This chemical meets all three criteria for a key precursor. HBowever, it is used fcr military purposes not related to
chemical weapons (i.s., electronics). It is necessary to consider further whether régime [A] should be applied or not.

"6/ It is necessary tc consider further wheth.r this comprund meets all three criteria for key precursors and taus should e
place] in Part I of Liast {A] or whether it shcuid be included in Part II of List [A] as an exceptioa.

*i/ Views differ as to whether this compound:
"(a) meets all three criteria fo~ key precursors

"(b) should be placed in Part II of List [A] as an exception, or should be placed in List {E) a* an especially
dangerous precursor.



“ANNEX 3
"ARTICLE VI

"Chemicals which are produced in large commercial quantities and which could
be used for chemical weapons purposes

"l. ANNUAL DECLARATION

"The Annual Declaration to be provided by a State Party under
paragraph [ ] of Article VI shall include the following information for each
of the chemicals listed in Schedule [ }: :

"(i) the chemical name, [trivial name], structural formula and Chemical
Abgtracts Service Registry Number.

"(ii) the total amount produced, consumed, imported and exported in the
previous calendar year.

"(iii) the fiﬂal product or end use of the chemical in accordance with the
following categories (to bes devaloped);

"(iv) for each facility which produces, processes, consumes or
transfers 1/ one of the chemicals listed in Schedule [ ] (on an
industrial scale - to be defined).

“(a) the name of the facility and of the owner, company or
enterprise operating the facility.

"(b) the location of the facility.
"(c) the capacity (to be defined) of the facility,

*(d) the approximate amount of production and consumption of the
chemical in the previcus year (ranges to be specified).

¥2. A State Party shall notify the [International Authority] of the name and
location of any facility which intends, in the year following submission of
the Annual Declaration, to produce, process or consume any of the chemicals
listed in Schedule [ ] (on an industrial scale - to be defined). 2/

“l/ The relevance of transfers in this connection is to be considered
further.

fg/ The requirement contained in this provision is to be considered
further.
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"Schedule [ ] */

Phosphorus oxychloride .10025-87-13)
Phosphorus trichloride (7719-12-2)
Phosgenes (75-44-5)
Cyanogen chloride (506~-77-4)
Hydrogen cyanide \ 74-90-8)
Trichloronitromethane (chloropicrin) (76-06-2)

Di- and Trimethyl/Ethyl Esters of

Phoaphorus ¢‘III) Acids

Trimathyl phosphite (121-45-9)
Triethyl phosphite (122-52-1)
Dimethyl phosphite {H468~85-)
Diethyl phosphite (762-04-9)
[Sulphur monochloride] 1/ (19925-67-9)
{Sulphur dichloridel 2/ (19545-99-0)
“VERIFICATION

“Tre verification régime for clemi-als listed in Schedule [ ] will
comprise both the provision of data .v 2 State Party to the (International
Authority] and the monitoring of that data by ths [International Authority]. 3/

“*/ List 'C' in CD/65i refers.

“1/ and 2/ Ths queaiion of whether or not these chamicals should be
listed in Schadule [ ] is still t> be resulved.

"2/ One delegation ¢ asiders that provision should ba »de for resort to

an on-site "spot-check™ inspection, if required, to verify {:formation
supplied by a State Party.
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"VII. NATIONAL IMPLEMENTATION MEASURES

"Each State Party to this Convention shall adopt any measures it
considers necessary in accordance with its constitutional prc-sasses to
implement this Convention un¢ in particular, to proh'bit and preveant anywhere
under its jurisdiction or conurol any activity that a State Party to this
Convention is prohibited from conducting by this Convention.

"In order to implement thess obligations, ea~h State Party shall,
according to its needs and specific conditions, designate or establish a
national authority. :/

“"Each State Party undertakes to inform the Consultative Committee
concurning the national authority and other legislative and administrative
measures taken to implement the Convention.

"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 Means **/

"%/ It was suggested that guidelines for the functioning of the national
authority for the ir lementation of the Convention be elaborated.

'::/ It was suyy: sted that no reference to National Technical Means is
needed in a future Convention,
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"VIII. CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEEK */

“A. Establishment of the Consultative Committee

"1l. There is hereby established the (onsultative Committee.

"2. The Consultative Committee shall be the principal organ of the Convan® ion,
"3. The first sassion of the Consultative Committes shall be convened by the
Depositary at {venue] noc later than 30 days after the entry into force of the

Convent.ion.

"B. Composition, procedure and decision-making

"1l. The Consultative Committee shail be composed of all the States Parties to
this Cunvention. ZXach State Pyrty to this Convention shall have one
representative in the Consiltative Comnittee, who may be accompanied by
altemnates and adviserc.

"*2. The Consultative Comzittee shall meet in regular annual sessions and in
such special sessions as may bs convened at the request of ... members of the
Consultative Committee or of the Executive Council or as provided in

Article IX of the Convention.

"3, Sessions shall taks place at the seat of the Consultative Committee
unless it decides otherwise.

“4. The Consultative Committee ghall adoptL its rules of procedure. At the
beginning of sach reqular session, it shell elect its Chairman and such other
officers as may be required. They shall hold office until a new Chairman and
other officers are slected at the next reqular session.

"S. A majority of the members of tha Consultative Committee shail constitute
a quorum.

"6. Each member of the Consultative Committee shall have one vote.

“[[7. Decisions on questions of procedurs, including decimions to convene
special sessions of the Consultative Committee, shall be taken by a simple
majority.

"8. Decisions on questions of substance shall be taken by [a two-third
majority] ([consensus]. When the issue arises as to whether a question is one
of substance or not, that question shall be treated as one of substancs unless
otherwise decided by the Consultative Committee by the majority required for
decisions on questions of substance.]]

“[{7. All decisions shall be takenr by a two-third majority.l]

':/ Some delegations suggested that the guestion of how the expenses of
tha Consultative Committee shall bs met needs to be addressed within tha
Convention at an appropriate time.
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"C. Powars and functions

"1. The Consultative Committee shall [oversee] [review] the implementation of
the Convention, considar any questions or matters relevant to the Convention
or relating to the powers and functions of any subsidiary organs [established
by the Consultative Committee], foster consultation and co-operation among
States Partles [for the advancement of chemical industry for peaceful
purposes] and promote the werification of compliance with this Convention.

*2. 1In carrying out ita functions [referred to in par graph 1], the
Consultative Committee shall inter alia,

“(a) co-operate with the appropriate national authorities of
States Parties,;

"(b) facilitate consultations and co-operation among States Pariies at
their request;

"(c) raview srientific and technical developments which could affect the
operation of this Convention,

"(4) encourage international scientific and technical co-ope:ration in the
chemical field for peaceful purposes, [especially with the objaective of
promoting the advancement of chemical induttry in the developing States as
provided in Article XI,;]

"(e) carry out all activities relating tc measures of verification; for
this purpose, the Consultative Committee shall,

"(i) specify procedures for systematic international on-site
inspection;

"(i11) oversee [and carry out] systematic international on-site
inspection ir accordance with Articles ...,

"((11i) consider and decide on requests to send a fict-finding mission
in accorlance with Article ...:]

"(iv) carry out fact~finding activities in accordance with Article IX,
"(f) establish and revise as necessary, procedures for exchange of
information, for declarations ani for technical matters related to the
implementation of this Convention,
"(q) receive, keep [and make available to States rarties] declarations,
plans and notifications presented by States Parties in accordance with

Articles ...,

"(h) provide a forum for discussion of any questions ruised relating to
the objectives or the implementation of the Convention)

"{1) elact the msmbers of the Executive Council in accordance with
Article ...y

-89~



"[(J) elect ... (the haad of the Secretariat) from among the candidates
proposed by members of the Consultative Committee,]

“[(k) appoint inspectors as the staff of the Inspectorate and the head of
the In ‘psctorate;]

"(1l) establish, as appropriate, such subsidiary organs as it finds
necessary for the exercise of its functions in accordance with this Convention,

"(m) adopt the rules of procedure [of the Executive Council including the
method of selecting its Chairman],

"(n) consider and approve the proposed annual budget of the Consultative
Committee and ita subsiduary organs submitted by the Council)

"(o) consider and approve the reports of the Executive Council,

"(p) after the expiry of a period of ... years from the date of entry
into force of this Convention, undertake a review of the operation of this
Convention in accordance with Article ... */

*3. The Consuitative Committee shall establish an Executive Council [within
45 days after the entry into force of the Convention].

"4, While the Consultaciv: Committee is ultimately responsible for the
functions provided for in paragraph 2, it shall delegate the actual
implementation of those functions to the Executive Council in accordance with
the provisions of this Convention.

"*/ Some dalegations wers of the view that provisions on review should
be more appropriately included in another part of the Convention.
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"EXECUTIVE COUNCTIT, */

"A. Composition, procedure and decision-making

"1. The Executive Council shall co nsist of [15] States Parties to this
Convention elected by the Consultative Committee. [In addition, those
permanent members of the Security Council of the United Nations which are
parties to the Convention should be represented]. Each member of the
Fxecutive Council shall have one represaentative in the Council, who may be
accompanied by alternates and advisers.

“2. The members of the Executive Council shall be slected on the basis of ([an
appropriate geographic and political balance.]

*3, Election shall take place at regular sessions of the Consultative
Committee. Each [elected] member of the Executive Council shall serve for
[two] {[three] years neriod, with [five] of the membere elerted each yvear.

"4. The Executive Council shall function at the seat of the
Consultative Coumittee.

"[5. A majority of the members of the Executive Council shall constitute a
quorum, }

"6. Each member of the Executive Council shall have one vote.
"[[7. Decisions on questions of procedure shall be taken by a simple majori.,.

*a. Decisions on questions of substance shall be taken by [a two-third
majority] [consensus]. When the issue arises as to whether a question is one
of substance or not, that question shall be treated as one of substance unless
otherwise decided by the Council by the majority required for decisions on
guestions of substance.]]

*([7. All decisions shall be taken by a two~third majority.]]

“:/ Some dalegations believed that the question of placement within the
Convention of some of the provisions relating to the functions of the
subsidiary organs will have to be considered at a later stage.
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“B. Functicns :/

"1l. The Executive Council shall be responsible to the Consultative Commi:tee
and shall have delegated authority io disciiarge the functions of the
Consultative Committee as provided in paragraph 1 and paragraph 2 (a) to 2 (h)
of Section I Subsection C of this Article.

"2. The Executive Council shall particularly:

"(a) supervise and co-ordinate the activities of the subsidiary organs of
the Consultative Committee in implementing the provisions of the Convention,

"(b) ensure the effective implementation of, and compliance with, the
Convention,

"(c) propose to the Consultative Committee, as appropriate, the
establishment of such subsidiary organs as it finds necessary for the exercise
of its functions in accordance with this Convention,

"(d) present reports to the Consultative Committee particularly about the
exercise of the functions delegated to it;

"(e) request the ... (head of the Secretariat) when appropriate and
necegsary, to convene a special meeting of the Consultative Committee,

"[(£) ropose to the Consultative Committee the establishment of
appropriate mechanisms for directing and supervising ths Inspectorate;]

"[{g) propose to the Consultative Committee the appointment of inspectors
as the staff of the Inspectorate and appoint among the inspectors the head of
the Inspectorate;]

"(h) obtain, keep, an® disseminate information submitted by
States Parties ragardiny matters pertaining to the Convention.

"(i) receive requests for ‘nformation and clarification regarding
compliance with the Convention from States Parties, including requests for
fact-finding.

"[()) decide and oversee gpecific actions to be taken regarding such
regquests. |

“*/ Some delegatinons considered that the provisions on the fuactions of
the Executive Council will reguire further specification in the light of such
functions as may be conferred upon the Council in other parts of the
Convention, particularly with regard to verification.
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“IX. CONSULTATIONS, CO-OPERATION AND FACT-FINDING

"1. State Parti:«s shall consult and co-operate, directly among themselves, or
thiough the Con:ultative 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 o the implementation ot the provisions of this Convention.

"2. States Parties to the Convention shall make every possible effort to
clarify and resnlve, 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 which may be considered
ambiguous. [A Party which receives a request from another Party for
clarification of any matter whLich the requesting Party believes cau: es such
doubte 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 arran¢ 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 ambiquous. Such arrangements shall not
affect the rights and obligations of any State Party under other provisions of
this Convention.

"Procedure for requesting clarification

"3, A State Party shall have the right to request the Executive Council to
agsist in clarifying any situation which may be considered ambiguous or which
gives rise to dqoubts about the compliance of another State Party with the
Convention. The Executive Council shall provide appropriate irnformation and
data in its possession relevant to the gituation which can dispel such doubts,
whilst [taking every precaution in] protecting commercial and industrial
decrets and other confidential information coming to its knowledge in the
implementation of the Convention,

"4. A State Party shall have the right to request the Executive Council to

obtain clarification from another State Party on any situation which may be

considered ambiguous cr which gives rise to doubts about its compliance with
the Convention. In such a case, the following shall apply:

"(a) The Executive Council sh- forward the request for clarification to
the State Party concerned within , ours) of its receipt.

"(b) The reguested State Party shall provide the clarification to the
Execurive Council within [seven days] of the receipt of the request.

"(¢) The Executive Council shall forward the clarification to the
requesting State Party within [24 hours]) of its receipt.

"(d) In the event that the requesting State Party deems the clarification

to be inadequate, it may request the Executive Council to obtain from the
requested State Party further clarification
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"(e) For the purpose of obtaining further clarification requested under
paragraph 2 (d), the Executive Council may set up a group of experts to
examine all available information and data relevant to the situation causing
the doubt. The group of experts shall submit a factual report to the
Executive Council on its findings.

"(f) Should the requesting State Party consider the c.arification
obtained under paragraphs 2 {(d4) and 2 (e) to be unsatisfactory, it may request
a special meeting of the Executive Council in which States Parties involved
not members of the Executive Council shall be entitled to take part in
accordance with provisions in Article ... 1In such a special meeting, the
Executive Council shall consider the matter and may recommend any measure it
deems appropriate tc cope with the situation.

"5, A State Party shall have the right to request the Executive Council to
clarify any ¢ tuation which has been considered ambiquous or has given rise to
doubts about its compliance with the Convention., The Executive Council shall
respond by providing such assistance as appropriate.

"6. The Executive Council shall inform the States Parties to this Coniention
about any request for clarification provided in this Article.

"7. [If the doubts or concerns of a fitate Party about compliance have not
been resolved within [two months] after the submission of the request for
clarification to the Executive Council, or it believes its doubts warrant
urgent consideration, without necessarily exercising its right to the
challenge procedure, it may request a special session of the Consultat'!ve
Committee in accordance with Article ... In such a special session, the
Consultative Committee shall consider the matter and may recommend any measure
it deems appropriate to cope with the situation.]
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"Procedure for requesting a fact-finding mission

"rhe further contents of Article IX remain to be claborated.¥/ w¥/ www/

“:/- The text in Annex III of the Report of Working Group b contained in
CD/CW/WP.149 dealing with procedures for challenge inspection in its present
form in gome instances has narrowead down differences. In the view of many
delegations the text reflects the current stage of negotiations. It requires
further substantive work. Other material on fac:-finding and cha' .enge
ingpection can be found in documents CD/294, CD/334, CD/416, Cn/443, CD/500,
cv/539, Cp/664, Cp/685, CD/715, CD/CW/WP.120 and CD/CW/WP.136.

"#%*/ Many delegations felt that the text contained in Annex III of the
Report of Working Group C, which is the product of intensive negotiations and
consultations during the 1986 session, should bhave been duly included in the
final report of the Ad Hoc Committee. They deeply regretted, therefore, that
lack of consensus prevented the Committee from doing so and were of the view
that such text should be the basis for future work on the crucial issue of
challenge inspection.

ekw / In the opinion of other delegations, differences between positions

on challenge inspection are still great, and the current state of negotiations
on this igsue is reflected in the many proposals that have been put forth.

-95~



"¥. ASSISTANCE
"XI. ECONOMIC AND TECHNOLOGICAL DEVELOPMENT
"XII. RELATION TO OTHER INTERNATIONAL AGREEMENTS :/

"Nothing in this Convention will be interpreted as in any way impairing
the oblijations aasumed under the Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use in
War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods
of Warfare, signed at Geneva on 17 June 1425 and in the Convenation on the
Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological
(Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction, signed at London,
Moscow and Washirgton on 10 April 1972.

"XIII., AMFNDMENTS

“XIV. D 'RATION, WITHDRAWAL :/

“"The withdrawal of a State Party from this Convention :hall not in any
way affect the duty of States to continue fulfilling the obligations assumed
under any relevant rules of internationai law, particularly the Ganeva
Protocol of 17 June 1925,

"XV. SIGNATURE, RATIFICATION, ENTRY INTO FCRCE
"XVI. LANGUAGES

"Annexes and other documents

"Preparatory Commission”

—— -

"*/ Some delegations consider that the toxts contained above require
further consileration."
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E. Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space

88. The item on the agenda entitled "Prevention of an Arms Race .n Outer
Space" was considered by the Conference, in accordance with its programme of
work, during the periods 3-14 March and 30 June-4 July 1986.

#9. The 1l'st of documents pressented to the Conference during its 1986 session
under the agenda item is contained in the Report submitted by the
Ad Hoc lommittee re erred to in the following paraqraph.

90. At its 3E3rd plenary meeting, on 28 Auqust 1986, the Conference adopted
the Report of the Ad Hoc Conmittee re-established by the Conference under the
agenda item at its 359th plenary meeting (see paragraph 11 above). That
Report (CD/726) is an inteqral part of this Report and reads as follows:

"l. At its 359th plenary meeting on 24 April 1986, the Conference on
Disarmament adopted the following decision;

'*n the exercise of its responsibilities as the multilateral
disarmament negotiating forum in accordance with paragraph 120 of the
Final Document of thes first special session of the General Assembly
devoted tn disarmament, the Conference on Disarmame~t decides to
re-establish an Ad Hoc Committee under Item 5 of its agenda entitled
“Prevention of an arms race in outer space".

The runference requests the Ad Hoc Committee, in discharging that
respongibility, to continue to examine, and to identify, through
substantive and general conaideration, issues reluvant to the prevention
of an arms race in outer space,

The Ad Hoc Committee in carrying out this work, will take into
account all existing agreemeni:s, existing proposals and futare
in.tiatives a8 well as developments which have taken place since the
establishment of the Ad Hoc Committee, in 1985, and report on the
progress of its work to the Conference on Disarmamant before the end of
its 1986 session.'

II. Organization of work and docume.ts

“2. At its 359th plenary meetinqg on 24 April 1986. the Conference on
Disarmament appointed Awbassador Luvsandoriiin Bayart (Mongolia) as Chairman
of the Ad Hoc Committee. Miss Aida Luisa Levin, Senior Political Affairs
Officet, United Natio Department of Disarmament Affairs, continued to serve
as the Zommittee's Secretary.

"3. The Ad Hoc Committee held 16 meetings between 25 April and 19 August 1986,
"4, At their request, the Conterence on Disamament decided to invite the
representatives of the fcllowing States not members of the Conference to

participate in the meetings of the Ad Ad Hoc Committee: Austria, Denmark,
Finlaud, Greece, New Zealand, Norwuy, Portuqdl, Spair and Turkey.
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"5, In addition to the documents of the previous sessicn 1/, the Ad Ad Hoc
Committee had before it the following documents relating to the agenda item
submitted to the Conference on Disarmament duriang the 198v session:s

Cb/678

CDh/694

cD/708

CD/709/Rev. 1

CD/7i6

CD/7.3

"In addition,

CD/0OS/WP.
CD/0S/WP.

Ch/CS/WP.

CD/0S/WP.,

Lel ter dated 11 March 1986 addressed to the Sucretary-
jeneral of the Conferance on Disarmament from the
Permanent Representative of Canada to the Confarence
on Disarmament, t..nsmitting a compendium of working
papers on the Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer
Space and statements made in plenary on that subject,

Mandate tor an Ad Hoc Committee under item 5 of the
agenda of the Conf(rence on Disarmament entitled,
'Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space',

Proposal relatinu to the prevention of an arms race in
outer space: luternational instrument to supplement
the ABM Treaty, submitted by Pakistan (also issued as
CD/OS/Wp.12),

Draft definition of space 3trike weapons, working
paper submitted by Venezuela (also lssued as
CD/OS/WP.13/Rev. 1))

‘Terminology relevant to a:ms control and outer
space', working paper submitted by Canada (also isgsued
as CD/0S/WP.15),

Letter dated 13 August 1986 addressed to the President
of th (onference on Disarmament by Representatives of
Argentina, Tndia, Mexico and Sweden, transmitt.ng two
documents entitled 'Declaration of Mexico' and
'Document issued at the Mexico Summit on Verification
Measures', adopted at Ixtapa, Mexico, on 7 Augqust 1986.

the Committee had before it the fcllowing working papers:

10
11

12

13/Rev.1

Programme of work proposed by the Group of 21,
1986 Programme of worky

Proposal relating to the prevention of an arms race in
outer space: international instrument to supplement
the ABM Treaty, submitted by Pakistan (also issued as
CD/708) ¢

Draft definition of space strike weapons, working
paper submitted by Venezue's (also issued as
CD/709/Rev. 1),

1/ The list of documenti of the previous session may be found in the
1965 report of the Ad Hoc Committee, which is an integral part of the report
of the Conference on Disarmament (CND/642).
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CD/0S/WP.14/Rev.l Compilation of definitions of space weapons;

and Add.1

CD/0S/wP., 15 'Terminology relevant to arms control and outer
space', working paper submitted by Canada (also issued
as CD/716),

CD/0S/wWpP.16 List of proposals submitted at the 1986 session.

and Add.l

"III. Substantive work during the 1986 Session

"6. Following an initial exchange of views, the Ad Hoc Committee, at its
sixth meeting on 24 June 1986, adopted the following programme of work for the
1986 session (CD/0OS/WP.1ll):

'l. Examination and identification of issues relevant to the prevention
of an arms race in outer space;

2. Existing agreements relevant to the prevention of an arms race in
outer space)

3. Existing proposals and future initiatives on the prevention of an
arms race in outer space.

In carrying out its work, the Ad Hoc Committee will take into
account developments which have taken place since the establishment of
the Committee in 1985.°

"7. The Ad Hoc Committee agreed that in discharging the tasks set forth in
its mandate, it would give equal treatment to the subjects covered therein.
Accordingly, the Committee further agreed to allocate the same number of
meetings to each of those subjects, namely, issues relevant to the prevention
of an arms race in outer space, existing agreements and existing proposals and
future initiatives. A final summing-up meeting also took place.

"8. Pursuant to the programme of work, delegations examined and identified
various issues relevant to the prevention of an arms race in outer space,

"8. Many delegations reaffirmed that outer space is the common heritage of
mankind and should be confined exclusively for peaceful uses to promote the
scientific, economic and social development of all nations. Some delegations
noted with concern that there is a very real threat that research and
development programmes of the two major space Powers and the dynamics of their
military competition is being extended into outer space, leading to the
development, testing, production and possible deployment of weapons systems
and their components adaptable for use in, towards, or from space and to the
unleashing of an irreversible competition in the field of Space weaponry.
Furthermore, they emphasized that an arms race in outer space would undermine
existing agreements relating to outer space as well as arms limitation, apart
from jeopardizing the disarmament process as a whole, while noting that the
development of space weapons technologies by the major Powers and their allies
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will have an impact which could lead to a qualitative improvement of and
linkages with other weapon technologies with dangerous consequences for
non-aligned and neutral countries as well as for internaticnal peace and
sacurity. Accordingly, they stressed the urgency of the task of preventing
the 'weaponization' of space. 7t the same time, these delegations drew
attantion to the existing military uses of space. It was stated that
satellites which performed such functions as monitoring, surveillance,
intelligence-~gathering, navigation, communication and early warning and
provided support to weapons systems and to military operations on EFarth were
directly linked to the security concerns of the two major upace Powers and
their allies with dangerous consequences for international peace and
gecurity. The view was expressed that to ensure against the ineguitable and
discriminatory use of such satellites vis-3-vis non-aligned arnd neutral States
their operation should be placed under an international agency.

“10. Furthermore, some delegations stated that the majority of space objects
now inr orbit, while not meant as weapons or as weapons platforms, served
military functions and constituted inteqral parts of weapon systems >n Earth
and of strategic doctrines asgssociated with the use of nuclear weapons. Those
delegations also drew the attention of the Ad Hoc Committee to the fact that
there had been instances where satellites had been used in support of military
operations against developing countries. 1In this view, that situation, which
had important implications for the security of most countries, did not reflect
recognition of the common intere<t of all States in the progress of the
exploration and use of outer space for peaceful uses, as stated in the
preamble of the 1967 Outer Space Tr:aty.

*11. Soms delegations also identified the igsues and activities relevant to
the prevention of &n arms race in outer space to be dealt with in the Ad Hoc
Committee as: weapon systems in spuce or directed against targets in space;
and support of weapon systems and military operations on earth and
surveilliance systems.

"12, Delegations of a group of socialist countries fully shared the view that
outer space is the common heritage of mankind nnd that, consequently, its
exploration and use should be preserved for excliusively peaceful purposes in
order to promote the scientific, economic and social developnent of all
countries. They noted that up to the present outer space had been an area
free of weapons. Those delegations emphasized, however, the impending dancer
of the spread of the arms race to outer space which, in their view, would step
ap the arms race in other spheres and would make reductions in nuclear
arsenals impossible. They held that the key to the prevention of such an arms
race lay in preventing the emergence of a new type of weapons, namely, space
strike weapons. They considered that the prohibition of space-strike weapons,
including ASAT weapons, space-based ABM systems and space-to-Earth class
weapons would be an effective and secure way to prevaent all possibilitiea for
the introduction of weapons into outer space. In their view, conditions a’
presenc were suitable for banning such weapons, since they had not yet befn
introduced in the arsenals of States. They also underlined the importance of
maintaining relevant agreements, in particular, the 1972 ABM Treaty. They
believed that international cooperation in the peaceful uses nf outer space
should be an alternative to the arms race in space.
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"13, Other delegations, while sharing the concern about the prevention of an
arms race in outer upace, stated that outer gpace was not, nor had been,
immune from utilization by existing weaponi or military systems. On the other
hand, some such military activities have contributed to strategic stability
and arms control and th's to the maintenance of international peace and
security. They reiterated the view that the first task that required
attention was to establish common ground on which activities were permitted
and which ones were prohibited., In addition, these delegations considered
that issues relevant to tui= prevention of an arms race in outer space could
not be examined in isolatiorn but should be approached in the wider context of
the global process of disarmament. They stated that deployment of space-based
BMD systems is not an imminent event. They considered that any such
deployment would have to be a matter for neqotiation, given existing treaty
obligations. They underlined the importance of a thorough examination of
issues relating to verification of and compliance with existing, as well as
potential future, international agreements.

"14. One delegation fully subscribed to the objective of the non-
militarization of outer space and its use exclusively for peaceful purposes
which, in its opinion, called for the limitation and prohibition of both space
weapons and military satellites. It considered that, {n view of its
complexity, the problem cf the limitation and prohibition of military
satellites should be dealt with at a future time and t}at, at the present
staqe, efforts should focus on preventing the 'weaponization' of space, i.e.,
the prohibition of the development, testing, production, deployment and use of
any space weapons and the thorough destructior of existing onas.

"15. Delegations examined various multilateral and bilatera! instruments,
inter alia, the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tesots in the Atmosphere, in
Outer Space and Under Water (1963), the Treaty on Prirnciples Governing the
Activities of States in the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including the
Moon and Other Celestial Bodies (1967), the Agreement on the Rescue of
Astronauts, the Return of Astronauts a'd the Return of Objects Launched into
Outer Space (1968), the Agreement on Measures to Reduce the Risk of Outbreak
of Nuclear War Betwsen the United States of America and the Uaion of Soviet
Socialist Republics (1971), the Convention on International Liability for
Damag2 Caused by Space Objects (1972), the Treaty Between the United States of
America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on the Limitation of
Anti~Ballistic Missile Systems (1972), the Agreemeant Between the United States
of America and the Union of Sovie Socialist Republics on the Prevention of
Nuclear War (1973), 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) and the Agreement
Governing the Activities of States on the Moon and other Celestial Bodies
(1979).

"16. It was notec that, as recognized in the 1967 Outer Space Treaty,
activitiee in the exploration and use of outer space should be carried out in
accordance with international law, including the Charter of the United
Nations. Some delegations underscorued the importance of the Charter
provisiona, in particular those concerning the non-ure of force, namely,
articles 2(4) and 51. They stated that provisions of such agreements
prohibited any aggressive acts in outer space and, accordingly, affoided a
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substantial degree of protection to space objects. Other delegations, while
acknowledging the importance of the provisions of the United Nations Charter
relevant to the prevention of an arms race in outer space, rejected the view
according to which article 51 of the Charter could be interpreted as
justifying the use of space weapons for defensive purposes or the possession
of defensive systems based on the use of space weapons. Furthermore, in
regard to the reference to article 51 of the Charter, they reiterated that
this article could not be invoked to legitimize the use or threat of use of
force in or from outer space. Those delegations also held that norms
concerning the non-use of force did not and, by their nature, could not
prevent an arms race in outer space, since they did not preclude the
development, testing and deployment of space weapons. In this context, they
also noted out that the agreed objective was not to regulate an arms race in
outer space but rather to prevent it, and that any attempt to justify the
introduction of weapons in that environment contradicted that objective.

"17. Various delegations, while recognizing the value of the legal restraints
imposed by the existing ré&gime, considered that there was a clear need to
amplify and strengthen that régime to ensure that outer space would not become
an arena for the arms race and would be used exclusively for peaceful
purpoges. Some delegations stressed that existing agreements did not contain
provisions prohibiting the development, testing, production and deployment of
space weapons and held that, consequently, there was an urgent rneed to
strengthen, improve and amplify the legal framework relating to outer space
and to conclude an agreement or agreements, as appropriate, to prevent ar arms
race in all its aspects in outer space. With respect to the 1967 Outer Space
Treaty, it was stated that some of its basic concepts remain imprecise. It
was also noted that under the Treaty the concept of demilitarization only
applied to the Mcon and other celestial bodies and that, in the case of outer
space itself, the Treaty's prohibition covered only the placement in orbit
around the earth of any object carrying nuclear weapons or any other kind of
weapons of mass destructions, or the stationing of such weapons in outer
space, in any other mannexr. Thus, in their view, the Treaty left considerable
room for various military activities in outer space, including the deployment
of a wide range of weapons, in particular ASAT weapons as well as BMD weapon-
systems adaptable for use in ASAT modes. It was also stressed that rapid
ongoing developments in space weapons technology could erode existing space
law, perhaps leading ultimately to its redundancy. In this context, they
stressed that the existing international instruments, though still of positive
significance, can no longer meet today's needs and, conseguently, were
inadequate for the prevention of an arms race in outer space. The need,
therefore, arises to conclude new international agreements.

"18, Some delegations stressed that in order to identify the lacunae that
might exist in the legal régime governing outer space, it was necessary to
reach a clear and common understanding of what that régime did and did not
permit. In their opinion, outer space was analogous to other environments
beyond national jurisdiction, such as the high seas, where non-aggressive
military activities were permitted under the existing legal régime. These
delegations were also of the view that the area of terminology required
further study to achieve greater precision; for example, the vagueness and
imprecision of the term 'weaponization' was highlighted. In that connection,
they referred to document CD/OS/WP.15 which, in their opinion, could be a
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pasis for future work. These delegations also considered that broader
participation in existing multilateral ag.eements and strict observance of
both multilateral and bilateral agreements would strengthen the legal réqgime
applicable to outer space.

"19. One delegation, in addition to asscociating itself fully with the points
in the pravious paragraph, added that it viewed effective arms control in
outer spac* as an attainable quest and one to which it was commivted. Tt
believed that the existing legal régime was adequate to deal with current
challenages to arms control in outer space; however, full compliance with
relevant agreements in force was essential.

"20. However, souie delegations noted that the existing treaties do not
establish unambiquously tha‘ »“uter space is the common heritage of mankind
which should be used exclus. :ly for peaceful purposes.

“21. Consideration was given to a number of proposals submitted during 1986
(CD/0S/WP.16 and Add.l) ae well as Lo earlier ones. 2/

"22, Some delegations stressed that the main objective of the Conference on
Disarmament should be the comprehensive prohibition of the development,
testing, production and deployment of space weapons., Until the realization ot
such a comprehensive goal, to prevent an arms race in all its aspects in outer
gpace efforts should ccncurrently also be di~ected towards the adoption of
partial measures, such as a ban on ASAT weapons and their components, as well
as systems adaptable for uge in an ASAT mode that are not prohibited under
existing agreements.

"23, Dzlegations of a group of socialist cou..tries stressed the need to block
completely all possible channels for the extension of an arms race to outer
space on the basis of the proposed draft treaty on the prohibition of the use
of force in outer space and from space against Ea th., Taking into account the
position of other delegations with resmect to the comprehensive solution to
the problem of preventing an arms race in outer space, they were ready to
adopt partial steps, leading towards this final) goal. In thdir view, one of
such steps could be a conclusion of international agreement on the immunity of
artificial satellites and on the prohibition of development, testing and
deployment of new ASAT systems and on the destruction of existing such svstems.

"24. Various delegations considered that efforts in the Ad Hoc Committee
should be directed towards the objective of prohibiting the emergence of space
weapons and geveral definitions of space weapons were put forward for
consideration by the Committee (CD/0OS/WP.13/Rev.l and CD/OS/WF.l4/Rev.l and
Add.l)., Some of these delegations placed particular emphasis on the
prohibition of "gpace strikc weapons". 1n the course of the analysis of the
provose ¢ definitions, sume delegations identified common clements which, in
their view, provided a good basis for reaching a mutually acceptable
vnderstanding of the term. Other delegations stated that they viewed with
concern proposals to define salectively and then seek to ban so-called "space
weapons" or "space strike weapons'. They further maintained that the latter

—

"2/ Refarences to proposals submitted in previous years may be found in
the 1985 report of the Ad Hoc Committee, which is an integral part of the
Conference's report to the General Assembly (CD/6G4.).
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term lacked technical precision and could not be considered as a useful
analytical tool for further deliberaticas. With reference to that view, some
other delegations stated that some preliminary work may be needed to define
the weapons to be prohibited by an agreement or agreements to prevent an arms
race in all its asgpects in outer space, and that the cooperation of all States
concerned. would be necessary to achieve a degree of technical precision of
such definitions which is acceptable to all. Those delegations stressed that
a uniform opinion on what constitutes space weapons, the enunciation of their
characteristics and of t.ieir principal elements would greatly contribute to
facilitating the work of the Confarence on this subject. They also stressed
the need to define with precision the scope of item 5 as a first step to
advancing in the process of negotiation on the item.

25, Various d<leqgations focussed attention on the question of the prohibition
of anti-satellite weapons. It was suggested by some delegations that pending
the conclusion 9f an agreement theraon, the space Powers should agree on a
moratorium on the development, testing and deployment of ASAT weapons. In
this connection, some delegations recalled that one State had declared and
observed a moratorium on the first launching of anti-satellite weapons into
outer space.

"26. Other delegations roted that a ban on ASAT weapons raised a number of
very complex d difficalt questions, inter alia, the definition of
anti-satellit . weapons, the problem of dual purpose space objects, the
problems inherent in the fact that AiM and ASAT technologies and capabilities
shared common elemcnts and verification difficulties.

"27. Some deleqgations, while noting that in the prevailing international
environment it may not be possible to circumvent the difficulties that exist

n the way of comprehensive multilateral agreement or agreements to prevent an
arms race in outer sp&ce that is threatened by ASAT weapons and the
development of BMD systems, pronosed that all technologically advanced States,
capable of using outer space, could adopt an international instrument to
supplement the 1972 ABM Treaty, as &n interim confidence-building measure,
pending the conclusion of more comprehensive arrangements (CD/OS/WP.12).

"78. Various delegations suggested the possibility of mult:itateralizing the
provisions of existing bilateral agreements relating to the immunity of
satellites. Some delegations provided detajled views to the effect that the
wide range of new tec.unologies that have an inherent anti-satellite potential
make it exceedingly difficult to solve the problem of an adequate protection
of manned and unmanned space objects by the prohibition of a specific weapouns
category. Therefore, a much broader approach was nt aded centered around a
possible legal régime for the protection of satellites supplemented by
confidence-building measures in the form of a "rules of the road" aqreement.

"29. One delaga*iun proposed examination of each of the various ways to render
a satellite inoperative and prescriptions of suitable measures to protect
satellites from non-destructive interference with their functioning, on Lhe
one hand, and from dedicated ASAT weanons on the other. That delegation
stated that the major military powers should manifest the basic political will
to drop the ASAT-option from thasilr global strategy and, co that end, enable
the Conference on Disarmament to work for agreements banning further testing
and deployment of ASAT weapons as well as dismantling of xisting systems.
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"30. The proposal was made by one delegation that active discussion be entered
into on measures to protect from attack all satellites - and their associated
ground stations - that contribute to strateqic stability and to verification
of arms control arrangements., Reference was also made to this proposal by
other delegations.

"3l. Some delegations were of the view 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 proc ss that perpetuated the
nuclear arrs race and with it the danger of the .nnihjlation of mankind.

"32. Another idea put forward was that the General Assembly should address the
question of developing a régime for the protection of satellites for peaceful
purposes in the appropriate forum,

“33. Some delegations amphasized that all aspects of the arms race in outer
space should be dealt with in order to achieve a comprehensive régime to
prevant an arms race in outer space. In their view, the principlas of
demilitarization should be extended to encompass outer space as a whole.

"34. Some delegations stressed the fundamental imp.rtance and complexity of
verification in relation to possible additional measures relating to the
prevention of an arms race in outer space. They 8 .ated that verification was
a basic issue, particularly as the vital national security interests of States
were invclved. They were of the view that in this context there were
particular problems caused by the vastness of space, the possibility of
con~ealment of certain systems on earth, a. : the limitations of existing
tecunology. Verification methods must be tailor-made to suit the
circumstances of individual agreements. In their view, the Issue of
verification required deeper atudy. Other delegations, while recognizing thn
importance of verification, stated that it 4id not pose insurmountable
difficulties., They turther maintained that the subject should not be dealt
with in the abstract but, in line with paragraph 31 of the Final Document of
the first special session devoted to disarmament, should be ‘examined in the
context of negotietions on specific agreements. Some delegations stated that
verification of compliance could be provided by national technical means and
internationui verification procedures, including the opening of laboratories
for inspection. In their viiw, a proposed world space organization could also
be entrusted witl the verification of future agreements to prevent an arms
race in outer space. A number of delegations considered that verification
functions should be entrusted to an international agency so as to provide the
international community with an independent capability to verify compliance
with space-related disarmament agreements. 1In this connection, some
delegations referred to the proposal for the establishment of an international
satellite monitoring agency

"35. Some deleqations believed that consideration should be give to ways and
means of strengthening and devising new confidence-building measures. They
considered that otrengthening the 1975 Registration Convention was desirable,
and that provisions of other conventions desigred to allow an exchange of
information could be impleamented more fully. Some delegations alsc mentioned
as worthy of conrcideration ths elaboration of a 'rules-of-the-road' agreement
and the establishment of a system of space-signalling on the model of practice
at sea.
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"36. Some delagations stated that they would continue to consider measures
relating to the pravention of an arms race in outer space that met the
following criterias verifiabilitiy, equitability and compatability with
national security interxests. In their view, at present the proposals for
immediate nagotiations that had baen put forward in the Committee 4id not
satisfy these criteria.

"37. One delegation seriously questioned such a position whereby serious
proposals made by var ous delegations were dismissed without even receiving
proper consideration. That delagation particularly regretted t'e advancing of
arbitrary general criteria even for consideration of specific proposals.

*38. Same delegations amphasized that the space Powers must demorstrate the
necessary political will, not only to avoid an arms race in outer space, but
also to recognize that the pursuit of their perceived interssts in this sphere
cannot take prucedence over the interests of the international community.

They beliasved that questions relating to the prevention of an arms race in
outar space should be considernd from a perspective that fully reflected th=s
col <srng and interest of all nations.

"39. Srme delegations considered 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 !n the
consideration of proposals to contemplate ways and means of strengthening
international cooperation in the peaceful uses of outer space, so that all
States would have access without discrimination to space technology to promote
thei: economic and social development according to their needs, interests and
priorities. In this context, attention was drawn to the proposal for a
stage-by-stage programme of common practical actions for the peaceful
exploitation of outer space.

"40. Various delegations drew attention to different proposals for the
establishment of an international space agency, such as a world space
organization, to promote the exploration and use of citer gpace for peaceful
purposes as well as to verify disazrmament agreements.

"41. A number of delegations considered that greater technical knowledge of
issues relating to the prevention of an arms race in outer space would pemmit
the Committee to work more effectively, for which purpose, data provided must
be credible and transparent. Some delegaticns .e’' >rated their support for
the establishment of a group of experts, if necessury, outside the framswork
of the Ad Hoc Commitiee to provide expertise and guidance in preventing thea
weaponization of outer space. Other delegations alsv considered that the work
of tne Committee would banefit from information provided by the major space
Powers on their activities in outer space, as wel. 28 on the on-going
bilateral negotiations.

*42. The importance of the bilateral negotiations was generally acknowledged.
Many also stressed the need fur a multilateral approach to issues relating to
the prevention of an arms race in outer space. Some delegations stressed that
work at the multilatera’ level should be constructive in terms of, and
cowplementary to, progress in the bilateral negotiations. Other delegations
emphasized that the vital interests of all nations were at staxe in the
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prevention of an arms race in outer space. Consequently, they believed that,
without detracting from the bilateral process, multilateral negotiations were
indispensable and that the Conference on Disarmament, as the single
multilateral disarmament negotiating forum, had the primary role in the
negotiation of a multilateral agreement or aqreements, as appropriate, for the
prevention of an arms race in outer space in all its aspects.

*43. In the opinion of various delegations, deliberations in the Ad Hoc
Committee revealed that the existing legal r&gime was not sufficient to guard
against the danger of the extension of the arms race into outer space and
that, consequently, additional measures were needed. In their view, the scope
of existing legal instruments should be self-evident. If, however, doubts
about their interpretation was being raised they could be resolved only in the
process of fresh negotiations. Some delegations noted that there were common
elements in the proposals put forward, particularly as regards the ban of ASAT
weapons and the definition of space weapons, which would facilitate the task
of arriving at an aqreement or agreements, as appropriate, to prevent an arms
race in outer space. Other delegations were of the view that it was
necessary to continue the examination of issues relevant to the prevention of
an arms race in outer space that had not been sufficiently identified. They
believed that only throuch a general consensus on such issues would it be
possible to place further options in a viable framework. They considered that
some of the proposals put forward were most pertinent, but believed that they
required further detailed elaboration in their technical structure, as well as
in parallel obligations, such as compliance and verification.

"44. Many delegations underlined that the task entruated to the Ad Hoc
Committee for 1986 had been completed. They, however, reqgretted the inability
of the Committee this year to systematically identify the specific measures
necessary to prevant an arms race in outer space while research and
development of space weapons continued apace. They, therefore, considered
that at tle naext session of the Conferance, the Committee should begin
negotiations with a view to the conclusion of an ugreement or agreements, as
appropriate, to prevent an arms race in outer space, as specifically stated in
resolucior 40/87 adonted by an overwhelming majority in the Gasneral Assembly.
Other dslegjations stressed the adequacy of the 1986 mandate to continue
substantive work on this item. In their view, it was relevant and realistic
and permitted a considerable amount of concrete work.

"IV. Conclusion

"45. The Ad Hoc Committee, bearing in mind the task entrusted to 1t of
examining and identifyinag issues relevant to the pravention of an arms race in
outar space, lLeld a wide-ranging exchange of viaws which contributed to
identifyiny and clar <ying a number of issues and to a be:ter understanding of
the various positions. It was recognized that the legal régime applicikle to
outer space playad a significant role in the prevention of an arms race in
that environment and the need to reinforce that r&gime was underlined. 1In
addition, the importance of strict compliance with axisting agreements, both
bilateral and multilateral, was stressed. There was alsoc recogqnition of the
common interest of mankind in the exploration and use of cuter spaca for
veaceful purposes. In this context, the importance of paragraph 80 of the
Final Document of the first special session devoted to disarmament, which
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states that '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 thse Treaty on Principles Governing the Activities of States
in the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including the Moon and Other
Celestial Bodies', was recognized.

"46. There was generai recognition of the importance and urgency of preventing
an arms race in outer space and readiness to contribute to that objuctive.
Consequently, it was agreed that no effort should be spared to assure that
substantive work on this agenda item will continue at the next sessior of the
Conference. 1t was recommended that the Conference on Disarmament
re-establish the Ad Hoc Committee on the Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer
Space with an adequate mandate at the beginning of the 1987 session.”

F. Effective International Arrangeme:ts to Assure Non-nuclear-weapon
States Against the U.a or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons

91. The item on the agenda entitled "Effective International Arrangements to
Assure Non-nuclear-weapon Statee 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 7-11 April snd 28 July-1l Auqust 1986.

92. The Conference had before it the documents of previous annual sessions
relating to the agenda item,

93. 1In connection with agenda item 6, consultations vere held under the
guidance of the President of the Conference during the first part of the
sesaion, in order to explore ways and means to overcome the difficulties
encountered in its work in carrying out negotiatiore on the question,
including the isBue of the re-establishment of the Ad Hoc Committee. 1In an
oral report on the results of these consultations, the President for the month
of February informed the Conference that some delegations had expressed the
view that there was no point in resuming discussion unless the position of the
nuclear-weapon States had changed or developed in any way on this queition,
1There was a proposal that the President consult with the nuclear-weapon States
on their positions and that he report to plenary on the outcome of his
discussions. The Prealident had undertaken some consultationa with
nuclear-weapon States. These consultations had suggested to him, however,
that the position of nuclear wespon States that prevailed last year had not
changed, It was clear that the position of nuclear-weapon States was seen to
be of considerable importance in the consideration of this item by the
Conference.

94. Consultations under the guidance of successive presidents continued
during the second part of the session on the re-establishmont of the Ad Hoc
Committee on this item. Thess consultations also cocnsidered the related
question of the appointment of the Chairman. The President of the Conference
for the month of July reported that it was generally agreed that, becauvse the
session was already well advanced, the question of the re-establishment of the
Ad Hoc Committee and the appointment of the Chairman would be taken up at the
beginning of the 1987 session.
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95. Several dalegations addressed various issues relating to the question at
plunary meetings of the Conference, underlining, in partir ‘ar, the great
importance theay continued to attach to tha need fnr the . ‘ational
commurity to elaborate effective assurances for non-nucle aapon states
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.

96. Members of the Group of 21 continued to believe that the most affaective
guarantee against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons was nuclear
disarmament and the prohibition of nuclear weapons. In their view, until
nuclear weapons were eliminated, nuclear weapon states had an obligation to
quarantee in an internationally binding instrument that non-nuclear weapon
states would not be attackeld or threatened with nuclear wveapons. They
exprassed their disappointment at the lack of progress on the question and
reiterated their appeal! to the nuclear powers to re-axamine their unilaterally
declared policies and positions relating to arrangements to assure non-nuclear
weapon states against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. Some of
them noted that security assurances to non-nuclear weapon states wag t'» leasc
nuclear-weapon states could expect to give in exchange for the commitment by
other states under tho Treaty on ths Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.
Others were of the view that security assurances to non-nuclear-weapon States
should be without qualification and pre-conditions; not subject to divergent
interpretations and unlimited in scope, application and duration. It was also
stated by a member of the Group that negative security assurances and the
withdrawal of nuclear forces frou the vicinity of a region, in conjunction
with arrangements for nuclear weapon-fre« zones, could contain the external
nuclear threat to a region.

97. Members of the Group of socialist couatries shared the belief that the
most effective guarantee againnt the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons
was nucleiar disarmament and the complete elimination of nuclear weapons. They
believed that until that objective was achieved on a universal basin, it was
imperative for the international community to develop effective measures to
ensure the security of non-nuclear-weapon States. 'Those deldgatior.s strongly
favoured conclusion of an international lagally binding instrument to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States having no nuclear weapons on their territories
against the use or threat of use of such weaponsi. They pointed out that the
unilateral declaration made by the nuclear-weapon State be! nging to the
Group, is a credible and unconditional assurance which meets the security
concerns of the non-nuclear-weapon States. They supported also measures,
either unilateral or multilateral, providing for negative security assurances
to non-nuclsar~weapon States Parties to nuclear-weapon-free zone arrangements.
Those delegations expressod their disapp intment at the lack of prograss on
tha gquestion.

98. Another qroup of delegationse, including three nuclear weapon states, drew
attention to the unilateral declarations made by those states, which they
regard as credible and reliable and which amount to firm declarations of
policy. They expressed readiness to continue discussion of the item in an

Ad Hoc Committee, though acknowledging that previous experience had shown the

difficulties involved in elaborating an international convention on the
subject.
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99. A nuclear-weapon state, not belonging to any Group, axpressed the view
that the most effective security guarantee to non-nuclear-waapon States was
the complete prohibition and thorough destruction of nuclear weapons. It held
that, pending nuclear disarmament, all nuclear-weapon states should undertake
not to use or threaten to use nucloar weapons against non-nuclear-weapon
states and nuclear-free zones. It reiterated that it unconditionally assumed
such an obligation. It also supported all efforts conducive to reaching an
agreement on effective international arrangements in this regard.

G. New Types of Weapons of Mass Destruction and New Systems
of Such Weapons; Radiological Weapons

100. 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
Confersnce, in accordance with its programme of work, during the periods

14-18 April and 4-8 August 1986,

101. The list of documents pregented to the Conference during its 1986 gession
undar the agenda item is contained in the Report submitted by the
Ad Hoc Committee referred to in the following paragraph.

102. At its 383rd plenary meeting on 28 August 1986, the Conference adopted
the Report of the Ad Hoc Committee re-established by the Conference under the
agenda item at its 344th plenary meeting (see paragraph 11 above). That
Report (CD/722), is an integral part of this Report and reads as follows:

"I. INTRODUCTION

"l. In accordance with the decision taken by the Conference on Disarmament at
its 344th plenary meeting held on 4 March 1986, as contained in document
CD/674, the AA Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons was re-established, for
the duration of the 1986 session, with a view to reaching agreement on a
convention prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and use of
radiological wes ons. The Conference further dacided that the Ad Hoc
Committee would eport to it on the progress of its work before the conclusion
of the 1986 session.

"II. ORGANIZATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTATION

®2. At its 344th plenary meeting on 4 March 1986, the Conference on
Disarmament appointed Ambassador Carlos Lechuga Hevia of Cuba as Chairman of
the Ad Hoc Committee. Mr. Victor Slipchanko, United Nations Department for
Disarmament Affairs, continued to serve as Secretary of the Ad Hoc Committee.

"3. The A4 Hoc Committee held 17 meetings from 7 March to 11 August 1986. 1In
addition, the Chairman held a number of informal consultations with
delegations.

"4. At their request, the representatives of the following 3tates not members

of the Conference on Disarmament participated in the work of the Ad Hoc
Committee:s Finland, Greece, Norway, Portugal, Spain, Switzerland and Turkey.
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"5.

i
In carrying out its mandate, tha Ad Hoc Committee took into account

paragraph 76 of the Final Document of ths first special seswsion 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 sassions, tha Ad Hoc Committee
took into account in particular resolution 40/94 D of the Gemeral Assembly of
12 December 1985, Paragraphs 1 tc 4 of that resolution real as follows;

*6.

‘l. Takes note of that part of the report of the Conference on
Disarmament on its 1965 session that deals with the question of
radiological weapons, in particular the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on
Radiological Weapons,

‘2. Takes note also of the recommendation of the Conference on
Disarmament that the Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons should be
re—astabl‘shed at the beginning of its 1986 session and that the annex to
the report of the Ad Hoc Committee should be conoidered as a bhasis for
further work,

‘3. Recognizes that the work accomplished by the Ad Hoc Committee on
Radiololgical Weapons in 1985 made a further contribution to the solution
of the issues entrusted to it;

‘4. Requests the Coaference on Disarmament to continue its negotiations
on the subject with ' view to a prompt conclusion of its work, taking
into account all proposals presented to the Conference to this end, the
result of which s!' >uld be submitted to the General Assembly at its
forty-first sessi.n;'.

In addition to the documents of previous sessions, the Ad Hoc Committee

had before it the following new documents for consideration:

- CD/RW/WP.68, dated 21 March 1986, entitlsd ‘Method and Programme of
Work'

- CD/RW/WP .69, dated 20 March 1986, submitted by Argentina, entitled
'Scope’

- CD/RW/WP.70, dated 29 July 1986, submitted by the Co-ordinator of
the Contact Group ra the issues of Scope and Definitions, entitled
‘Draft Treaty Elements on the Issues of Scope and Definitions'

- CD/RR/WP.70/Rav.1l, dated 1l August 1986, entitled 'Contact Group on
the Issues of Scope and Definitions: Report of the Co-ordinator’

- CD/RW/WP.71, dated 31 July 1986, submitted by the Co-ordinator of
the Contact Group on the ‘ssues of Peaceful Uses and Cessation of
the Nuclear Arms Race and Nuclear Disarm: aant, entitled 'Draft
Treaty Elements on the Issu:es of Peaceful 'ises and Cessation of the
Nuclear Arms Race and Nuclear Disarmament’
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- CD/RW/WP.71/Rev.]l, datad 11 August 1986, entitled 'Contact Group on
the Issues of Peaceful Uses and Cessation of the Nuclear Arms Race
and Nuclear Disarmament: Repcort of the Co~ordinator'

- CD/RW/WP.72, dated 5 August 1986, entitled ‘Contact Group on
Varification and Compliance for a Radiological Weapons Treaty:
Working Paper b, o-ordinator'

- CD/RR/WP.73, dated S5 Augqust 1986, submitted by Pakistan, entitled
‘Some Suggestions on the Questiocn of Attacks on Nuclear Facilities'

"III. WORX DURING THE 1986 SESSION

"J. At its 4th meeting on 25 Marcn, the A4 Hoc Committee adopted the method
and programme of work for its 1986 session. Accordingly, it agreed to
continue on the basis of the 'unitary' approach to the two major questions
that had been before it for a number of years, i.e., the prohibition of
radiological weapons in the 'traditional' sense and the prohibition of attacks
against nuclaur facilities. It further agreed to continue to consider both
questions without dividing its work into two separate 'tracks®' and without
giving priority to either of them, on the understanding that that decision was
without prejudice tos the final positions of delegationte on a treaty or
treaties as such, the 'link' between the above two questions; delegations'
position on the appiopriate manner of dealing with them, and to any other
approaches and questions which might be presented, The Ad Hoc Committee 21so
decided that the programme of work for its 1986 session would be the same as
in 1985 and would include the following issuess

~ definitions and criteria;

- gcope)

- peaceful uses;

- cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmameat;
- compliance and verxification.

The Committee agreed to ronsider the annex to document CD/635 28 a basis
for its work in 1986, in accordance with its 1985 report, as well as all
existing proposals and future initiatives.

»g. In accordance with its programme of work, the Ad Hoc Committee devoted
six meetings to the exchange of views on all items included in the programwe.
At its 8th meeting on 21 April 1986, the Committee decided, on the suggestion
of its Chairman, to set up three contast groups on the issues of scope and
definitions, peaceful uses and cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
diszermament, and verification and compliance, co-ordinated by Ambassador

Rolf Ex@us of Sweden, Ambassador DAvid Meiszter of Hungary anc® Ambassador
Richard Butler of Australia, respectively.
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"9, The contact gqroup on the issues of scope and definitions held five
meetings open to all delegations. On the basie of document CD/635 and an
exchange of views, a paver on draft elemants which could be included in a
treaty was prepared by the co-nrdinator and examined by the contact group,
soma elements being further elaboratsd. Differencee remained, however, on a
number of issues and formulations. Therefore, altarnative formulations and
points of view on the various questions cons’‘dered in the paper prepared by
the co~ordinator were submitted to the contact group. The co-ordinator's
report in CD/RW/WP.70/Rev.l reflects his efforts to find a compromise text.

"10. The contact group on the issues of peaceful uses and cessation of the
nuclear armg race and nuclear disarmament held three mesetings. The contact
group congidered as a basis for its work relevant parts of the Annex to
document CD/635 and took into account other proposals and initiatives.
Effort.s were made to overcomes differences with a view to reaching agreement
whersver possible. Working paper CD/RW/WP.71/Rev.l submittsd to the

Ad Hoc Committee by the co-ordinator reflec.s the outcome of the
consultations. Further work is needed on both issues for which
CD/RW/WP.71/Rev.l may orovide a good basis.

"11. The co-ordinator of the contact group on the issues of verification and
compliance prepared a paper with a view to facilitating consultations on these
issues. This paper (CD/RW/WP.72) was referred to in subssquent informal
consultations. At the conclusion of these consultations two main points,
among others, wer~ clear. First, some delagations believed that there we::
basic issues involved in the area of verification and compliance which neeled
to be resolved. Second, it was racognized that, in any case, further
consideration of the issues of verification and compliance was contingent upon
the resolution of issues under consideration in the contact group dealir with
scope and definitions.

"12. The documents referred to in paragraphs 9, 10 and 11 above do not
prejudae the final positions of delegations, are not binding on anv delegation
and do not question the validity of existing proposals or preclude future
initiatives.

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

"13. The work done bv the Ad Hoc Committee in 1986 wag useful in term« of the
mandate entrusted to it. It was clearly revealed, however, that considerable
differences of substance and approach continue to exist with regqard to both
the important subjects under consideration. It is therefors r.: ommended that
the Confersnce on Disarmament should re-establish the Ad Hoc Committee on

Ra. Lological Weapons at the beginning of its 1987 session which shouldq,

inter alia, consider the ways and means of how best to proceed further. It is
also recommended that the documents referred to in paragraphs 6, 9, 10 and 11
above as well as any other relevant documents and proposals should be
considered as a basis for future work of the Ad Hoc Committee in accordance
with its 1986 report.”™

103. The Confarence continued to consider the question of nevw types of weapons

of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons at its plenary and
informal meetings.
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104. 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 beqinning of the first part of the
session, a number of informal consultatinng on a proposal to convene a groun
of qualified experts with a view to identifying any new types of weapons of
mass destruction s.ad making, as appropriate, reccmmendations on undertaking
specific negotiations on the identified types of such weapons, as requested by
the United Nations General Assembly in its resolution 40/90 of

12 December 1985. This proposal was supported by the gqroup of Socialist
States and many members of the Group of 21. It was generally recognized that
it would be a most serious development and a areat danger to international
neacs and security if any new kind of weapon of mass destruction were invented
and deployed. Western deleqgations stated that, as no new types of weapons of
mass destruction had been identified since 1948 nor was tneir existence
imminent, the practice followed thus far of holding informal mestings of the
Conference from time to time was the most appropriate one to deal with this
question. No conseasus could be reached on the convening of a group of
qualified experts during the 1986 session.

105. A proposal was put forward to ban the development of non-nuclear we.pons
based nn new physical principles whose destructive capacity was clos.: to that

of nuclear arms and other means of mass destruction.

H. Compreheniive Pro« ramme of Disarmament

106. The item on the agenda entitled "Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament®™
was considered by the Conferernce, in accordance with its programme of work,
during the periods 7-11 April and 28 July-1l August 1986.

107. At ite 383rd plenary meeting on 28 August 1986, the Conference adopted
the Report of the Ad Hoc Committee, which resumed its work in accordance with
the provisions of its mandate {s:e paraqraph 11 above). That Report (CD/728&),
is an inteqri:l part of this Report and reads as follows:

"I. Organization of work and documents

"1. In accordance with the provisions of its mandate, as adopted by the
Conference on NDisarmament at its 245th plenary meeting, on 28 February 1984,
the Ad Hoc Committee on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament resumed its
work on 20 February 1986 under the Chairmanship of

Ambassador Alfonso Garcia Robles (Mexico). Miss Aida Luisa Levin, Senior
pPolitical Affairs Officer, United Nations Department of Disarmament Affairs
served as the Committee's Secretary,

"2, The A4 Hoc Committee held 21 meetings between 20 February and
25 August 1986.

*3, At their request, the Conference on Disarmament decided to invite the
representatives of the following States not membera of the Conference to
participate in tne meetings of the A4 Hoc Committee; Bangladesh, Finland,
Greece, Norway, Portugal, Spain and Turkey.
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"4, 1In addition to the documents of previous sessions relating to the agenda
item, 1/ the Ad Hoc Committee had before it the following documents submitted
by member States in the course of the 1986 session:

CDh/CDP/WP.83 \Vorking paper of a group of socialist countries on the
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament

Ch/CPD/WP.84 Text for the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament,
submitced by Prance, Germany, Federal Republic of, Norway,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and
United States of America

CD/CPD/WP.8B5 Working paper submitted by the delegation of the USSR

"Il. Substantive work during the 1986 session

5. In pursuing the elaboration of the Comprehensive Programme of
Digsarmament, the Ad Hoc Committee took as the basis of its work the text
annexed to its 1985 report (CD/634), which was an integral part of the
Conference's report to the fortieth session of the General Assembly (CD/642).

"6. The Ad Hoc Committee continued to concentrate its work on the resolution
of various outstanding questions. As in 1985, Contact Groups, open to all
interested delegations, were estaolished to resolve existing differences with
respect to cexrcain te: ts in Chapter V, 'Measures and stages of
implementation'. A Contact Group was also set up to deal with paragraph 6 of
the Introduction and paragraph 5 of Chapter VI, ‘Machiner' and Procedures'.
In addition, consultations were held under the guidance of the Chairman.

"7. 1Intensive efforts were made in the Contact Groups and in the
consultations held by the Chairman with a view to reconciling differences and
reaching agreement on paragravhs of the Programme that remained outstanding.
While the relevanct texts continue to reflect points of differences, the areas
of disagreement were narrowed and, in some cases, considerable progress was
made towards harmonizing positions. The results of the work are contained in
the annex to this report. It .~a understood that delegations could not take
final positions until agreement was xcached on outstanding points of
difficulty and until the document was complete.

"IIX, Conclusion

“8. In the time available to it during the 1986 session, despite intensive
efforts, the Ad Hoc Committee was not able to resolve all outetanding ixsues.
In siew of that fact, and bearing in mind that under resolution 40/152 D the
Cunference on Disarmament had been requested to submit to the General Assembly
a complete draft of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament at its
forty-first session, at the suggestion of the Chairman, consideratior was
given to the desirability of continuing the work during the firat part of the
1987 gession with a view to completing the elaboration of a draft of the
Progsamme at that time and submitting it to the General Assembly before the
closing of the forty-first session. Taking into account the progress achieved
during the 1986 gession, the Committee agreed to recommend to the Conference
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that work on tha elaboration of the Programme be resumed at the beginning of
the 1987 session for the purpose of completing the Committee's task during the
first part of the 1987 session and submitting it to the General Assembly at
that time.

"Note

"1/ The list of documents may be found in the reports of the previous
Ad Hodjworking Group and in the 1785 report of the Ad Hoc Committee, which are
an integral part of the reports of the Committee on Disarmament and of the
Conference on Disarmament respectively (CD/139, CD/228, CD/292, CD/335 and
CD/642).
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“"Annex

"{Draft Comprchensive Programme of Disarmament]

“[Texts for the Comprehinsive Programme of Disarmament]

“I. Introduction */

“1l. rhe threat to the very survival of mankind posed by the existence of
nuclear weapons and the continuing arms race, which already in 1978 gave rise
to the justified alarm of the General Assembly, far from disappearing has
considerably increased during the four years that have elapsed since the
holding of its first special session devoted to disarmament. It was thus
natural not to unduly delay the convening of the second special session,
which, with the same purpose as the first, had been explicitly providec for in
the Final Document ~f that session.

"2. Both in the general debate of this second special sc¢ sion of the
Assenmbly, 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 Committue 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 paace,
has always been one of the most profound aspiracions 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.

"(b) The arms race, particular.y in iti nuclear aspuct, runs counter to
efforts to achieve further relaxation of international tension, to establish
international relations based on peaceful coexistence and trust between all
Statas, and to develop broad international co-operation and understanding.

The arms race impedes the realization of the purposss, and is incompatible
with the principles, of the Charter of the United Nations, especially respect
for sovereigity, refraining from the threat or use of force against the
territorial integrity or political independence of any State, the peaceful
set*lement of disputes ard non-intervention and non-interfarence in the
internal affairs of States. On the other hand, progress on d§tente and
progress - . lisarmament mutually complement and strengthen each other,

“*/ 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
Disarmamznt established at that session. No conclusions regarding this draft
were rsuched by the Ad Hoc Committee.
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"{c) Military expenditures are reaching ever higher levels, the highest
paccentage of which can be attributed to the nucleir-weapon States and most of
their allies, with prospects of further expansion and the danger of further
increases in the expenditures of other countrias. The hundreds of biliions of
dollars spant annually on the manufacture or improvement of weapons are in
sombre and dramatic contrast to the want and poverty in which two thirds of
the world's population live. This colossal waste of resovrces is sven more
sexrious 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 {ts
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 creaced through the effective
isplementation 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
gensral 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 Adisarmamen* 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 de ccnducted
concurrently with negotiations on partial measures of disarmament >nd Jeciding
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 generil
and cowplete disarmament under sffective 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 consolidatad”.

"4. The General Assembly did not only stress several times the importance of
this goal which it called the "ultimate goal™ of all Adisarmament efforts. On
more than one occasion it stated also its opinion as to which should be the
"immediate gnal® defining it as "the elimination of tha danger of a nuclear
war and the implementation of measures to halt the arms race and clear the
path towards lasting peace”.

5. Bearing in mind those antecedents and taking as the main ke=#is for its
deliberations the draft transmitted by the Committee on Disarmament, the
Gensral Assambly has eiaborated this Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament,
which received the approval by consensu.: 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 titlas, clearly in?icativa of their contants, are the
followings “Cbjectives", "Principles”, "Prioritiea”, "Msasure) and stages of
implementation”, and "Machinery and procedures”.
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“6. (It has not been possible to reach agreement for the Comprehensive
Programmne to become a treaty, as some States would have preferred in order to
make its provisions legally binding. There has been, however, uranimous
support for che idea that all necessary steps muet be taken to enhance the
political and moral value of the Programme. It has thus boen agreed that a
special copy of the Programme shall bs carried by a personal rapresentative of
the sSecretary-General to the capitals of all States Members «f 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 uninterruptad
negotiations in good faith in the field of disarmament. Should there be some
States where constitutional obstacles prevent recourse to the above
procedures. zlternative methods of similar significance should be employed.
Thus the Cunprohensive Programme of Disarmament, although not a treaty in
itself, would indsed become a source of numirous succesnsive treaties thanks to
which mankird way start the twenty-first century in conditions totally
different from those that prevail .t present and are the cause of daepest
concern,)

"{This Proqramme is adopted by consensus by the Unitedé Nations
General Assembly. Througn the adoption of the Programme all Member States of
the United Nations express their willingness to make every affort possible to
implement the measures contained in the Programme and to work toward the
realization as soon as possible of genaral and complete disarmament under
effective international control.]

"{It has been recommended that possible adoption of a declaration
expres ;ing Member States' determination to observe the Programme in good faith
shall be congidered at the third epecial session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament in ( ) after formal adoption of the Programme by the
General Assembly.])

" [Through the adoption of the Programme by consensus the States Members
of the United Nations express their willingness to nagotiate 'in good faith and
to make svery effort to implement the measures contained in the Programme with
a view to reaching general and complete disarmament under strict and effective
international control. Following the adoption of the Froaramme a personai
representative of the Secretary-General of the United Nations should visit the
capitals of the States Members to have the Programme sigx» d at a high
level.] */

"II1. Objectives

"1l. 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 urgyent task of the presant day,
to implement measureés to halt and reverse the arms race, in particular the
nuclear arma race, and to clear the path towards lasting peace. To this end,
the Programmea will alsu aims

"%/ Some delegations stated that this text was submitted in the
Committee at the last moment and was not considered. They expressed
reservations as to the inclusion of this text in the dr ft Comprehensive
Programme of [isarmament.
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- To maintain and further the mowsntum generated by the first special
ssgsion of the General Assembly devnted to disarmament,

- To initiate or engage in further negotiations, to expedite the halting of
the arms rsce in all its aspacts, in particular the nuclear arms race,

~ To consolidate and develop the results reflected in agreemsnts and
treaties achieved 10 far, relevant to the problems of disarmament;,

- To open and accelerate the process of genuina disarmament on an
internationally acgreedé basis.

®*2. The ultimate objective of the Comprehensive Programme is to ansure that
general and complete disarmament under effective international cont-ol bacomas
a reality in a woi1id in which international peace and security prevail and in
which the new international economic order is fully achicved.

*3. Thr-ughout the iaplewmentation of the Programme towards the progressive
reduction and final elimination of srmaments and armed forces, tha following
objectives should be pursued,

- To strengthen internatjional peace and security, as well as the security
of individual States, in accordance with the Charter of the
United Nations;

- To contribute to the safequarding of the sovereignty and independence of
all States;

- To make, through the implementation of tha Programme, an effective
contribution to the economic and social development of States, in
particular developing States,

- To increase international confidence and relaxation of internattional
tension)

- To establish international relations basad on peaceful coexistence and
trust betwsen 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 disarmamant, through
balanced, factual and objective information and education in all regions
of the world, ao as to generate further understanding and support for the
efforts to halt the arms race and achieve disarmament.

*III. Ptinciglol

"1l. */ The Members ¢’ '* United Nations are fully aware of the conviction of
thair peoplas that the question of general and complete disarmament is of
utmost importance and that peace, security and economic and social development
are indivisible, and they have therefors recognized chat the corresponding
obligations and responsibjilities are universal.

':/ The placement of this paragrarh in the Comprehensive Progr:mme of
Disarmament will be determined later.
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"2. */ The ending of the arms race and the achlevement of real disarmament are
tasks of primary importance and urgency.

"3. ¥/ Proqress on détente and progress on disarmament mutually complement and
strengthen each other.

"4. */ 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 maintanance of
international peace and security. They stresa the special importance of
refraining from tha thraat or use of force against the sovereignty,
territorial integrity or political inder;endence of any State.- or against
peoples under colonial or foreign domination seeking to exercise their right
to self-determination and to achieve independence, non-acquisition and
non-annexation of territories by force and non-recognition of such acquisition
or amnnexation, 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. 1In order to create favourable conditions for success in the Adisarmament
process, all States should strictly abide by the provisions of the Charter ot
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. */ The arms race, particularly in its nuclear aspect, runs counter to
efforts to achieve further relaxation of international tension, to establisn
international relations based on psaceful 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 i3 incompatible
with the principles of the Charter of the United Nations, dspacially 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-intsrvention and non-interference in the
internal affairs of States.

"7. Significant progress in disarmament, including nuclear disarmament, would
be facilitated by parallel maasures to strengthen the security of Statas and
to improve the international situation in general.

"8. Disarmament, relaxation of international tension, aspect 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
strenthening of international peace and security are directly related to each
other. Progress in any of thste spheres has a beneficial effact on all of
them; in turn, failure in onay sphere has negative effects on others.

"*/ The placement of this paragraph ia the Comprehensive Programma of
Disarmament will be datermined later.
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"9, */ Enduring international peacue and security cannot be built on tha
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 tha
sacurity system provided for in tha Charter of the United Nations and the
speedy and substantiali reduction of arms and armed forces, by internatioral
agreement and mutual example, leading ultimately to general and complete
disarmament under effective international control. At the same time, the
causes of the arms race and threats to peace must ba reduced and to this end
ef fective aciion should be taken to eliminate tensions and settle disputes by
peaceful means.

"10. Proqress in disarmament should be accompanied by measures to strengthen
institutions for maintaining peace and the settlement of international
disputes by peaceful means.

"1ll. Negotiations should be based on the strict observance of the purposes and
principles enshrined in the Charter of the United Nations, with full
recognition of the rola of the United Natione in the field of Adisarmament and
reflecting the vital interest of all the peoples of the world in this spherae.

"12. Since the process of disarmament affects the vital security interests of
all States, they must all be actively concerned with and contribute to the
measures of disarmament and arms limitation, which have an essential part to
play in maintaining and strengthening international security.

"13. All the peoples of the world have a vital interest. in the success of
disarmament negotiations. Consequently, all States have the duty to
contribute to efforts in the field of disarmament. All States have the right
to participate in disarmament negotiations. They have the right to
participate on an equal footing in those multilateral disarmament negotiations
which have a direct bsaring on their national security.

"14. In a world of finite cesources, there is a close rulationship between
expenditure on armaments . 4 economic and social development. The
continuation of the arms race is detrimental tc and incompatible with the
implementation of the new international economic order based on justice,
equity and co-operatiocn, Consequently, there is a close relationsuip between
disarmament and development. Progress in the former would help greatly in the
realization of the latter and resources released as a result of the
implementation of disarmament measures should be devoted to tha economic and
social development of all nations and  ontribute to the bridging of the
economic gap betwaen developed and developing countries.

"15. Disarmament and arms limitaticn, particularly in the nuclear field, are
essential for the prevertion of the danger of nuclear war and the
strengthening of international peace and security and for the economic and
social advancement of all peoples, thus iracilitating the achievement of the
new international economic order.

“*/ The placement of this paragraph in the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament will be determined later.
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"16. :/ Nuclear weapons pose the greatest danger to mankind and to the
survival of civilization.

"17. The adoption of disarmament measures should take place in such an
equitable and balanced manner as to ensurs the right of each State to security
and to ensure that no iunliividual 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 armamente and military
forces.

"18. In accordance with the Charter, the United Nations has a central role and
primary regponsibility in the sphers of disarmament. In order effactiveiy to
discharge this role and facilitate and encourage all measures in this fielad,
the United Nations should be kept appropriately inforrsd of all steps in this
field, whether unilateral, bilateral, regional or multilateral, without
prejudice to the progress of neqgotiations.

"19. */ The process of nuclear disarmament should be carried out in such a
way, and requires measures to ensure, *that the secaritv of all States is
guaranteed at progressively lower levels of nuclear armaments, taking into
account the relative qualitative and g ntitative importance of the sxisting
argsenals of the .uclear-weapon States = 1 other Stactes concerned.

"20. sSignificant progress in nuclear disarmament would be facilitated both by
parallel political or internationa) legal measures to strengthen the security
of States and by progress in the limitation and reduction of armed forces and
convent.ional armaments of the nuclear-weapon States and other States in the
ragions concerned.

"21. Together with negot.ations on nuclear disarmament measures, negotiations
should be carried out on the balanced reduction of armed forces and of
conventional armaments, based on the principle of undiminished security of the
parties with a view to promoting or enhancing stability at a’ lower military
level, taking into account the need of all States to protect their security.
These negotiations should be conducted with particular emphasis on armed
forces and conventional weapons of nuclear-weapon States and other militarily
significant countries.

"22, While disarmament is the responsibility of all States, all the
nuclear-weapon States have the primary responsibility for nuclear disarmament
and, together with other miliitarily 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, zll the

nuclear-weapon States, in part_cular those among them which possess the most
important nuclear arsenals, bear a special responsibility.

':/ The placement of this paragraph in the Couprehensive Programme of
Disarmament will be determined later.
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"24. An acceptable balance of mutual responsibilities and obligations for
nuclear and non-nuclear-weapon Ststes mhould be strictly observed.

*25. Disarmament and arms limitation agreements should provide for adequate
measures of verification sacisfactory to all parties concerned in order to
create the necessary confidence and snegure 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. kgreements should provide for the
participation of parties directly or through the United Nations system in the
verification process. Where appropriate, a cowbination of several methods of
verification as well as other ccmpliance 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 thair economic and social development or
prejudice their security.

"26. Negotiations on partial meaavies 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
disarmawent under effaective internsational control.

"27. Qualitative and quantitative disarmament measures are bo:th important for
halting the arms race. Efforts to that end must include negotiations on the
limitation and cessation of the quaiitative improvement ol armaments,
especially weapons of mass destruction and the development of new means of
warfare gso that ultimately scientific and technological achievements may be
used solely for peaceful purposes.

"28. Universality of disarmamant agreements helps create confidence among
States. When multilataral agreements in the field of disarmament are
negotiated, every effort should be made to ensure that they are universally
accaptable. 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 nuclaar-wsapon States, should consider various
proposals designed to secure the avoidance »f the use of nuclear weapons, and
the prevention of nuclear war, In this context, while noting the declarations
made by nuclear-weapon States, asffective 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
aqgreements or arrangements fisely asrrived at among the States ~7 the zone
concerned and the full compliance with those agreements or arrangements, thus
ensuring that the zones are genuinely free from nuclear weapons, and respect
for such zones by ruclear-weapon States constitute an important disarmament
measure.

"*/ The placement of this paragraph in the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament will be determined later.
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*"31l. 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 nuclear energy and
to determine their peac-ful nuclear programmes in accordance with their
rational 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 safequards applied on a non-discriminatory basis.

*"32. As security and stability should be assured in all regions taking into
account the specific needs and requirements of their respective situations,
bilateral and regional disarmament negotiations may also play un important
10le and could facilitate negotiations of multilateral agraements‘in the field
of disarmament.

*33, Agreements or other measures should be resolutely pursued on a bi.ateral,
regional and multilateral basis with the aim of strengthening peace and
gsecurity at a lower level of forces, by the limitation and reduction of armed
forces and of conventional weapons, taking into account the need of Stat :8 to
protect their security, bearing in mind the inherent right of self-defence
embodied in the Charter of the United Nations and without prejudice to the
principle of equal rights and self-determination of peoples in accordance with
the Charter, and the need to ensure balance at each stage and undiminished
security of all States.

»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,

w35, «/ It is esgential that not only Governments but also the peoples of the
uorld_rec0qnize and understand the dangers in the presant situation. In ~rder
that an international conscience may develop and that world public opinion may
exercise a positive influence, the United Nations should increase the
dissemination of information on the armaments race and disarmament with the
full co~operation of Member States.

*36. */ Draft multilateral disarmament conventions should be subjected to the
normal procedures applicable in ths law of treaties. 7Those submitted to the
General Assembly for its commendatinn should be gubject to full review by the
Assembly.

*37,. Collateral measures in both the nuclear and conventional fields, together
with other measures specilically designed to build confidence, should be
undertaken in order to contribute tc the creation of favourable conditions for
the adoption of additional disarmament measures and to further the relaxation
of international tension.

"*/ The placement of this paragraph in the Corprehensive Programme of
Disarmament will be determined later.
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*38. */ Taking further steps in the field of disarmament and other measures
aimed at promoting international peace and security would be facilita! \d@ by
carrying out studies by the Secretary-General in this field with appropriate
assistance from governmental or consultant experts.

"39. L/ In particular, publicity should be given to the decisions of the
special sessions of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

"IV. Priorities

*1l. 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 ths measures for negotiations are:

- nuclear weapons;
- other weapons of mass destruction, including chemical weapons,;

- conventional wsapons, inclvding any which may be deemed to be excessively
injurious or to have indiscriminate effects; and

~ reduction of armed forces.

"2. Effactive measures of nuclear disarmament and the prevention of nuclear
war have the highest priority. Along with negotiations on these measures,
ef factive 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 oriorities, negotiations
should be pursued on all measures which would lead to general and complete
disarmament under effective international control.

“*/ The placement of this paragraph in the Compr~nhensive Programme of
Disarmament will! be determined later,
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"V. Measures and stages of implementation :/

"First stage :/

"DISARMAMENT MEASURES

"A. Nuclear weapons

"1l. 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 thies 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 among them which possess the most
important nuclear arsenals, bear a special responsibility.

"The process of nuclnayr 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 acccunt the
relative qualitative and quantitative importance of the existing arsenals of
the nuclear-weapon States and other States concerned.

“*/ The heading is without prejudice to the position of delegations with
raapedg to questions relating to stages of implementation. The following text
has been considered for eventual inclusion in the chapter on Machinery and
Pro: xdures:

"All efforts will be made by States, particularly through the conduct of
neqgotiations 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 towardn
the full realization of this ultimate goal, a special session of the
General Assembly shall be convened periodically to review the implementation
of the measuras 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), znd willy (a) review the implementation of the
measures included in the first stage of the Comprehenaive Programme)

(b) consider the readjustmants 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 technoleqgy; and (d) decide on the time for the next
special session to review the implsmentation of the measures included, and
adjusted as necessary, in the second stage of the Comprehens.ive Programme,
with the understanding that such session would be h. 3 not later than

8ix years after the first.
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2. The achievement of nuclear disarmament will require urgent nsgottation of
agreements at appropriate stages and with adequate measures of verification
satisfactory to the States concerned fors

"(a) Cesaation of the gualitative improvement and development of
nuclear-weapon syat. asgy

»(b) Cessation of Lhe production of all types of nuclear weapons and
their means of delivery, and of the production of fissionable material for
wespons purposesy

“(¢c) A comprehensive, phased programme with agreed time-frames, whenever
feasible, for progressive and balanced reduction of stockpiles of nuclear
waapons and their means of delivery, leading to their ultimate and complete
elimination at the earliest possible time.

“Consideration can be qgiven in the course of the negotiations to mutual
and agreed limitation or prohibition, without prejudice to the security of any
St ., of any types of nuclear armaments.

®3. Nuclear test ban;

"The cesmation of nuclear-weapon testing b all States within thco
framework of an effective nuclear disarmamcat process would be in the interest
of mankind. */ It won d make a significant contribution to the aim of ending
the qualitatfve 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 urocess of nuclear disarmament, a multilateral nuclear test ban treaty at
the earliest possible date.] |Therefore, it is necessary to make all efforts
for thea elaboration of a multilacteral treaty on a nuclear test ban at the
earliest possible date.] [Therefore, negotiatione should be immediately
initiated for the urgent conclusion of a nuclear test ban creaty.] [It ‘s
nscessary to undertake all possible efforts and immediately hold negotiations
for the urgent elaboration of a treaty on the complete and generai prohibition
of nuclear waapon tests) before the conclusion of such a treaty all
nuclear-weapon States should doclare a moratorium on &ll nuclear explosions,]
[It is therefore necessary as an important part ol 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 conclusion of further agrseaents relating to nuclear
disarmament the USSR and the United States should, on a reciprocal basis,
continue to refrain fiom actions which would andercut ex ‘stiag strategic arme
agreements concluded Letween them.

":/ ¢ xme delugations reserved their position with respect to the
first sencence of this text.
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"5. Negotiations ! “ween the United States of America and the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republice on ruclear and space arms:

"The United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
have expressed conm:lousness of their special responsibility fcr maintaining
peace and have agread that a nuclear war cannot be won and must never be
fought. The agresment between the United States and the Soviet Union to
accelerate the work at their bilateral nuclear and gpace arms negotiaticns has
been widely welcomad, In this context nations of the world have endorsed the
proclaimed objective of these negotiations and have stress-4 the importance of
their being pursusd with utmost despatch with the objective of reaching sarly
agreements. In this regard the United States an: the Goviet Union should
also continue to keap in view the following.

"(a) The objective to work out effective agreements aimed at preventing
an arms race in spice and terminating it on earth as well as limiting and
reducing nuclear arms.

"(b) The need to take fully into account the security interests of all
states,

"(c) The need to display a spiri. of flexibility and to maintain equal
and undminished security for all at constantly decreasing levels of armaments
and the principle that neither side should seek to achieve military
3uperiority over the other.

"(d) The requirement for effective measures for verification of
compliance with agreements.

"(e) The fact that while reductions in the nuclear arsenals of the
United States and the USSR are direct:ly to be negotiated and effected by the
two aides involved, the overall subject of nuclear disarmament is of
world-wide concern since nuclear weapons and their accumulation pose a threat
not only to their possesscors and their nallies but every other nation.

“(f) [The repeated affirmations of the United Nation. General Assembly to
the effect that bilateral negotiations do not detract from the need for
appropriate multilateral negotiating efforts for nuclear disarmament.] [The
widely held conviction that the bilateral and multilateral negotiations
complement ea~h other. |

"{(g) The need to keep the United Nations General Assembly and the
Conference on Disarmament appropiiately informed of the state of negotiatione,
inter alia, in view of the resporsibilities entrusted to these bodies as wall
as the universal desire for progress towards disarmament.

"The Soviet Union and the United States, having agreed to accelerate the
race of their bilateral negotiations, should exert every eff .t to achieve
agreements on substantial reductions in their nuclear arsenals to be
implemented during the initial phase of the disarmament process, which should
be as brief as possible. In this context, the two sides have alresdy agreed
on the principle of 50 per cent reductions in their nuclear arms appropriately
applied, as well as the idea of an interim INF agreement. During this
initial phase other agreements helpful to the overall disarmament process
should also be concluded and put into effect.
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"Following is the text of the Joint United States-Soviet statement which
was issved on 8 January 1985, regarding their negotiations on nuclear and

space armss:

'As previously agreed, a mesting was held on 7 and 8 January 1985
in Genava between George P. Shultz, the United States Sacretary of State,
and Andrei A. Gromyko, Member of the Politburo of the Central Committee
of the CPSU, First Deputy Chairman of the Council of Ministers of tho
USSR and Minister of Foreign Affairs of the USSR.

During the meeting they Aiscussed the subject and objectives of the
forthcoming United States-Soviet nagotiations on nuclear and space arms.

The sides agree that the subject of the negotiations willi be a
complex of questions concerning space and nuclear arms - both strategic
and intermediate-range - with all these questions considered and resolved
in their interrelationship.

The objective of the negotiations will be to work out effe: tive
agreements aimed at preventing an arms race in space and terminating it
on earth, at limiting and reducing nuclear s rms, and at strengthening
strategic stability. The negotiations will be conducted by a delegation
from each side divided into threa groups.

The sides beliave that ultimately the forthcoming neg .tiations, just
as efforts in general to limit and reduce arms, should leau to the
complete slimination of nuclear arus averywhere.

The date of the beginning of the negotiations and the site of these
negotiations will be agreed through diplomatic channels within one month.'

"6. Multilateral neqotiaticns on nuclear disarmament:s */

"The urgent initiation of multilateral nuclear disarmament negotiations
i3 orf vital interest to the nuclear and non-nuclear-weapon States. The
c.nclusicn of multilateral disarmament agreements would be facilitated by
substantial progress in the bilateral negotiations in this area between the
States which possess the most important arsenals and have a spacial
responsibility in the field of nuclear “isarmament. Alsc, multilateral
negotiations :re particularly important to achieve significant and universal
progress toward the achievement of nuclear disarmament. This will require
naegotiation of agreements at appropriate stages, taking due account of the
relative quantitative and jualitative importance of existing arsenals and the
necessity of maintaining the undminished security of all States, nuclear and
non-nuclear, at each stage, and witl adequate measures of verification
satisfactory to all parties concerned, for the cessation of +!: qualitative
improvement and development of nuclear-weapon systems, for the cessation of
the production of all types of nuclear weapons and their means of dslivery and
for the reduction of stockpiles of nuclear weapons and their means of delivery.

"*/ One da)egation reserved its position on the text of paragraph o
pending the preparation of the text of paragraph 5. Two delegations veserved
thelr poaition on the text of paragraph 6.

-130-



(

"In the course of such negotiations, a combination of the measures as
detailed in paragraph 2 above, or a combination of different elements of such
measures, could be congidered.

"The overall objective of the measures for nuclear disarmament outlirad
in the preceding paragraphs for negotiation during the first stage of the
Comprehensive Programme, and of those included in subsaguent 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.

"7. Avoidance of the use of nuclear weapons and prevention of nuclear war:

"[There is today an international consensus that a nuclear war cannot be
won and must never be fought. There i8 no objective of greater importance
than the prevention of nuclear war. The surest way to remove the danger of
nuclear war and the use of nuclear weapons is nuclear disarmament and
elimination of nuclear weapons. [All Member States recognize the need to
prevent war, especially because war can escalate to nuclear war. As an
important step in improving international security and reducing the risk of
war, including nuclear war, the nuclear weapon States with the moat iuportant
nuclear argenals should seek deep and verifiable reductions in their nuclsar
arsenals [to equal levels in a more stable configuration].] Pending the
achievement of nuclear disarmament for which negotiations should be
relentlessly pursued all States should co-operate for the adoption of
practical and appropriata measures to prevent the outbreak of a rnuclear war
and to avoid the use of nuclear weapons.

“In this context account should be taken of existing undertakings by

iclear weapon States about no-first-use of nuclear weapons as well as about
non-use of any weapons axcept in rasponse to an attack. In addition, it
should be borne in mind that the situation in the wake of any use of nuclear
weapons cannot be limited or controlled and would leave to a global war
endangering the very survival of human civilization as it is known. It is
therefore incumbent on all States, in particular, nuclear weapon States to
engure that their future actions, policies and agreements [rule out the use of
nuclear weapons.] [are conducive to the elimine ion of nuclear weapons].]

"“8. Effaective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon Stater
against the ause ~r threat of use of nuclear weapons:

"The nuclear-weapon States should take steps to assure the
son-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons. Bearing in mind the declarations m. de by the nuclear weapon States,
efforts should be pursued to conclude, as appropriate, effective arrangements
to assure non-nuclear-weapcn States against the uie or threat of use of
nuclear weapons.

"9, Nuclear non-proliferation:

"It is imperative, as an integral part cof the effort to halt and re erse
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-weayon States besides the exis:ing five nuclear-weapon
States, and on the other progressively to reduce and eventually eliminate
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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 stcp the nuclear arms race and to achiave 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.

“Effective measures can and should bhe taken at the national level and
through international aygreamsnte to miniu' e the danger of the proliferation
of nuclear weapons without jeopardizing e rgy supplies or the developmant of
nuclear anerqy 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 ai:d means, on a universal and
non-discriminatory basis, to prevant the proliferation of nuclear weapons.

"Full implementation of all the provisions of existing instrumants on
non-proliferation, such as the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons end/or the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in
latin America (Treaty of Tlatelolco) and the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone
Treaty */ by States parties to those instruments will be an important
contribution to this end. Adherence to such instruments has increased in
recent years and the hope has been expressed by the parties thst this trend
might continue.

"Non-proliferation me: res should not jeopardize the full exercise of
the inalienable rights of all States to apply and develop their programmes for
the peaceful uses of nuclear energy for economic and social development in
conformity with their priorities, interests and needs. All States should
also have access to and be free to acquire technology, equipment and materials
for peaceful uses of nuclear energy, taking into account the varticular needs
of the developing countries. International co-operation in this field should
ba under agreed and appropriate international safequards applied through the
International Atomic Energy Agency on a non-discriminatory basis in order to
prevant 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 respactive
fuel cycle policies or international co-operation, zgreements and contracte
for the peaceful usrs of nuclear energy, provided that the agreed safequard
measures mentioned above are applied.

"In accordance with the principles and provisions of General Assembly
resolution 32/50 of 8 December 1977, international co-operatiun for the
promotion of the transfer and utilization of nuclear technologv for e :onomic
and social development, especially in the developing countries, should be
strengthened.

':/ Two delegations reserved their position on the rererence to the
South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone Treaty.
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"ji(. Establishment of nuclear-weapon-fraee 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 genuine.y free from
nuclear weapons. The nuclear-weapon States ars called upon to give
undertakings, the modalities of which are to be negotiated, in particular:

(1) to respect strictly the status of the nuclear-weapon-free zone; (1ii) 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 ensuire
the full application of the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in
lL.atin America (Treaty of Tlatelolco), taking into account the views expressed
or. the adherence to it at the tenth special session of che General Assembly,
the General Conference of OPANAL and other relevant fora, and including
ratification of additional Protocol I by all States concerned.

“[(b)Adoption by the States concerned of all relevant measures to ensure
the entry into force and the full application of the South Pacific Nuclear
Free Zone Treaty and including the signature and ratification of the
three Protocols to the Treaty by all States concerned once they are open for
signature.|

"(c) 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 sassion the
General Assembly, by consensus, called upon the Security Council to take
appropriate effective steps to prevent the frustration of this objective.

"(d) The establishment of a nuclear-weapon~fresz gzone in the Middle East
in complian.e with General Assembly resolution 35,/147 would greatly enhance
international peace a 1 security. Pending the establishment of such a zone
in the region, State3 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 permittinc
the stationing of nuclear weapons on their territory uy any third party, and
agree to place all the!r nuclear activities under International Atomic Energy
Agency safequards. Consideration should he given to a Security Council role
in advancing the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the
Middle East.

"(e) All States in the region of Sounth Asia have expressed their
determination to keep their countries free of nuclear weapons. No action
should be taken by them which might deviat. from that objective. In this
context, 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.
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“(f) Efforts to create nuclear-weapon-frea zones in other regions of the
world should be promoted at. thc initiative of States which intend to become
part of the zona.

“(q) Ensuring that the zones are genuinely free from nuclear weapons and
respect for such zones by nuclear-weapon States constitute an important
disarmament measure.

“B. Other Weapons of Mass Destruction

"1. All States should adhere to the Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use
in War of Asphyxiating, Polsonous 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 of the Development, Production and Stockp’ling
of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction.

"3. It is necessary toc make all possible efforts for the early conclusion of
an intarnational convention on the complete and effective prohibition of the
development, production, stockpiling and use of all chemical weapons and on
their destruction.

"4. An international treaty on the prohibition of the development,
production, astockpiling and use of radiological weapons should be concluded,
bearing in mind the negotiations under way in the Committee on Disarmament and
all proposals made in connection therewith.

"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. */ This question should bes kept under continuing
review,

"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 puisued within the framework of progress towards general
and complete disarmament. States with the largest military arsenals have a
special responsibility in pursuing the procesa of conventional armaments
reductions.

"*/ Since this sentence was proposed late in the work of the
Ad Hoc Committee, wome delagations reserved their position on its inclusion in
the draft Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament.
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"2, */ In view of the present situation where the concantration of troops and
armaments in Europe **/ has reachcd an especially high level, it is necessary
to strengthen strstéazc stability through thn establishment, at a
significantly lower level, of a stuble, comprehensive and verifiable balance
of convent onal forces. The more stable situation should be acliieved by
agreements on apgropriate and mutual reductions and limitations in the whole
of Europe and on effective confidence- and security-building measuree, taking
into account the need to digpel the mutual suspicion and distrust accumulated
over many years.

"Such steps should enaure undiminished security of all States with full
respect for the security interests and independence of ull States, including
those outside military alliances.

"By achieving progress in the negotiatione presently under way in Vienna
and Scockholm, the parties concerned would make tangible contribution to
reducing tensions and the strengthening of peace in the region. Further
negotiations should be undertaken as appropriate.

":::/ Of great significance would be the successful completion of the
Conference on Confidence- and Security-Building Measures and Disarmament 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 reduc. the risk of military
confrontation in Europe. On the basis of equality of rights, balance and
reciprocity, equal resgpect for the i:ecurity interests of all CSCE
participating States, and of their respective obligations concerning
confidence- and security-building measures a:d disarczament in Europe, these
confidence~ and security-building measures will cover the whole of Europe as
well as the adjoining sea area ****/ and air srace. They will be of military
significance and politically binding and will be provided with adequate forms
of verification which correspond to their countent. 28 far as the adjoining
gea area ***%/ an¢ air space 18 concerned, the mea . -es will.be applicable to
the military activities of all the participating States taking place there

“*/ The mentioning of Vienna nagotiations aad the Stockholm Conferance
undexr the heading "Conventional weapons and armed forces"” is without prejudice
to the content of talks in those fora.

"#*/ With the common understanding that this does not refer to neutral
and non-aligaed States.

"##%/ This subparagraph is open for further consideration in the lig . of
the outcome of the Stockholm Conference.

"ws+%/ In this context, the notion of adjoining sea area is understood to
refer also to ocean areas adjoining Europe.
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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, wiich they will agree to notify, */

"3. Agreements or other meausres should be resolutely pursued on a bilateral,
reqional and multilateral basig with the aim ot 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
principle of equal rights and self-determination of peoples in accordance with
the Charter and the need to ensurs balance at each stage and undiminished
sacurity of all States. Such measures might include the following:

"(a) Bilateral, regional and muit{lateral 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 .nvisaged in the Declaration
of Ayacucho subscribed to by eight Latin American countries on 9 December 1974.

"(b) Consultations should be carried out among major arms suppliers and
recipient countries on the limitation of all types of international transfer
of conventional weapons, based in particular on the r “inciple 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 as well as the inalienable right to self-determination and
independence of peoples under colonial or Fforeign domination and the
obligations of States to respect tha* right, in accordance with the Charter of
the United Nations and the Declaration on Principles of International Law
concerning Friendly Relations and Co-operation amonqg States.

"4. Prohibition or restrictions of use of certain conventional weapons,
including those which may cause unnecessary suffering or which may have
indiscriminate effects:

“(a) Adherence by all States tc the agrcsment adopted by the
United Nations Conference on Prohibition or Restrictions of Use of Certain
Conventional Weapons Which May be Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious or to
Have Indiscriminate Effects.

"(b) Broadening of the prohibition or restrictions of use of certain
conventional weapons which may be deemed to be excessively injurious or to
have indiacriminate effects, either through amendments to the existing
Protocols or through the conclugion of additional Protocols, in accordance
with Article 8 of the Convention on Prohibition or Restrictions of Use of
Certain Conventional Weapons Which May be Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious
or to Have Indiscriminate Effects.

"*/ Some delegations reserved their position on the inclusion of this
sentence in the draft Comprehensive Procgramme of Disarmament,
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"(c) The result of the above-mentioned Conference should be considered by
all States, especially producer States, in regard to the question of the
trarasfer of such weapons to other States.

"D. Military budgets

"l. Gradual reduction of military budgets on a mutually agreed basis, for
example, in absolute figures or in terms of percentage points, particularly by
nuclear-wrapon States and other militarily significant States, would be a
measure that would contribute to the curbing of the arms race and would
increase the possibilities of reallocation of resources now being used for
military purposes to economic and social development, particularly for the
benefit of the developing countricus.

"2. The basis for implementing this measure will have to be agreed by all
participating States and will require ways and means of its implementation
acceptable to all of them, taking account of the problems involved in
assessing the relative significance of reductions as among different States
and with due regard to the proposals of States on all the aspects of reduction
of military budgets.

"3. The General Assembly should continue to consider what concrete steps
should be taken co facilitate the reduction of military budgets, bearing in
mind the relevant proposals and documents of the United Nations on this
question.

"E. Related measures

"l. Further steps to prohibit military or any other hostile use of
environmental modification techniques:

"Review of the need for a further prohibition of military or any other
hostile use of environmental modification techniques with a view to the
adoption of further measures to eliminate the danger to mankind from such use.

“2. 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
prevantion 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 irnto account, as appropriate, the
United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea and the proposals made during
the Firat 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.

"3. */ In order to prevent an armg race in outer space, further measures
should be taken and appropriate international negotiations held in accordance

"*/ The placement of thip paragraph in the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament will be determined later.
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with the spirit of the Treaty on Prrinciples 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 wajor 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. */

"To this end all effective efforts should be made both bilaterally and
multilaterally.

“In this regard bilateral negotiations have been undertaken and should be
continued to work out effective agreements on the prevention of an arms race
in outer space.

"Efforts should be made by the Conference on Disarmament in the exercise
of its responsibilities in accordance with paragraph 120 of the Final Document
of the first special seesion of the General Assembly devoted to Disarmament
and which has [a] [the] primary role in the negotiation of [any] multilateral
agreement or agreements, as appropriate, on the prevention of an arms race in
outer space. **/

"4, fhe establishment of zones of peace [and the strengthening of peace and
security in various regions}s ***/

"The establishment of zones of peace in various regions of the world
under appropriate conditions, to be clearly defined and detexmined freely by
the States concerned in the zone, taking into account the characteristics of
the zone and the principles of the Charter of the United Nations, and in
conformity with international law, can contribute to strengthening the
security of States within such zones and to international peace and security
as a whole.

"*/ Som? delegations reserved their position on the first two paragraphs
until the lanquage of this entire secticn is completed and its placement
resolved.

”::/ Many delegations consider that the first paragraph, which reproduces
paragraph B0 of the final document of the first special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, should be supplemented to reflect
that present urgency and importance of the subject. They further consider
that it should 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 armse". Other delegations are considering
the placement of this paragraph pending the balance of the overall document.

wewd/ Measures related to the Asian and Pacific Ocean iegion were also
proposed.
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"(a) South-East Asia:s

"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:

"Achievement of the objectives of the Declaratlion of the Indian Ocean as
a Zone of Peace would be a substantial contribution to the strengthening of
international peace and security.

"There 18 agreement within the United Nations for practical steps to ve
taken to establish a Zone of Peace in the Indian Ocean regqion.

"Practical steps should be taken within the United Nations
Ad Hoc Committee on the Indian QOcean to prepare for an early Conference, as a
necessary step towards establishing a zone of peace.

ing into account the political and security climate in the region,
the Ad Committee should complete its preparatory work relating to the
Conference on the Indian Ocean to enable the Conference to be opened at a date
not later than 1988 to be decided by the Committee in consultation with the
host country. Such preparatory work would comprise organizational matters 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 of the
Indian Ocean as a zone of peace and the preparation of the draft final
document of the Conference. 4

"The Ad Hoc Committee should, at the same time, seek the necessary
harmonization of views on remaining relevant issues.

"The creation of a zone of peace requires the active participation of and
full co-operation among the littoral and hinterland States, the permament
members of the Security Council and the major maritime users to ensure
conditions ot peace and security hased 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 inteqrity of the 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 gecurity ian the Mediterranean region is closely
linked with European gecurity and witli international peac. and security,
positive steps should be taken by al) Statea concerned to ensurs peace,
aecurity and cc-operation in the Mediterranean region,

"To this end further efforts are neceasary fcr the reduction of tensions
and of armaments, for strengthening of confidences for the creation of
conditions of security and iruitful co-operation in all fields for all
countries and peoples of the Mediterranean, on the b sis of the principles of
govereignty, independence, territorial integrity, security, non-intervention
and non~interfcrenca, non-violation of international borders, non-usge of force
o1 threat of use of force, the inadmissibility of the acquisition of territory
Ly force, peaceful sgsettlement of disputes and respect for permament
sovereiqgnty over natural resources; for the promotion o. just ard viable
golutions of existing problems and crisis in the area on the .asis of the
previgions of the Charter and of relevant resolutions of the United Nations,
the withdrawal of foreign forces of occupation and the right of pecples under
colonial or foreign domination to self-determinstion and independenc:.

"All States of the Mediterranean region and other concerned States shoulld
co-operate to define and implement, as appropriate, such steps and measures
which should be conducive for creating conditions of peace, security and
co-opevation in the Mediterranean region in accordance with the purposes and
principles of the Charter of the United Nations and with the provisicns of the
Dec’aration on Principles of International Law Ccncerning Friendly Relations
and Co—operation among States in accordance with the Charter of the
Inited 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-Alignad Countries held at Valletta, Malta in 1984, with the objective
of contributing tu peace and security in Lhe region.] :/

" [Bearing 1a mind that securitvy in the Mediterranean regivn is closely
linked with security in Europe and in the other adjacent regions, and with
international peace and security, positive staeps should be taken by all States
concerned to ensure peace, securicy and co-operation in the Mediterranean
region.

"To this end, further efforts are necessary to reduce tensions and
revarse the arms race, particularly the nuclear »rms race, to strengthen
mutual confidence and to find just and lasting solutions to crises, 1 oY ar
to create conditioas of security and peace and to promote co-operation in all
fields of mutual interest to all countries and peoples of the Meditrrranean,
on the basis of the provisions of the Charter, the relevant resoluticons of the
tinited Nations and the priciples of international law.

"*/ There was a proposal for the convening of a conference on i he
Mediterranean region.
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{
“All state« of the Mediterranean region and other concerned States should
co-operat to define and implement, as appropriate, mai:sures conducive to the
creat a zone of peace, security and co-operation in the Mediterranean.

?1.. this conriection, rote is taken of the commitments assumed by the
particip it the meeting of the Mediterransan membera of the Movement of
the Jun--B. 4ned Countries hald at vValletta, Malta, in '984.] :/

"OTHER MEASURES

"1l. Confidence-bailding mvuasures

"In order to facilitate the process of disarmament, it is necessary to
take weasures and pursue policies to strengthen international pesace and
security and to build confidence among Stateii., Commitment to
confidence~building maasures could signifcantly contribute to preparing for
further progress in disarmament. Fo. this puipose, 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 commurications failure by taking steps to improve
communications between Governments, particularly in areas of tensions, by the
establishment of "hot lines" and other meth d8 ¢ reduclng the risk of
conflict,

"(b) States should assess the possible implications of thelr military
research and development for existing agreements as well as for further

efforts in the field of -isarmament.

"2. Preventior of the . of force in {nternational relati

“(a) Strict adherence and full commitment by all States M:mbers of the
United Nations to the rurposes of the Charter of the United Natiorns and *nei:
obligation strictly tou okserve its principles as well as other relevant and
generally accepted principles of international law relating to the maintenance
ot international peace and security, in particular the principles of
refraining from the thrcat 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-annaxation of territories by force and non-recognition of such acquisition
or annexation, non-intervention and non-interference in the internal affairs
of other States; tims inviolability of international frontiers, and the
peaceful settlement of 1isputes, hsving regard to the inherent rigtt of States
to individual and collective salf-defence in accordance with the Charter.

"(b) Strengthening the role of the United Nations in the mzintenance 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 obligestiona under Article 25 of the United Nations Charter.

"*/ There was a proposal for the ccavening of a conference on the
Meditarranean region.
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"3. Mobiligation of world public opinion in favour of disarmament

“In order to mobilize world public opinion in favour of disarmament, tho
spacific measures set forth balow, designed to increase tho 4i.isemination of
information about the armaments race and the efforts to halt aud reversa it,
should be adopted in all regions of the world in a balanced, factual and
objective manner:

"(a) Throughout the implemontation of the programme, ther :ore,
governmental and non-govarnmental information organs of Member States and
thogse of the United Nations and its specialized agencies as well as
non-governmental organizations should, as appropriate, undertake further
programmes of information relating to the dan;ar of the armaments race as well
as to disarmament efforts and negotiations and their results, particularly by
means of annual activities conducted in connection with Disarmament Week.
These actions should constitute a programme to further alert world opinion to
the danger of war in goneral and nuclear war in particular.

"{b) With a view to contributing to a greater understanding and awareness
of the problems created by the armaments race and of the need for disarmament,
Governmen:ts and gove:nmental and non-gqovernmental international organizations
ara urged to take steps to develop programmes of education for disarmament and
peace studles at all levels.

"{c) The World Disarmament Campaign, which was solemnly launched by the
General Assaembly at the opening meeting of its second special sesalon devoted
to disarmament, should provide an opportunity for discussion and debate in all
countries on all points of view relating to disarmament issues, objactives and
conditions. The Campaign has three primary pucposesn:s to inform, to educate
and to generate public undertstanding and support for the objectives of the
United Nations in the field of arms limitation and disarwmament.

“(d) As part of the process of facilitating the congsideration of lssues
in the field of disarmament, studies on specit ic questions should be
undertaken on the dacision .. the General Ai'sembly, when necassary for
preparing the ground for neqotiations or reaching agreement. Also, studies
pursued under the auspices of the Uuited Nations, in particular by the
United Nations Institute for Disarmament Research could biing a useful
contribution to the knowledge and exploration of digarmament problems,
especially in the long term.

"(e) Member States shoula e encouraged tn ensure a better flow of
information wii}: regard to the various aspects of disarmament, to avoid
dissemination of fulse and tendentious information concerning armaments, and
to concentrate on the danger of ercalation  f Lhe armaments race and on the
need for general and complete disarmament under effective international
control.

"(f) :/ In particular publici*y shriuld ba given to the decisions of the
special session of the Ceneral As: mmbly devoted to disarmament, e=' -ially the
Final Document of the first special session.

"*/ The placement of this paragraph in the Comprehensive Programma »f
Disarmamunt will be determined later.
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"4. Verification “/

"(a) In or. 'r to facilitate the conclusjon and effective implemen*ation
of Adisarmament agreements and to create confidence, States should accept
appropriute provisions for verification in such agreements.

"[{b) In the .ontext of i.ternational disarmanent negotiations, the
problem of verification should be further examined and adequate methods and
procedures in tais field be considered. Every effort shouid be made to
devalop 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.) **/

*[The Member States are conscious of the urgent need to reach agreeusnts
on arms limitation and disarmament msasures capable of contributing to the
maintenance of peace and security. They are convinced that, if such measuvres
are to be effective, they must be fair and balanced, acceptable to all
parties, their substance must be clear, and compliance with them must be
avident. Thes« States reaffirm their conviction, as expressed in the
Final Document adopted by consensus at the first special session devoted to
disarmament, that 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.

"The importance of effective verification in the process of general and
complete disarmament is threefold: as an indispensable foundation of legal
commitments that are not only complied with but are seen by all 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
agresments to be negotiated or which are being negotiated as h'ghlighted in
the Comprehensive Programme.

“"The Member States are particularly mindful of the fundamental importance
of fu.l implementation and strict observance of a ‘rcements on arms limitation
and disarmament if incividual nations and the int :rnational community are to
der ive eniianced security from them. They stress that any violation of such
agreements not only advergely affects the sacurity of States parties but can
also create security risks for other States relying on the constraints and

"*/ Some delegations held that in view of the fundamental importance of
this subject the paragraphs under this hezding should ha placed either as an
introduction to chapter V or as a new section E foliowing
*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. Still other delegations believed
that the subject of verification had been adequately covered by paragraph 25
of the chapter on Principles. One delegation held that the paragraphs under
this heading should fo m part of Chapter VI (Machinery and Procedures).

"**/ The final p... ement of the second sentence of this paragraph will
be determined later.
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commitments stipulated in those agreements. They stress furthar that any
weakening of confidence in such agresments diminishes their contribution to
global or regional stability and to further disarmament and arms limitation
efforts, and undermines the credibility and effectiveness of the international
legal system.

"The Member States urge States parties to arms limitation and disarmament
agrsements to implement an® comply with the entirety of the provisions
subscribed to. They call upon all States to yive sarious consideration to the
implications of non-compliance or unresolved questions concerninj compliance
with those obligations for international security and stability, as well as
for the prospecta for further progress in the field of Adisarmament.

"All efforts aimed at the resolution of non-compliance questions should
ba supported, with a view towards encouraqging strict observance of the
provisions subcribed to and maintaining or restoring the integrity of arms
limitation or disarmament agreements.] °/

'DISARHAHENT AND DEVELOPMENT

"i. 1In view of the relationship between expenditure on armaments and economic
and social development, the implementation of the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmament should make an effective contribution to economic and social
development of all States, in particular of the develoring countries. 1In this
context, it is of particular significance that substantial progress in
disarmament should be made in accordance with the responsibility that each
State bears in the field of disarmament, so that real resources now being used
for military purposes can be released to economic and social develcpment in
the world, particularly for the benefit of the developing countries,

"2, Disarmament would contribute over the long term to the effective economic
and social development of all States, in particular developing countries, by
contributing towards reducing the economic disparities between developed and
developing countries and establighing the new international acoromic order on
the basis of justice, equity and co-operation and towards solving other global
problems.

“3j. The Secretary-General shall periodically submit reports to the
G¢ 1eral Assembly on the economic and social consequences of the armaments race
nd its extremely harmful effects on world peace and sacurity.

"DISARMAMENT AND TNTERNATIONAL SECURITY

"l. Progress in disarmement should be accompanied by measures to strengthen
institutions for maintaining peace and the rettlement of international
disputes by peaceful msans, During and after the implementation of the
programme of genaral and complete disarmament, there should be taken, in
accordance with the principles of the Charter of the United Nations, the
necessary measures to maintain i{nternational peace and security, including tho

"%/ This text represents the proposal of some States belonging to one
United Nations regional group.
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obligation of States to place at the disposal of the United Nations agree.
manpower necessary for an international peace force to be equipped with agreed
types of armaments. Arrangements for the use of this force should ensure that
the United Nations can effectively deter or suppress any thieat or use of arms
in violation of the purposes and principles of the United Nations.

"Intermediate Stage */

"[l. The intermediate stage should start no later thar 1990 and last five to
geven years.

"2. The USSR and the United States should go on with the reduction agreed
upon during the first stage and also carry out furthar measures designed to
eliminate their medium-range nuclear weapons and freeze their tactical nuclear
systems.

"3. Other nuclear-weapon States should pledgye to freeze all their nuclear
weapons and also not to station them in the territoriea of other countries.

*4. All nuclear-waspon States should eliminate their cactical nuclear arms,
i.e. weapons having a range (or radius of action) of up to 1,000 km. This
measure should be taken after the completion by the USSR and the Un ted States
of the 50 par cent reduction of their nuclear weapons that can reach each
other's territory.

"5. The Soviet-American accord on the prohibition of space—strike weapons
should become multilateral with the mandatory particpation in it of major
industrial States.
"6. All nuclear-weapon States should cease nuclear-weapon tests.
"7. There should be a ban on tha development of non-nuclear weapons based on
new physical principles, whose destructive capacity is close to that of
nuclear arms or other weapons of mass destruction.] ::/

"Last stage */
"[1. The last stage should begin no later than 1995. During thie stage the
elimination of all remaining nuclear weapons should be completed. By the end

of 1999 there should be no more nucleaxr weapons on earth.

"2. A universal accord should be worked out to sensure that nuclear weapons
never again come into being.

"3. The last stage should be completed by the end of 1999.] *#*/

"*/ The heading i3 without prejudice to the position of delsgations w'th
respect to questions relating to stages of implementation.

"**/ Some delagations reserved their position on these paragraphs which
represent he position of cne group of States.
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"vi. Machinery and Procedures

*). Tho United Nations, in accordance with the Charter, should continue to
have a central role and primary responsibility in the sphere of disarmament.

2. Negotiatiuvns on multilateral measures of Aisarmament envisaged in the
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament should, as a rule, be conducted in the
Coamittee on Disarmament, the single multilateral nagotiating body in the
field of Adisarmament.

"3, Bilateral aad regional disarmamert negotiations may also play an
important role and could facilitate nsegotiations of multilateral agresments in
the fisld 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 Adisarmament efforts outside its aegis
without prejudice to the progress of negotiations.

5. [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, as definea in the

Comprehensive Programme, by the year 2000. In order to assure continued
progress towards the full realization of this ultimate gcul, a special session
of the Genaral Assembly shall : convened periodically to review the
implementation of the measures inc uded in the various stage of the
Comprehensive Programme. The first such special session of the

General Assembly shall be held in (1987) (1988) (1989), and wills, (a) review
the implementation of the measures included in the first stage of the
Comprehensive Programme; (b) consider the readjustments that need to be made
in the Programme in the light of the review and the steps that need to be
taken to stimulate prograss in its implementaticn, (¢) elaborate in more
concrete terms the measures to be implemented in the second stage of the
Programme, taking into account the progress made so far and other developments
in international relations, as well as science and technology) and (d) decide
on the time for the next special session to review the implementation of the
measures included, and adjusted as necessary, in the second stage of the
Comprehensive Programme, with the understanding thit such session would be
held not later than six years after the first.] */

"[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

':/ 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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continued progress towards the full re lization of this ultimate goal, the
implamantation of the measuras incluged in the Comprehensive Programme shall
be periodically reviewed at special sessions of the General Assembly devoted
to disarmament. The first review of this kind should take place not later
than five years after the adoption of the Programme and will,

"(a) review the progress made in the implementation of measures of the
Comprehensive Programme,

"(b) consider t+he readjustments that need to be made in the Programme in
tha light of the review and the stens 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 iato account the nrogress made so
far and other developments in international relations, as well as science and
technology, and

"(d) decide on the date for the next special segsion to raview 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, the intermediate stage
and the last stage. The objective of the last stage is to achieve the goal of
genaeral 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 measures which would not have been implemented at the end of the
first astage will be included in the intermediate stage. All States should
make maximum efforts with a view to implementing as many of the initial
disarmament measures as possible by the end of the first stage.)

"*/ [(The Programme has three stages:s the first stage, the intermediata stage
2nd the last stage. Each stage, as well as the programme as a whole, i3 to be
implemented in its respective time~frame, it being undersatood 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 etage, 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
prevantion of nuclezr war, measures for the cessation of the nuclear arms race
to be followsA immediately by substantial reductions of nuclear weapons,
agreement or agreemente, as appropriate, for the prevention of an arms race in
outer space in all its aspects and a convention on the prohibition of chemical
weapons,

":/ The issues dealt with in this text remain open. 1Its placement in
the programme will be conaidered later.
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"The intermediate staye cumprises the measures necsssary to prepars 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 non-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 Nations peace force.]

" [The Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament has three stages:s the first
stage, the intermediate stage and the last stage. The first stage should have
duration of 5-8 years, the intermediace stage -~ 5~7 years and the target date
for the lmplementation of the Programme in its totality should be the
vear 2000. It is understood that such time frames are indicative and may be
adjustod as necessary by the General Aasembly at the special sessions convened
at the end of each stage to review, inter alia, the implementation of the
Programme. The main measures to be implemented during the intermediate and
last stages are contained in the appropriate sections of Chapter V. It is
understood that the comprehensive content of subsequent stages will be
elaborated as the first stage draws to its end by the Conference on
Disarmament and adopted by the United Nations General Assembly at its special
sessions.] */

“#*#*/ [The Programme has three stages:; the first stage, the intermediate
aEde and the last stage. The objective of the last stage is to achieve the
goal of general and complete disarmament under effective international
control. All effort. should be made with a view to implementing each stage,
as well as the Programme as a whole, within its respective time-frame, it
being understood that such time-frames are indicative and may be adjusted as
necessary during the periodic reviews of the implementation of the Programme
as provided for below.

"The first stage is intended to be as comprehensive as possible and to
contain as many disarmament measures as can be envisaged in the foreseeable
future. All States should make maximum efforts to implement certain priority
measures before the end of the first staje - such 28 .,...ccccvevveeaeses = and
to implement by the end of the stage as many of the ocher measures included
therein.

“Those measures that have not been implemented by the end of th. first
stage will be included in the intermediate stage. 1In addition, the
intermediate stage comprises the measures necessary to prepare for the last
stage, in particular, measures for the complete elimination of nuclear weapons.

':/ Some delegations stated that this text was submitted in the
Committee at the last moment and was not congidered. They expressed
raservations as to the inclusion of this text in the draft Comprehensive
Programme of Disarmament.

“**/ The issues dealt with in this text remain open. Its placement in
the programm: will be considered later.
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"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 Stat<s will only have at their disposal those non-nuclear forces,
armaments, faciiities and establishments as are agrased to be necessary to
maintain internal order and protect the personal security of its citizens and
to support and provide agreed ma.apower for a United Nations peace force.

"All efforts should be made by States, particularly through the conduct
of negotiations in good faith on specific disarwmament measures, to achieve the
goal of general and complete disarmament, as defined in the
Comprehensive Programme. In order to assure continued progress towards the
full realization of this ultimate goal, there shall be periodic reviews -
including at special sessions of thi General Asgsembly - of the implementation
of the measures included in the various stages of the Comprehensive
Programme. The first such review will take place within six years of the
adoption of the Programme and will,

"(a) review the implementation of measures included in the first stage of
the Comprehensive Programne)

"(b) consider the readjustments that need to be made in the Programme in
tha light of the review and the steps that need to be taken to stimulate
progress in its implementationy

"(c) as appropriate, 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 technologyy and

"(d) recommend the date of the next review of the implementation cf the
measures included, and adjusted as necessary, in the second st~ge of the
Comprehensive Programme, with the understanding that such a review would {ake
place not later than six years after the first.) ,

"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 reqular 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 Proyranme.

"7. During its annual review, or a its periodic special sessicns to review
the implementaticn of the Comprehensive programme of Disarmament, the

General Assembly may, as appropriate, consider and recommend further measures
and procedures to enhance the implementation of the Programme.

"8. In the implementation of the Comprehensive Progamme of Disarmament, the
Disarmament Commission shall continue fucntioning as a deliberative body, a
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subsidiary organ of the General Assembly, and shall consider and make
recommendations on various problems in the field of disarmament.

*9. Proposals listed in paragraph 125 of the Final Document of the
first special gession and annex II of the Concluding Document of the
sacond special session devoted to disarmament should be considered, and
decisons taken, at an appropriate time.

*"10. At the earliest appropriate time, a world disaimament conference should
be convened with universal participation and with adequate preparation.™

I. Consideration of Other Areas Dealing with the Cessation of
the Arms Race and Disarmament and Other Relevant Measures

108. puring its 1986 -ession, the Conference also had before it the following
documents:

(a) Document CD/670, dated 20 ¥ebruary 1986, submitted by Canada,
entitled "A Three-volume Compendium of Verbatim Statements on Verification
made in the Conference and its Predecessors during the Period 1962-1984",

(b) Document CD/707, dated 25 June 1986, submitted by the delegation of
Canada, entitled "Text of the Canadian Respon:ie to the United Nations
Secretary-General Pursuant to General Assembly Resolution 40/152 on the
Subject of Verification".

J. Consideration and Adoption of the Annual Report of the Conference
and any other Report as appropriate to the Gencral Rssembly of the
United Nations

109, The item on the agenda entitled "Consideration and adoption of the Annual
Report of the Conference and any other Report as appropriate to the General
Assembly of the United Nations" was considered by the Conference, in
accordance with its programme of work, from 11 to 29 August 1986,

110. The present Report, as adopted by the Conference on 29 August 1986, s
transmitted by the President on behalf of the Conference on Disarmament.

J. Alan Beasley
Canada
President of the Conference
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